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COMMISSION. 


VICTORIA  R. 

Victoria,  by  the  Grace  of  God,  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  Queen,  Defender  of  the  Faith,  To  our  trusty  and  well-beloved 
Frederick  William  Slade,  Thomas  Chisholm  Anstey,  and  Thomas  Borrow 
Burcham,  Esquires,  Greeting. 

Whereas  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  of  Our  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  in  Parliament  assembled,  have,  by  a  joint 
Address,  humbly  represented  unto  Us,  that  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  appointed  to  try  a  'Petition  complaining  of  an  undue  election  and  return 
for  the  City  of  Canterbury,  have  reported  to  the  House  that  corrupt  practices 
have  extensively  prevailed  at  the  last  election  and  at  previous  elections  for  the 
City  of  Canterbury,  and  have  humbly  prayed  that  We  will  be  graciously  pleased 
to  cause  inquiry  to  be  made,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Tarliament 
passed  in  the  sixteenth  year  of  our  reign,  intituled  "  An  Act  to  provide  for  more 
"  effectual  inquiry  into  the  existence  of  corrupt  practices  at  elections  for  mem- 
**  bers  to  serve  in  Parliament,**  by  the  appointment  of  you  the  said  Frederick 
William  Slade,  Thomas  Chisholm  Anstey,  and  Thomas  Borrow  Burcham,  as 
Commissioners  for  the  purpose  of  making  inquiry  into  the  existence  of  such 
corrupt  practices. 

Know  ye  that  We,  in  compliance  with  the  prayer  of  the  said  joint  Address, 
have  authorized  and  appointed,  and  do  by  these  presents,  in  pursuance  of  the 
power  vested  in  us  by  the  said  Act,  authorize  and  appoint  you,  the  said 
Frederick  William  Slade,  Thomas  Chisholm  Anstey,  and  Thomas  Borrow 
Burcham,  to  be  Commissioners  for  the  purpose  of  making  inquiry  imder  the  said 
Act  into  the  existence  of  the  corrupt  practices  in  the  said  joint  Address 
referred  to. 

Given  at  our  Court  at  St.  James's,  the  ninth  day  of  May  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  fifty-three,  in  the  sixteenth  year  of  our  reign. 

By  Her  Majesty's  command, 

PALMERSTON. 
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REPORT. 


TO  THE  QUEEN'S  MOST  EXCELLENT  MAJESTY. 

W  E,  the  Commissioners  appointed  by  waiTant  under  Your  Majesty's  royal 
sign  manual  to  inquire  into  the  existence  of  corrupt  practices  at  the  last 
election  and  at  previous  elections  for  the  city  of  Canterbury,  humbly  beg  leave 
to  submit  this  our  Report  to  Your  Majesty. 

We  proceeded  to  execute  the  duties  intrusted  to  our  charge  with  all  possible 
despatch ;  and  although  we  were  unable  to  conclude  our  inquiry  as  early  as  we 
could  have  wished,  a  period  of  eleven  days  only  was  actually  occupied  in  the 
examination  of  witnesses. 

The  Commission  was  opened  on  the  fourteenth  day  of  May  in  the  Town 
Hall  of  Canterbury,  from  which  no  one  was  excluded,  and  every  facility  was 
afforded  to  all  persons  implicated  in  any  degree,  however  remote,  in  the 
practices  into  which  we  had  to  inquire,  of  denying  or  explaining  the  share  they 
were  stated  to  have  taken  in  the  transactions. 

We  thought  it  right  to  adhere  to  the  precedent  set  by  the  Commis- 
sioners appointed  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  inquire  into  the  existence  of 
bribery  at  Saint  Alban's,  and  in  accordance  therewith  we  declined  to  hear 
counsel,  who  claimed  a  right  to  appear  and  examine  or  cross-examine  witnesses 
called  by  us  for  the  purpose  of  the  inquiry,  and  we  therefore  assumed 
to  ourselves  the  exclusive  duty  of  examining  the  witnesses.  With  this 
exception,  we  studiously  permitted  to  every  one  the  opportunity  of  denying 
or  explaining  any  act  of  bribery  or  corruption  imputed  to  him,  and  we  are  not 
aware  of  any  instance  of  a  party  being  so  implicated  who  had  not  the  fullest 
opportunity  of  explanation  afforded  to  him. 

We  had  power  under  our  Commission  to  inquire  whether  any  corrupt 
practices  had  existed  at  the  last  election  for  the  city  of  Canterbury,  in  relation 
to  which  the  Committee  appointed  to  try  the  merits  of  such  election  had 
reported  to  the  House  of  Commons  that  corrupt  practices  had  extensively 
prevailed,  and  we  were  also  empowered,  in  the  event  of  our  finding  that 
corrupt  practices  had  been  committed  thereat,  to  make  the  like  inquiries 
concerning  the  latest  previous  election  for  the  said  city,  and  upon  so  hnding 
to  proceed  and  inquire  concerning  the  election  immediately  previous  to  that, 
and  so  in  like  naanner  from  election  to  election  as  far  back  as  we  might 
think  fit;  but  we  were  prohibited  from  making  inquiry  concerning  any 
previous  election,  if  upon  inquiry  into  any  election  we  did  not  find  corrupt 
practices  to  have  existed  thereat ;  in  other  words,  we  had  full  power  to  in- 
vestigate the  proceedings  at  any  election  as  far  back  as  we  thought  fit,  until 
we  came  to  an  election  at  which  we  did  not  find  corrupt  practices  to  have 
existed,  beyond  which  our  inquiries  were  not  to  extend. 

We  arrived  in  the  course  of  our  proceedings  at  an  election  which  took 
place  in  1850,  at  which  there  was  no  contest.  And  at  which  therefore  it  was 
miprobable  that  any  bribery  or  other  corrupt  practices  would  have  occurred ; 
and  we  were  requested  by  a  gentleman  called  Alderman  Brent,  chairman  of 
the  committee  in  the  Liberal  interest  at  all  elections  into  which  we  particularly 
inquired,  not  to  extend  our  inquiries  beyond  that  date,  but  we  considered  that 
the  word  "  election ''  in  the  Act  of  Parliament  meant  a  contested  election ; 
a  choice  between  two  or  more  candidates ;  and  we  consequently  determined 
upon  extending  our  inquiries.  This  determination  took  the  Liberal  party  com- 
pletely by  surprise  ;  it  was  evident  that  they  expected  to  stop  the  inquiry  at 
1850;  and  as  their  side  had  engaged  in  no  illegal  or  corrupt  practices  in  1852, 
they  anticipated  that  their  own  delinquencies  in  prior  elections  would  be  con- 
cealed, while  those  of  their  opponents  in  1852  were  exposed.  It  will, 
however,  appear  by  the  narrative,  that  this  uncontested  election  of  1850  was 
not  so  pure  as  was  represented,  and  that  the  vote  and  interest,  in  the  event  of  a 
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contest,  of  an  influential  but  most  venal  elector,  were  attempted  to  be  sectured 
by  the  payment  of  a  fictitous  claim  through  Alderman  Brent  himself,  the  very 
individual  who  called  upon  us  to  stop  the  inquiry. 

We  made  a  searching  investigation  into  all  the  matters  connected  with  the 
general  election  which  took  plac^  in  July  18$2,  as  also  into  those  which  occurred 
in  1847 ;  and  we  examined  minutely  into  the  circumstances  connected  with 
the  election  of  1850,  which  terminated  without  a  contest.  But  we  contented 
ourselves  with  a  more  general  inquiry  into  previous  elections,  although  we 
incidentally  obtained  evidence  relating  to  the  elections  so  far  back  as  1820, 
which  proved  to  be  important,  as  .establishing  the  "fact  that  the  payment 
of  colourmen,  which  will  be  found  to  have  extensively  prevailed  at  all 
elections  in  Canterbury,  had  been  in  that  year  expressly  brought  to  the 
notice  of  the  leaders  of  the  red  or  Tory  party  as  being  illegal,  and  we  have 
every  reason  to  believe  that  the  illegality  of  such  payments  was  equally  well 
known  to  the  leaders  of  the  Liberal  party,  although,  as  regards  the  recipients 
of  iauch  payments,  we  are  of  ojnnion  that  in  many  instances  they  were  claimed 
and  received  as  customary  payments  by  parties  who  were  above  being  bribed. 

'  We  had  considerable  diflSculty  in  arriving  at  the  tenth  of:  several  of  the 
transactions  into  which  we  felt  it  our  duty  to  inquire.  The  practice  which 
prevailed  upon  the  Conservative  side  of  destroying  all  papers  connected  with 
the  accounts  of  contested  elections  deprived  us  as  xespected  their  share  in 
corrupt  practices  of  a  ready  means  of  ascertaining  the  truth,  while  it  not 
unfirequently  happened  that  we  were  referred  for  in&rmatioQ  to  parties  who 
were  either  dead  or  had  left  the  country.  We  are  compelled  also  to  admit 
liiat  we  were  not  on  all  occasions  or  by  aU  parties  met  with  that  candour  which 
we  considered  we  were  entitled  to  expect,  and  which  a  dutiftd  obedience  to 
Your  Majesty's  warrant,  issued  under  the  authority  of  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
pr(q>erly  demanded.  Attempts  were  made,  and  by  those  too  whose  position  in 
life^^ould  have  taught  them  better,  to  baffle  the  Commission;  but  a  patient 
investigation,  aided  by  the  revelations  of  others  whose  interests  were  no  longer 
identical,  enabled  us,  in  all  cases,  we  believe,  to  arrive  at  the  correct  and  proper 
Gondosion. 

A  prominent  feature  in  all  elections  at  Canterbury  was  the  system  of  colour- 
tickets,  which  appeared  to  have  prevailed  at  all  elections  in  the  city  as  far  back 
as  we  could  trace,  and  might  be  considered  as  a  substitute  for  head-money. 

Up  to  the  year  1820,  the  voter  himself  was  nominated  a  colourman,  and  was 
given  a  ticket,  upon  the  production  of  which  after  the  election  he  received  a 
inoney  payment  of  6^.  per  day.  The  number  of  days  varied,  but  from  10^.  to 
20^.  was  received,  and  no  services  were  exacted  or  expected,  although  the 
mot^  ardent  partizans  protected  the  odours.  In  that  year  it  occurred  to 
the  leaders  of  the  Tory  party  that  such  a  system  would  not  bear  the 
:Scrutiny  of  a  Parliamentary  Committee,  and  Mr.  Tindal,  ^  afterwards  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas,  was  consulted  upon  the  matter,  and  was  clearly 
of  opinion  that  such  a  practice  would  be  deemed  bribery.  It  became  neces- 
■sary,  therefore,  to  throw  such  a  veil  over  the  transaction  as  would  give  it 
the  appearance  at  least  of  legality,  and  the  following  plan  was  suggested  and 
adopted  up  to  the  time  of  our  inquiry  by  both  parties,  with  the  exception  of 
the  Liiberal  party  at  the  election  of  1852,  who  had  for  the  first  time  in  1860 
professed  to  discover  its  illegality,  and  who  then  discontinued  it. 

Each  elector  was  allowed  the  privilege  of  nominating  two  persons  to  be 
colourmen,  and  received  two  tickets,  inscribed  with  the  names  of  the  nominees. 
Each  ticket  was  worth  10*.,  and  was  the  property,  in  every  sense  of  the  word, 
of  the  voter.  It  occasionally  but  very  rarely  happened,  that  the  nominees  were 
in  no  way  related  to  the  voter  who  obtained  the  tickets,  wid  in  those  cases  there 
was  but  a  very  slight  inducement  held  out  by  giving  the  tickets;  but  in  the 

g'eat  majority  of  cases  the  nominees  were  the  children  or  some  member  of  the 
mily  of  the  voter,  and  the  money  payment  for  the  ticket  went  virtually  if  not 
actudly  into  his  pocket.  In  such  cases  it  was  no  doubt  a  corrupt  and 
most  improper  practice,  highly  blameable  in  those  that  gave,  and  illegal  in 
those  that  received ;  but  as  the  practice  prevailed  on  both  sides,  and  the  value 
of  the  tickets  was  the  same  on  both  sides,  we  hesitated  to  find  the  recipients 
guilty  of  bribery,  and  have  therefore  not  scheduled  them  as  such.  At  the 
same  time,  we  cannot  too  highly  censure  the  conduct  of  those  who,  after  having 
been  made  aware  of  the  illegality  of  the  practice  of  giving  colour  tickets^ 
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exchangeable  for  money,  to  voters,  virtually  continued  it  under  a  di^itmt 
name,  Mid  thus,  by  familiarising  the  voters  with  the  practice  of  money  pay- 
ments bemg  inseparable  from  elections,  led  the  way  to  the  extensive  system  of 
direct  money  bribery  which  we  found  to  have  prevailed  in  all  the  elections  into 
which  we  thought  it  necessary  particularly  to  inquire. 

The  money  bribery  was  on  a  large  scale.  The  result  was  a  general  demorali- 
zation of  the  minds  of  all  those  who  had  anything  to  do  with  it ;  the  ordinary 
distinction  between  mewn  and  taum  was  constantly  confounded;  audit  was  no 
uncommon  thing  to  find  a  large  proportion  of  the  money  destined  to  bribe  a 
voter  sticking  by  the  way  in  the  palm  of  the  individual  who  was  selected 
to  give  the  bribe.  We  shall  have  occasion  hereafter  to  give  some  notable 
instances  of  these  practices. 

The  leaders  of  the  parties  did  not  themselves  bribe.  They  were  ready  with 
the  money  for  those  who  were  ready  with  the  voters.  Electors  met  in  a  publio 
house,  and  set  their  votes  at  so  much  a  head;  the  lot  or  batch  was  then  sold^ 
and  the  agent  between  the  voter  and  the  briber  generally  netted  a  pretty 
sum  out  of  the  transaction — 20/.  or  30/.  for  the  sale  of  a  dozen  votes  was  na 
uncommon  sum  for  the  go-between  to  pocket ;  and  it  not  unfrequently  ha]^- 
pened  that  the  names  of  parties  were  given  in  as  ready  to  sell  their  votes,  not 
only  without  their  consent  but  without  their  knowledge ;  in  those  cases  the 
agent  pocketed  not  only  his  commission  but  the  money  for  the  votes  also. 

There  was  one  family  of  the  name  of  Styles  who  invariably  voted  together, 
but  never  employed  an  agent ;  they  dealt  directly  with  the  principal ;  their  price 
was  always  10/.  per  head ;  the  number  in  the  fiimily  was  from  nine  to  ten ; 
and  they  received  from  90/.  to  100/.  eaCh  election  for  the  votes  of  the  family. 
In  the  year  1841,  when  there  were  two  elections,  they  netted  above  200/.  by 
the  sale  of  their  votes. 

We  now  proceed  to  state  to  Your  Majesty  more  particularly  what  we  have 
ascertained  concerning  the  matters  into  which  it  was  our  duty  to  inquire.     " 

The  Parliamentary  borough  of  Canterbury  comprises,  in  addition  to  the  city 
and  its  precincts,  what  is  called  the  borough  of  Longport  and  parts  of  sonie 
other  parishes.  The  city  contains  fourteen  parishes,  with  a  population  of 
about  16,000;  the  other  parishes,  which  make  up  the  Parliamentary  borough, 
add  about  3,000  to  this  number ;  so  that  the  whole  population  within  the  limits 
of  the  borough  is  about  19,000. 

The  constituency  is  composed  of  freemen  who  have  acquired  the  right  to 
vote  by  birth  or  servitude,  and  of  10/.  householders  under  the  Reform  Act. 

The  number  of  voters  upon  the  register  for  the  electoral  years  1851-1852 
was  1,583,  divided  thus  : — 

Freemen  -  .  -      '      .  .        946 

Householders,  deducting  those  more  than  once 
registered  -  -  -  .        637 

We  foimd  it  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  in  conducting  our  investigation,  to 
pursue  the  order  of  events  as  they  occurred  at  each  election.  Evidence 
relating  to  what  took  place  at  the  general  election  of  1852  became  mixed 
up  with  what  had  happened  at  the  general  election  of  1847  and  at  other 
previous  elections.  In  met,  many  witnesses  were  exammed  who  had  taken  ixa 
active  part  at  several  elections,  and  it  was  found  to  be  more  convenient 
and  more  likely  to  shorten  the  inquiry  to  examine  them  at  once  concerning 
what  they  knew  of  all  the  elections  in  which  they  had  been  engj^ed.  We 
have,  however,  endeavoured  to  eliminate  the  main  facts  from  the  evidence,  and 
to  state  them  as  they  took  place  at  each  election,  beginning  with  the  election 
of  1852,  and  then  proceeding  to  the  previous  elections  in  the  order  of  their 
occurrence.  It  has  been  before  said  rtiat  we  foimd  it  expedient  as  weU  as 
necessary  to  limit  oiur  investigation  to  the  elections  of  1852  and  1847.  We 
ascertained  beyond  all  doubt  that  the  system  which  had  been  adopted  at  those 
elections  had  existed  to  a  greater  or  less  extent  at  all  previous  dections.  In 
the  absence  of  all  documents  and  vouchers  of  expenditure,  which  in  twd*  in- 
stances at  least  had  been  destroyed  under  the  apprenension  of  an  inquiry  before 
a  Parliamentary  Committee,  and  owing  to  the  time  which  had  elapsed  since  the 
elections  of  1841  and  those  preceding  them,  we  were  satisfied  that  it  wouM 
be  very  difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  elicit  a  sufficient  humber  of  particulars 
to  compensate  for  the  length  of  time  which  a   minute  investigation 'woiild 
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occupy.  In  addition  to  this,  we  had  the  strongest  grounds  for  beheving  that 
the  previous  elections  might  be  considered  as  the  tjrpes  of  those  in  1847  and 
1852,  and  we  accordingly  made  the  latter  the  subjects  of  a  more  minute  and 
particular  inquiry. 

The  candidates  at  the  election  of  1852  were  the  Hon.  Henry  Butler  John- 
stone and  Mr.  Gipps  on  the  Conservative  side,  the  Hon.  G.  Smythe,  Liberal  Con- 
servative, and  Sir  William  Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly  on  the  Liberal  side. 
The  Hon.  Mr.  Johnstone  was  a  stranger  to  the  place.  Mr  Gipps  is  a  gentle- 
man of  property  and  influence  residing  a  few  mUes  from  Canterbury,  and  had 
been  an  unsuccessful  candidate  for  the  representation  of  the  city  upon  two 

Previous  occasions.  The  Hon.  G.  Smythe  was  first  retmned  for  the  city  in 
larch  1841,  upon  a  vacancy  created  by  the  resignation  of  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  now  Lord  Londesborough,  and  had  represented  it  from  that  time 
to  the  end  of  the  last  Parliament.  Sir  William  Somerville  is  connected  by 
marriage  with  Lord  Londesborough  and  the  Marchioness  of  Conyngham,  who 
has  a  seat  a  few  miles  from  Canterbury,  and  is  stated  to  possess  considerable 
influence  in  the  city.  Colonel  Romilly  had  been  returned  without  a  contest 
in  March  1850,  upon  a  vacancy  created  by  the  elevation  of  Lord  A.  Conyng- 
ham to  the  peerage.  Before  that  time  he  had  had  no  connexion  with  Canterbury. 
The  polling  took  place  on  the  8th  of  July  1852,  and  the  nmnbers  at  its 
close  were 

Gipps  -  -    766 

.  Johnstone        -         -     758 

Somerville  -       -     570 

Romilly         -  -     533 

Smythe  -         -         7 

The  number  of  voters  reftiaining  unpolled  was  243. 

Mr.  Smythe  retired  a  short  time  before  the  election,  and  gave  his  influence 
to  the  Conservative  candidates.  Messrs.  Johnstone  and  Gipps  had  appeared 
in  the  field  about  six  weeks  previous  to  the  election.  They  coalesced,  and 
had  joint  committees.  The  sum  of  1,300/.  was  paid  by  Mr.  Johnstone  towards 
the  expenses  of  the  contest.  Of  this  sum  700/.  were  paid  by  him  to  a 
Mr.  Pout,  an  elector  and  upholsterer  at  Canterbury,  who  took  an  active  part 
in  distributing  money  to  the  agents'  of  bribery,  and  in  other  matters  relating  to 
the  election.  The  sum  contributed  by  Mr.  Gipps  was  1,050/.;  so  that  the  whole 
sum  for  defraying  the  expenses  of  the  election  on  the  part  of  the  Conservative 
candidates  amounted  to  2,350/. ;  a  sum  too  large  to  admit  of  any  doubt  that  it  was 
intended  to  be  applied  to  other  than  legal  expenses.  Of  the  sum  contributed 
by  Mr.  Gipps,  800/.  had  been  paid  previous  to  the  election  to  Mr.  Pout,  and 
the  remainmg  250/.  to  Mr.  Kingsford,  his  legal  agent,  some  time  in  the 
November  following.  We  think  it  right  to  draw  attention  to  the  manner  in 
which  this  sum  of  800/.  was  paid.  It  was  proved  that  300/.  of  it  were  paid  in 
sovereigns  by  Mr.  Gipps  into  the  hands  of  Pout.  A  short  time  after  this,  and 
two  or  three  days  before  the  election,  "  A  gentleman,"  says  Mr.  Pout,  "  came 
into  my  house,  and  asked  me  if  my  name  was  Pout."  I  said,  "  Yes."  "  I  have 
a  parcel  for  you."  I  said,  "  Very  well ;  what  is  it  for  ?"  "  For  the  purposes  of 
the  election."  "  What  name  am  I  to  say  ?"  and  he  said,  "  Arbuthnot.  It  is  no 
consequence."  "When  I  imdid  the  parcel  there  were  five  bags  in  it,  and  each 
bag  contained  100  sovereigns. ""  It  was  afterwards  admitted  by  Mr.  Gipps  that 
the  stranger  who  brought  this  money  to  Pout  was  employed  by  his  solicitors  in 
London,  Messrs.  Bridges  and  Mason,  for  that  purpose  and  with  his  know- 
ledge. It  also  appeared  that  besides  these  sums  Pout  received  from  Kings- 
ford  200/.  before  the  election,  making  in  all  1,000/.,  the  greater  part  of 
which  sum  was  expended  under  Pout's  orders  in  direct  money  bribery. 
Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  denied  having  any  knowledge  of  money  being  spent 
in  direct  bribery,  and  it  is  but  right  to  state  that  we  have  no  reason  for 
believing  that  he  had.  He  admitted,  however,  he  had  no  doubt  at  the 
time  that  colour  tickets  were  distributed  by  his  party;  but  he  added  he 
.was  not  aware  that  such  distribution  was  illegal,  inasmuch  as  he  had  had 
very  little  experience  in  election  contests,  and  as  he  had  understood  that  it 
had  been  customary  with  both  parties  at  previous  elections.  Mr.  Gipps  also 
stated  he  was  not  aware  at  the  time  that  such  a  practice  was  illegal.  Uj)on 
.  this  statement  of  Mr.  Gipps,  we  feel  it  very  diflBcult  to  admit  the  supposition 
that  Mr.  Gipps  was  entirely  ignorant  of  the  way  in  which  the  800  sovereigns 
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received  by  Pout  were  to  be  employed,  considering  the  circumstances  undet 
which  they  were  paid,  the  secret  manner  of  their  payment,  and  the  avowal 
made  by  Mr.  Gipps  himself  that  the  money  was  paid  in  sovereigns  to  prevent 
tfw  possibility  of  its  being  traced.  Of  the  sum  of  1,000/.  thus  paid  by 
Mr.  Gipps,  500/.  had  been  advanced  by  a  bank  in  London  upon  the  guarantee 
of  Mr.  Forbes  M^Kenzie,  the  then  political  secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  was 
subsequently  repaid  by  him  to  the  bank. 

The  Liberal  candidates,  Sir  W.  Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly,  also 
coalesced,  and  had  joint  committees.  The  whole  sum  expended  by  them  was 
436/.  fo.  11  rf.  That  amount  was  paid  in  equal  portions  by  each  of  the  two 
candidates.  An  account  was  kept  of  all  the  monies  received  and  spent,  and 
we  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  an^  illegal  payments  were  made  by  them 
or  on  their  behalf,  either  in  colour  tickets  or  direct  money  bribery.  Indeed 
both  those  gentlemen  had  determined  when  they  first  came  forward  not  to  have 
any  recourse  to  the  colour  ticket  system,  or  any  illegal  means  whatsoever,  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  their  return,  and  had  openly  expressed  this  deter- 
mination to  their  supporters. 

The  expense  incurred  by  Mr.  Smythe  in  reference  to  this  election  was  very 
small ;  he  had  no  committee,  made  no  regular  canvass,  and,  as  we  stated  above, 
withdrew  from  the  contest  before  the  day  of  polling. 

We  have  before  said  that  Mr.  Pout  was  very  active  at  thie  election  on 
the  part  of  the  Conservative  candidates.  He  appears  to  have  l)een  equally 
active  at  previous  elections,  and  especially  at  the  general  election  of  1847.  He 
was  chiefly  concerned  at  the  election  of  1852  in  the  management  of  the 
accounts,  in  the  receipt  and  expenditure  of  money,  and  in  furnishing  monies  for 
flie  payment  of  colour  tickets,  and  for  direct  money  bribery.  According  to  his 
statement,  1,700/.  altogether  passed  through  his  hands,  of  which  sum  he  had 
received  1,000/.  before  the  election,  in  the  manner  and  from  the  persons  we 
have  mentioned  above,  and  700/.  from  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  after  the  election. 
One  of  the  persons  he  employed  in  bribery  was  one  James  Kelson,  a  builder  in 
a  large  way  at  Canterbury.  There  was  an  understanding  between  him  and 
Pout,  that  any  bargains  which  he  might  make  for  the  purchase  of  votes  would 
be  ratified  by  Pout,  and  the  money  would  be  forthcoming  for  that  purpose. 
Kelson  bought  a  number  of  votes  at  prices  varying  from  3/.  to  8/.,  and  after- 
wards  received  from  Pout  the  money  to  complete  his  contracts.  Another  person 
selected  for  this  purpose  was  a  Mr.  Vincent,  because,  to  use  the  words  of  Pout, 
^*  he  was  connected  with  the  committee  as  canvasser,  and  likewise  as  a  man 
"  having  a  great  many  men  under  his  command  as  a  builder.**  These  two  (Vincent 
and  Kelson)  are  persons  of  substance  and  respectability,  and  do  not  appear  to 
have  undertaken  the  business  with  any  expectation  or  desire  of  deriving  any  profit 
from  it.  In  the  course  of  the  inquiry  we  met  with  similar  instances,  and  we 
cannot  but  think  that  the  fact  of  persons  moving  in  a  respectable  station  of 
life  not  hesitating  to  commit  offences,  which  in  the  event  of  detection  may  be 
visited  with  consequences  highly  penal,  is  a  strong  proof  of  the  extent  to  which 
bribery  has  been  carried  in  this  city,  and  of  the  indifference  with  which  it  is  re- 
garded. Thomas  Munns  was  another  person  employed  by  Pout  as  a  bribery  agent. 
It  appears  that  Munns  had  had  the  management  of  the  family  of  the  Styles  at  a 
previous  election,  and  he  was  therefore  requested  to  undertake  the  same  office 
at  this  election.  The  votes  of  this  family,  consisting  of  eight  electors,  were 
accordingly  bought  by  Munns.  £80  or  10/.  per  head  was  the  price  he  paid. 
Munns  had  bought  them  for  the  same  price  per  head  at  the  election  of  1847. 
In  1841  there  were  two  elections ;  one  in  March,  a  single-handed  contest 
between  Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Hennikcr  Wilson,  and  the  other  in  July,  upon 
the  dissolution  of  Parliament.  VTithin  the  space  of  four  months  in  that  year  this 
family  received  as  the  price  of  their  votes  at  two  elections  the  sum  of  208/.  It  did 
not  appear  that  the  members  of  this  family  were  in  poverty ;  on  the  contrary, 
they  were  said  to  be  men  "  who  earn  a  good  deal  of  money.'*  They  Were  all 
freemen.  One  of  them  was  selected  to  make  the  bargain,  and  to  receive  the 
money.  They  all  held  together,  and  by  that  means  were  enabled  to  command 
a  larger  sum  from  the  party  who  wanted  to  buy  them. 

Henry  Admans,  a  baker  and  a  freeman,  living  at  Whitstable,  was  another 
person  employed  by  Pout  to  bribe.  Whitstable  is  within  the  distance  of  sevtm 
siles  from  Canterbury,  and,  consequently,  freemen  residing  there  are  entitled 
to  vote  at  Parliamentary  elections  for  the  borough.     To  Admans  was  assigned 
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the  task  of  managing  the  Whitstable  voters.  He  was  to  "do  the  best  he 
could  with  them,"  with  this  condition  only,  that  he  was  not  to  give  more  than 
10/.  for  a  single  vote.  He  bought,  accordingly,  many  of  these  freemen  at  sums 
varying  from  3/.  to  10/.  per  head.  The  sum  which  he  received  from  Pout 
for  this  purpose  was,  according  to  his  own  statement,  67/. ;  according  to  the 
statement  of  Pout,  80/.  We  believe  that  the  latter  sum  is  the  true  one.  Upon 
this  supposition  he  appears  to  have  kept  back  33/.  for  what  he  called  'Vhi? 
own  services."  He  charged,  besides,  6/.  12^.,  which  he  alleged  that  he  paid  for 
refreshments  supplied  to  the  voters  whom  he  brought  from  Whitstable  on  the 
election  day,  and  in  the  maiority  of  instances  be  deducted  10^.  as  "  commission 
money  "  from  the  sums  which  he  had  engaged  to  pay  these  men  for  their  votes* 
So  that  in  fact  he  received  for  his  own  share  at  least  40/.,  or  one  half  of  th^ 
amount  which  Pout  gave  him  for  the  purpose  of  bribery. 

James  Bligh,  a  master  plasterer  living  at  Canterbury,  was  another  person 
who  received  money  from  Pout  to  bribe.  For  that  purpose  Pout  gave  himj 
a  few  days  before  the  election,  a  20/.  note  of  the  Canterbury  bank.  Bligh 
changed  this  note  at  the  bank,  and  gave  the  change  to  a  voter  named 
Marsh,  who  bribed  a  man  named  Bean  with  4/.,  and  a  main  named  Sayer 
with  51.  Of  the  remaining  11/.,  Marsh  kept  4/.,  vmder  the  pretence  of 
"  a  trifle  for  himself  for  an  outstanding  debt,"  and  7/.  he  tmnsmitted  to  oft^ 
Ebenezer  Masters,  as  the  price  of  his  vote,  though  Masters  would  not  admit 
that  it  was  a  bribe,  but  merely  that  it  was  '*  a  gift  for  telling  whcwn  he 
was  going  to  vote  for."  This  man,  Bhgh,  was  concerned  in  another  act  of 
bribery,  which  requires  to  be  noticed,  not  only  as  affording  a  remarkable 
instance  of  the  practice  which  we  have  reason  to  believe  prevailed  in  Canter- 
bury to  a  great  extent,  .of  what  may  not  inappropriately  be  termed  "  sweating 
the  bribe  "  on  its  way  from  the  hands  of  the  briber  to  those  df  the  bribed,  but 
also  on  accoimt  of  the  curious  mannei-  in  which  this  change  at  the  bank  of  the 
20/.  note  given  to  him  by  Pout  tended  to  irapUcate  mm  in  the  fraudulent 
abstraction  of  the  notes  which  will  be  afterwards  mentioned.  Bligh  was  in 
communication  with  a  voter  of  the  name  of  White,  who  had  a  father  and  a 
brother  also  voters  (the  latter  resided  at  Ashford,  a  town  about  14  miles  distant 
from  Canterbury).  He  agreed  with  White  for  the  purchase  of  the  three 
rotes  for  15/.  and  advanced  him  a  sovereign  to  fetch  his  brother  from 
Ashford.  After  the  three  had  voted,  BHgh  told  him  that  he  would  find 
a  parcel  at  his  (Bligh's)  house.  White  accordingly  went  to  Bligh's  house, 
and  received  a  parcel  containing  fourteen  sovereigns,  which,  with  the  sove* 
reign  already  advanced,  made  up  the  stipulated  15/.  Bligh  informed  us 
that  he  told  a  Mr.  Ward,  who  was  and  is  the  editor  of  a  Conservative  journal 
published  in  Canterbury,  that  he  had  arranged  with  the  Whites  for  the  pur- 
chase of  their  votes  and  should  want  the  necessary  money,  but  had  not  stated 
the  exact  sum  which  he  had  agreed  to  pay  for  them.  Mr.  Ward,  on  the  other 
hand,  declared  that  he  gathered  from  what  passed  between  Bligh  and  himself  that 
a  sum  of  30/.  was  required  by  Bligh  to  carry  out  his  contract  with  the  Whites^ 
Ward  had  no  funds  at  his  own  disposal  for  the  purposes  of  bribery,  but  a 
Mr.  White  Collard,  who  was  chairman  of  a  district  committee  in  the  Tory 
interest,  had.  Ward  represented  to  Collard  that  30/.  was  wanted  by  Bhgh 
to  purchase  the  votes  of  the  Whites.  This  was  told  by  Ward  to  Collard  in 
a  small  room  (where  the  two  were  alone)  adjoining  the  general  committee- room, 
and  Collard  thereupon  placed  that  sum  in  notes,  oi  which  one  was  a  20t 
note  of  a  Canterbury  bank,  in  an  envelope,  in  the  presence  of  Ward.  This  en- 
velope was  stated  by  Collard  to  have  been  an  adhesive  one,  but  Ward  declared 
that  it  was  fastened  with  wax,  and  was  sealed  by  Collard  in  his  pre- 
sence. Collard,  having  placed  the  30/.  in  the  envelope,  left  it,  and 
Wai'd  also,  in  the  room,  while  he  went  into  the  adjoining  committee-room 
to  fetch  a  man  called  Ashenden,  a  son-in-law  of  Ward's,  who  was  to  give 
it  to  Bligh ;  he  was  absent  but  a  very  few  minutes,  and  sent  Ashenden  mto 
the  room  where  he  had  left  Ward.  The  envelope  was  given  to  Ashenden  by 
Ward,  and  he  and  Ward  immediately  quitted  the  room,  and  passing  down  the 
street,  the  envelope  was  dropped  by  Ashenden  into  Bligh's  wmdow.  A  little 
girl,  a  daughter  ot  Bligh's,  was  on  the  watch,  and  she  immediately  carried  it  to 
her  father,  who  opened  it  in  the  presence  of  his  wife,  both  of  whom  stated  to  us 
that  the  envelope  was  an  adhesivo  one,  and  that  it  contained,  not  30/.,  but  15/., 
and  of  course,  therefore,  no  20/.  note      We  may  here  observe,  that  Ward  stated 
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that  Ashenden  was  never  out  of  his  sight  from  the  time  they  quitted  the 
eommittee-room  together  to  the  time  when  he  saw  him  drop  the  envelope  into 
Bligh's  window-  The  fact,  however,  of  Bligh  having  about  that  time  changed 
a  20/.  note  tended  strongly  to  corroborate  the  statement  of  Ward,  and  to 
fasten  suspicion  upon  Bligh,  but  the  examination  of  the  banker's  clerk  by  whom 
the  note  was  changed  proved  to  demonstration  that  that  note  never  came  from 
CoUard.  We  were  as  far  off  as  ever,  therefore,  from  discovering  the  real  offender, 
for  either  Ward  was  right,  and  the  sealed  envelope  contained  30Z.  when  dropped 
into  Bligh's  window,  in  which  case  Bligh  was  the  dehnquent,  or  Bligh  was 
right,  and  the  adhesive  envelope,  when  delivered  to  him,  contained  only  15/.,  ib 
which  case  Ward  had  abstracted  the  30/.  and  substituted  the  15/.  In  thiy 
dilemma  we  had  recourse  to  the  brief  prepared  in  defence  of  the  seats  of  the 
sitting  members  which  had  been  delivered  to  us  by  Mr.  Kingsford,  their  solicitor, 
in  obedience  to  our  summons,  and  in  that  brief  we  found  the  proof  of  Mr,  Wapd^ 
acknowleged  by  him  to  us  to  have  been  made  by  himself  to  Mr.  Kingsford,  in 
which  proof  Mr.  Ward  stated  that  he  heard  from  Bhgh  that  15/.  was  wanted  by 
him  to  purchase  the  votes  of  the  three  Whites,  and  that  he  informed  CoUard  of 
this,  who  gave  him  the  15/.  which  he  saw  Ashenden  drop  into  Bligh's  window* 
Mr.  Ward  was  examined  by  us  as  to  the  patent  discrepancy  between  this  state- 
ment and  the  one  made  before  ourselves,  and  wholly  failed  in  giving  any  satis- 
factory explanation.  We  are  bound  to  add  that  very  little  doubt  remains  upoa 
our  minds  as  to  the  party  into  whose  pocket  the  diflFerence  between  the  30/.  put 
into  the  envelope  by  Collard,  and  the  15/.  foimd  in  the  envelope  by  Bligh  and 
hiA  wife,  had  gone. 

The  chairman  of  the  chief  Conservative  committee  was  Dr.  Alfred  Lochee,  a 
physician  of  eminence  in  Canterbury.  There  was  a  transaction  between  him  and  a 
person  named  Charles  Goodwin,  a  Maltster,  into  which  we  thought  it  right  to  make 
mrticular  inquiry.  About  a  month  after  the  election  this  person  received  from 
Dr.  Lochee,  through  the  hands  of  a  Mr.  Delmar,  the  sum  of  100/.  The  account 
given  of  it  by  Dr.  Lochee  is  as  follows :  "  At  an  early  period  of  the  election 
**  notice  was  given  me  that  Mr,  Goodwin  had  a  claim  on  the  Conservative 
"  party  for  services  which  had  been  rendered  by  him  in  conducting  the  muni- 
"  cipal  elections,  and  he  sent  in,  perhaps  in  writing,  if  so,  I  did  not  see  it, 
"  that  claim,  with  the  offer,  "  If  you  will  pay  this  I  will  become  yovr  active 
"  agent  J  and  do  everything  I  can  to  secure  the  success  of  the  Reds.""  That,  I 
"  say,  was  the  sort  of  proposition  with  which  I  became  acquainted  somehow  at 
"  an  early  period  of  the  election.  I  asked  Mr.  Kingsford,  senior,  about  it. 
"  Mr.  Kingsford  said,  *  If  it  be  not  real  bribery,  it  will  be  construed  as  such,  and 
**  you  had  better  not  have  anything  to  do  with  it.'  The  consequence  was,  Charles 
"  Goodwin  got  an  unfavourable  answer  to  his  ^request.  T  heard  nothing  further 
"  of  it  until  a  month  after  the  election  ;  it  might  be  more.  I  will  say  it  was  at 
"  least  a  month,  when  Mr.  Goodwin,  whom  I  had  spoken  to  then  for  the  first 
"  time  in  my  life,  came  to  me  at  the  hospital  where  I  then  was,  and  in  a 
"  great  state  of  excitement,  and  I  may  say  anger,  insisted  on  my  paying 
"  him  100/.  I  told  him  I  knew  nothing  at  all  of  the  matter,  and,  treating 
"  him  rather  cavalierly,  perhaps,  turned  upon  my  heel,  and  left  him  ;  but 
"  finding,  however,  that  he  was  talking  a  great  deal  about  it,  and  apparently 
■'  doing  a  great  deal  of  mischief  to  the  cause,  by  saying  the  Conservative 
**  party  had  promised  him  payment  of  100/.,  and  had  not  done  ity  and  seeing 
^*  that  the  election  was  over,  and  seeing  it  could  not  possibly  be  said  that  the 
"  money  had  been  used  to  buy  votes,  I  took  it  upon  myself  to  urge  the 
**  two  or  three  gentlemen  who  spoke  to  me  on  the  matter,  that  it  had  better 
"  be  paid.  It  was  done  probably  with  the  concurrence  of  others.  I  wish  you 
^  to  understand,  that  if  I  had  opposed  it  it  would  not  have  been  paid  at 
"  all.''  We  have  no  doubt  that  this  claim  of  Goodwin  s  for  services  rendered  at 
the  municipal  elections  was  fictitious.  Goodwin  had  been  an  active  par- 
tisan of  Mr.  Smythe's  from  the  time  of  his  first  election  for  the  city  in  1841. 
When  Mr.  Smythe  coalesced  with  Lord  A.  Conyngham  in  1847,  Goodwin  was 
engaged  in  the  purchase  of  votes  to  secure  their  return.  He  had  for  some 
time  before  the  election  of  1852  stood  aloof  from  what  might  be  called  the 
Conservative  party.  He  supported  Mr.  Smythe  till  he  withdrew  from  the 
contest,  and  then  gave  his  vote  for  the  two  Conservative  candidates.  There 
was  a  section  of  the  electors  strongly  attached  to  Mr.  Smythe.  With  that 
feection^  Good.win  was  supposed  to  have  considerable  . influence.     It, is  difficult 
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to  see  what  mischief  could  have  been  done  to  the  Conservative  party  by  their 
refiisal  to  pay  a  large  sum  of  money  for  alleged  services,  where  no  promise  had 
been  made  nor  service  performed.  We  are  therefore,  under  all  the  circum^ 
stances,  led  to  the  conclusion  that  previous  to  the  election  a  large  sum  of 
money  was  promised  to  Goodwin  by  some  influential  member  of  the  Con- 
servative party,  upon  the  understanding  that  he  should  give  that  party  his  vote 
and  influence,  and  that  100/.  was  paid  after  the  election  by  the  direction  of 
Dr.  Lochee  with  full  knowledge  and  in  satisfaction  of  that  corrupt  agreement. 

Thomas  Friend  was  another  of  Pout's  bribery  agents.  According  to  his 
account,  he  received  from  Pout  49/-,  of  which  he  expended  46/.  10^.  in  the 
purchase  of  votes  ;  the  remaining  21.  10s.  he  stated  he  spent  in  treating,  and 
that  he  was  a  loser  by  the  transaction.  At  all  events  he  was  not  a  loser  in 
another  case.  He  went  aAvay  with  John  White  (the  voter  who  had  been  bribed 
by  Bligh),  in  order  that  he  might  not  appear  before  the  election  committee; 
for  this  purpose  he  received  10/.  from  Pout,  and  30/.  in  two  subsequent 
payments  from  a  Mr.  Scoones,  a  clerk  to  the  Messrs.  Kingsford,  who  were 
then  employed  by  Messrs.  Butler,  Johnstone,  and  Gipps  to  defend  their  seats. 
Of  this  he  admitted  that  he  kept  10/.  as  a  remuneration  for  his  services.  There 
is  now  good  reason  to  beheve  that  he  kept  back  a  much  larger  sum. 

Besides  these  persons.  Pout  was  proved  to  have  given  6/.  10*.  to  a  tailor  and 
woollen-draper  named  Holland,  to  bribe  a  voter,  5/.  to  Homsby,  a  trainer  of 
race-horses,  and  7/.  to  a  man  named  Cozens,  for  the  same  purpose. 

It  has  been  before  stated,  that  of  the  2,350/.  paid  by  the  Conservative 
candidates,  1,700/.  passed  through  the  hands  of  Pout.  All  the  accounts  Pout 
said  he  destroyed  after  the  election,  and  as  soon  as  a  petition  against  the 
return  of  the  sitting  members  was  apprehended.  He  dehvered  an  account, 
which  he  had  made  out  from  memory,  of  the  sums  of  money  which  he  had 
received  and  disbursed.  "  It  was  a  statement  of  accounts,"  he  said,  "  as  near 
"  as  can  now  be  recollected."  The  sum  disbursed  by  him  appears  to  be 
1,624/.  10^.,  leaving  a  balance  against  him  of  75/.  IOa'.,  which  he  explained  by 
saying  "  that  it  must  have  been  expended  in  the  payment  of  small  bills  which 
"  he  could  not  then  recollect." 

The  accounts  which  he  destroyed  were  audited  by  a  finance  committee,  con- 
sisting of  three  gentlemen,  Dr.  Lochee,  Mr.  Kingsford,  senior,  and  Mr.  Delmar. 
According  to  Pout,  the  bribery  items  appeared  in  this  form :  Confidential  No.  1., 
J.  Kelson  170/.;  Confidential  No.  2.,  Vincent  80/.,  and  so  on.  Dr.  Lochee 
positively  denied  that  the  accounts  which  he  examined  contained  any  items  of 
that  sort,  and  Mr.  Delmar  did  not  appear  to  know  anything  about  the  matter. 
It  seems  to  us  that  Avhether  the  sums  expended  in  bribery  were  exhibited 
in  a  gross  amount  or  with  a  greater  particularity,  there  could  have  been  no 
doubt  upon  the  minds  of  the  persons  who  examined  them  as  to  the  purpose 
for  which  the  money  had  been  laid  out.  With  respect  to  Dr.  Lochee,  it 
appeared  that  Mr.  T.  W.  Collard  had  delivered  to  him  an  account  of  monies 
which  he  had  expended  at  the  election  ;  that  account  contained  items  for 
illegal  expenses,  and  among  others  the  sum  of  30/.  as  paid  to  Mr.  Ward,  and 
this  item  Mr.  Collard  pointed  out  to  Dr.  Lochee  as  one  which  would  not  bear 
inquiry.  He  was  thereupon  requested  by  Dr.  Lochee  to  make  out  another 
account  which  should  contain  only  legal  payments.  This  amended  account 
was  manufactured  for  the  purpose  of  deception,  in  the  event  of  any  inquiry 
being  made  before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  into  the  proceedings 
at  the  election.  Pout  stated,  "  all  the  accounts  had  been  destroyed."  It  is 
rather  singular,  that  after  this  statement  the  original  and  amended  accounts  of 
Mr.  Collard,  which  had  been  transmitted  to  Pout,  were  forwarded  to  Mr.  Kings- 
ford, junior,  in  an  envolope,  with  the  address  in  Pout's  handwriting,  and  pro- 
duced before  us. 

Mr.  George  Frederic  Smith,  a  coachmaker  in  a  large  way  of  business,  was 
employed  in  1852,  as  he  had  been  in  many  previous  elections,  in  the  distribution 
and  payment  of  colour  tickets  on  the  side  of  the  Conservatives.  At  this  election 
he  expended  365/.  10^.  for  colour  tickets,  and  59/.  10*.  for  refreshment  tickets, 
making  altogether  a  sum  of  425/.,  which  was  about  half  the  sum  expended  in 
that  way  by  the  same  person  at  the  general  election  in  1847,  and  one  fourth  of 
the  sum  expended  for  the  same  purpose  at  the  single-handed  contest  in  1841 
between  Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson.  We  have  before  said  that  the 
parties  engaged  in  this  practice  were  fully  aware  of  its  illegality.     Of  this  a 
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strcmg  proof  is  afforded  by  the  admission  of  Mr.  Smith,  that  at  all  the  elections 
in  which  he  has  been  engaged  he  took  care  to  bum  or  destroy,  as  soon  as  the 
election  was  over,  all  memoranda  relating  to  the  distribution  of  these  tickets, 
the  names  of  the  nominees,  and  of  the  voters  by  whom  they  were  recommended. 
These  tickets  were  marketable,  and  frequently  sold  by  the  voters  themselves ; 
and  in  several  instances,  voters,  who  had  not  sent  in  nominations  previous  to  the 
election,  received,  after  they  had  voted,  U.,  or  a  sum  equal  to  that  which  colour 
tickets  represented.  It  has  been  stated  that  365/.  10*.  were  expended  upon  this 
head,  exclusive  of  the  sum  of  59/.  10*.  paid  for  refreshment  tickets.  Tnis  sum 
would  represent  731  tickets,  or  731  persons  pretended  to  be  employed  in  carrying 
and  protecting  the  flags  on  one  side  only  during  the  election.  We  have  said  that 
there  was  a  much  larger  sum  laid  out  upon  these  tickets  in  the  elections  of 
1847  and  1841  than  in  that  of  1852.  The  committee,  however,  of  the  Con- 
servative candidates  were  prepared  to  issue,  if  it  had  been  necessary,  a  much 
greater  number ;  a  fact  proved  by  the  following  extract  from  the  evidence  of 
this  witness  : — Q.  "  To  what  extent,  at  the  last  election,  were  Mr.  Gipps'  and 
"  Mr.  Johnstone's  committee  prepared  to  issue  colour  tickets  ?  "  A.  "  That  I 
"  cannot  say."  Q.  '*  Supposing  the  whole  constituency  had  applied  for  colour 
"  tickets,  would  they  have  issued  them?"  A.  "I  think  they  would;  they 
**  were  determined  to  win,  and  a  colour  ticket  would  not  have  stopped  them." 
Q.  "  And  that  was  known  ?  "  A.  "  Oh,  generally  known ;  publicly  known,  and 
"  issued  publicly."  This  evidence  removes  all  doubt,  if  indeed  any  doubt  could 
exist,  respecting  the  real  character  and  intent  of  this  system. 

The  next  previous  election  occurred  in  February  1850,  and  was  occasioned  by 
a  vacancy  in  the  representation,  in  consequence  of  Lord  A.  Conyngham  being 
raised  to  the  peerage.  Colonel  Romilly  came  forward  in  the  I-^iberal  interest, 
and  was  opposed  by  Mr.  Vance,  one  of  the  unsuccessful  Conservative  candi- 
dates in  1847.  After  a  short  canvass,  the  latter  gentleman  retired,  and 
Colonel  Romilly  was  returned  without  a  contest.  As  the  withdrawal  of 
Mr.  Vance  was  unexpected  by  his  friends,  it  was  reported  in  Canterbury  that 
he  had  retired  in  consequence  of  some  negotiation  into  which  he  had  entered 
with  his  opponent.  We  thought  it  due  to  the  character  of  Mr.  Vance  to 
inquire  into  this  circumstance,  and  we  are  satisfied  that  Mr.  Vance,  in  declining 
the  contest,  was  influenced  solely  by  prudential  motives.  He  found  that  he 
had  no  chance  of  succeeding  without  incurring  great  expense,  and  having 
recourse  to  the  means  which  were  employed  in  1847,  and  this  he  determined 
not  to  do. 

Colonel  Romilly  was  introduced  to  Canterbury  by  Alderman  Brent,  who 
had  previously  had  an  interview  with  him  in  London,  where  the  Alderman  had 
gone  in  search  of  a  candidate.     At  that  interview  there  was  some  conversation 
upon   the   subject  of  expense,  and   a   sum   of  between  400/.  and  500/.  was 
mentioned  as  being  the  probable  cost  in  the  event  of  a  contest.     Nothing,  in 
fact,  was  paid  by  Colonel  Romilly  himself.     A  few  days  before  the  election 
the  sum  of  450/.  was  sent  from  London  to  a  Canterbury  bank  to  be  placed  to 
the  credit  of  Aldennan  Brent.     We  were  not  able  to  ascertain  from  what  par- 
ticular fund  that  money  was  supplied.     It   undoubtedly  came  through  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Coppock,  from  a  fund  which  Colonel  Romilly,  speaking  from 
"  conjecture"  and  "  belief,"  told  us  was  supposed  to  be  under  the  management 
of  the  gentleman  who  filled  the  office  of  rolitical  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
when  the  Liberals  were  in  power,  or  acted  in  a  similar  capacity  for  the  oppo- 
sition when  they  were    not   in   power.     At   the  time  when   this  money  was 
furnished,  the  Liberals  were  in  power,  and  Mr.  Tuffiiell  was  Political  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury.     The  expenses  of  this  election  amounted  to  210/.  1 5s.  8rf.,  leaving 
a  balance  of  239/.  4^.  4d.  in  the  hands  of  Brent.     We  were  at  first  told  by  the 
Alderman  that  he  paid  over  the  balance  to  Colonel  Romilly;  but,  when  it 
appeared  that  Colonel  Romilly  had  nothing  to  do  with  any  money  at  the 
election,  he  coiTected  himself,  and  said  that  he  paid  over  the  difference  to 
Mr.  Coppock.      The  impression  produced  upon  our  minds  was,  that  he  had 
handed  over  to  Mr.  Coppock  the  whole  of  the  balance ;  and  the  words  which 
he  used  could  not  have  had  any  other  meaning  than  that  which  we  attached  to 
them      On  a  subsequent  occasion,  however,  he  stated  that  he  did  not  think  that 
he  paid  the  exact  balance.     '*  I  think,"  he  said,  "  I  went  up  to  town  with  the 
intention  of  paying  150/.,  which  would  have  been  very  nearly  the  balance, 
leaving  a  sum  in  my  hands  for  extra  contingencies ;  but  I  think,  upon  reflec* 
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tion,  I  only  paid  Mr,  Coppock  100/.,  and  I  retained  50/^  for  other  contingencies, 
which  I  nave  in  my  hands  still  as  a  balance."  There  is  a  great  difference 
between  this  statement  and  those  which  he  had  previously  made.  The  explana- 
tion which  he  gave  was  so  far  from  being  satisfactory  that  it  only  raised  a 
strong  suspicion  in  our  minds  that  he  wished,  for  obvious  reasons,  to  keep  back 
in  the  first  instance  the  real  facts,  and  that  it  was  under  an  apprehension  of  the 
truth  coming  out  from  some  other  quarter  that  he  corrected  what  he  had  stated 
before.  With  the  exception  of  a  sum  of  about  3//.,  which  he  paid  to  Goodwin 
imder  circumstances  which  will  be  herein-after  mentioned,  and  of  30/.  which  he 
still  retained,  he  was  unable  to  give  any  account  of  the  139/.  which  remained 
after  the  •payment  of  100/.  to  Mr.  Coppock.  We  believe  that  in  all  probability 
the  balance  thus  remaining  unaccounted  for  in  his  hands  would  have  remained 
known  to  no  other  person  save  Alderman  Brent  himself,  if  the  Commission  of 
Inquiry  had  not  issued. 

The  election  immediately  preceding  was  the  general  election  in  1847.  At 
that  election  the  number  of  electors  on  the  register  was  1,624,  and  168  of  these 
did  not  vote.  The  candidates  were  Lord,  Albert  Dcnison  Conyngham  and  the 
Honourable  George  Percy  Sydney  Smythe  on  the  Libeial  side,  and  Lord 
Thomas  Pelham  Clinton  and  John  Vance,  Esq.  (now  M.P.  for  the  Cit3^  of 
Dublin)  on  the  Conservative  side.  The  Liberal  candidates  were  returned  by 
a  large  majority,  as  appears  by  the  following  Table  :  — 

Lord  A.  D.  Conyngham         -  -  -  808 

Honourable  G.  P.  S.  Smythe     -        -  -  782 

John  Vance,  Esquire  ...  643 

Lord  Thomas  Pelham  Clinton  -  -  641 

The  expenses  of  the  respective  candidates  are  thus  stated  :  — 

Lord  Albert  D.  Conyngham          -  -  900/. 

The  Honourable  G.  P.  S.  Smythe  -  900/. 

John  Vance,  Esquire         -            -  -  2,000/. 

Lord  Thomas  Pelham  Clinton         -  -  1,000/. 

Previously  to  the  election,  the  sum  of  750/.  was  advanced  to  the  committee 
of  the  Conservative  candidates  through  the  Right  Honourable  William  Beres- 
ford,  M.  P.  for  North  Essex,  for  election  purposes.  It  appears,  however,  that 
Mr.  Gurney  Croasdill,  the  chairman  of  the  Conservative  committee,  having, 
after  the  election,  obtained  possession  of  nearly  500/.  of  the  candidates'  money, 
decamped  with  it  soon  afterwards,  leaving  Lord  Thomas  Pelham  Clinton  and 
Mr.  Vance  to  supply  the  deficiency.  The  history  of  these  money  payments 
is  not  uninstructive,  for  it  illustrates  the  laxity  in  matters  of  account  by  which, 
as  we  have  elsewhere  noticed,  all  ranks  in  this  constituency  appear  to  be  more 
or  less  affected. 

Mr.  Pout  states  that  the  money  came  to  him  from  London,  partly 
direct, — partly  through  Halford's  Canterbury  bank,  to  which  it  was  brought  or 
3ent  by  a  Mr.  Gridley,  the  solicitor  and  friend  of  Mr.  Vance.  This  money,  he 
says,  amounted  to  1,600/.  or  1,800/.,  and  he  (Mr.  Pout)  was  authorized  by 
Mr.  Gridley  himself  to  draw  for  it  under  a  feigned  name,  assumed  to  prevent 
the  money  being  traced  to  its  destination.  This  feigned  name  has  been 
variously  stated  by  Mr.  Pout  to  have  been  '*  John  Brown"  and  "  John  Thomas.** 
Mr.  Gridley,  however,  denies  most  explicitly  the  story  in  all  its  parts.  He 
gave  no  authority  to  any  one, — he  sent  down  no  money, — except  a  solitary 
remittance  of  550/.  to  Mr.  Walker  after  the  election,  which  Mr.  Vance  had  left 
with  him  for  the  purpose, — he  never  was  in  a  Canterbury  bank  in  his  life, — 
he  acted  as  the  friend  of  Mr.  Vance,  and  not  as  his  solicitor, — **  he  was  kept 
studioush'  in  ignorance"  of  all  the  rest. 

After  the  election,  a  sum  of  .500/.  was  remitted  from  London,  for  the  purpose, 
says  Mr.  Pout,  of  paying  off  unliquidated  claims  to  the  amount  of  200/. 
Suspicious  of  their  chairman,  Mr.  Gurne3'  Croasdill,  the  committee  endeavoured 
to  prevent  the  local  bank  where  that  money  was  lodged  from  paying  it  over 
to  that  gentleman ;  but  the  bank,  menaced  with  proceedings,  gave  way ;  the 
money  was  handed  over  to  Mr.  Gurney  Croasdill;  and  he,  after  discharging 
two  bills,  decamped  with  the  rest  of  the  money,  leaving  a  vast  number  of 
imsettled  accounts  behind  him,  which,  in  part  at  least,  were  afterwards  discharged 
by  the  two  unsuccessful  candidates. 
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The'  vouchers  of  the  expenditdre  on  the  Liberal  side,  in  1847i  were  produced 
before  us,  so  that  we  have  been  enabled  to  ascertain  very  nearly  the  actual 
amount  of  money  expended  by  them  in  direct  bribery.  But  the  accounts  on 
the  Tory  side  had  been  destroyed.  It  appears,  however,  certain  that  the  large 
sum  of  3,000/.  was  actually  expended  at  this  election  on  their  side.  A  very 
considerable  portion  of  it  went  in  direct  bribery  under  the  management  of 
Mr.  Pout.  The  persons  most  active  in  bribery,  were  a  Mr.  Smithson,  at  that 
time  the  editor  of  a  conservative  journal  in  Canterbury,  and  a  Mr.  Bennett,  a 
wine  and  spirit  merchant.  Mr.  Smithson  had  left  this  country,  but  we  were 
enabled  to  procure  the  attendance  of  Mr.  Bennett,  although  he  had  been  away 
from  Canterbury  since  the  year  1848.  He  received  from  Pout  357/.  for  the 
purpose  of  bribery.  He  made  out  a  list  containing,  as  far  as  he  could  recollect, 
th^  names  of  the  persons  whom  he  bribed,  and  the  amounts  which  each  of  them 
received.  He  himself  bribed  about  46  voters  with  sums  varying  from  3/,  to 
10/.,  and  he  gave  about  40/.  or  50/.  out  of  the  357/.  to  Kelson,  and  about  23/. 
to  other  agents  to  be  laid  out  in  a  similar  way.  Smithson  also  received  from 
Pout  at  least  300/.  or  400/.  for  the  same  purpose.  Admans  was  employed  after- 
wards at  the  election  of  1852  to  buy  the  votes  of  the  Whitstable.  freemen. 
The  Styles'  family,  and  the  rest  of  the  electors  usually  bribed,  received  their 
accustomed  amounts  ;  Mr.  George  F.  Smith  was  again  active  in  the  circulation 
of  colour  tickets ;  everv  other  kind  of  indirect  corruption  was  as  rife  as  in 
1852;  and  yet,  with  all  this,  the  two  Liberal  candidates,  whose  expenditure 
does  not  appear  to  have  much  exceeded  the  sum  of  1,800/.,  contrived,  with 
the  exception  of  the  first  two  hours,  .to  head  the  poll,  and  were  at  last 
returned  by  a  very  great  majority. 

It  was  proved  to  us  that  the  Liberals  at  this  election  had  expended  nearly 
500/.  in  direct  money  bribery ;  while  a  sum  exceeding  that  by  mote  than  200/.  had 
been  spent  in  the  same  way  on  the  part  of  the  unsuccessfiil  candidates.  The 
Honourable  Mr.  Smythe,  speaking  from  an  experience  of  more  than  10  years, 
acquired  in  the  elections  of  1841  amongst  tne  Conservatives  and  in  1847 
amongst  the  Liberals,  told  us  that  he  found  no  appreciable  difference  between 
them  in  regard  to  electoral  purity.  In  1841,* when  he  stood  on  the  Tory  side, 
he  certainly  paid  much  more  monev  for  bribery  than  he  was  called  upon,  as  a 
Liberal,  to  pay  in  1847.  He  thinks  it  probable,  as  a  general  rule  (and  the 
evidence  adduced  before  us  confirms  his  \dew),  that  more  money  is  spent  at 
Canterbury  elections  by  the  "  Reds  "  or  Conservatives,  than  by  the  Liberals  or 
"  Blues.**  He  accounted  for  this  difference  in  the  expenditure  of  the  two  parties 
by  stating  that,  as  far  as  his  experience  went,  money  is  much  more  dexterously 
managed,  and  goes  much  further  on  the  side  of  the  filues  than  the  money  of  the 
Reds.  He  also  stated  that  at  the  bye-election  in  1841,  when  sixty  persons  were 
employed  to  bribe  on  the  Tory  side,  he  had  reason  to  suspect  that  much  of  the 
money  had  "  stuck  by  the  wa^  **  in  the  hands  of  the  Tory  agents.  He  remem- 
bered that  numerous  complaints  were  made  to  him  by  bribed  voters,  at  both 
elections  in  1841,  of  their  bribes  having  been  "embezzled"  on  their  passage, 
and  that  this  had  been  done  by  many  bribery  agents,  some  of  whom  were 
similarly  implicated  by  disclosures  made  with  reference  to  the  subsequent 
elections  into  which  we  more  particularly  inquired.  At  the  by-election  of  1841, 
the  bribery  on  both  sides  was  most  extensive.  The  election  cost  Mr.  Smythe 
nearly  7,000/.,  while  nearly  4,000/.  were  spent  by  the  imsuccessful  candidate, 
Mr.  Henniker  Wilson. 

We  see  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  success  of  the  Liberal  candidates  in  1847, 
like  that  of  the  Conservative  candidates  in  1852,  was  mainly  due  to  bribery 
and  corruption.  Stripped  of  its  exaggeration, — not  unnatural  in  the  position 
of  the  narrator,  an  unsuccessful  candidate,  whose  party  had  squandered  3,000/. 
in  the  hopeless  competition  of  corruption, — there  is  something  instructive  in  the 
following  election  anecdote : — "  We,"  says  Lord  Thomas  Pelham  Clinton,  **  were 
**  at  the  head  of  the  poll  for  nearly  two  hours.  It  was  noised  through  all  the 
"  town  thkt  a  large  sum  had  come  down  either  from  Lady  Con)'ngham  or 
"  Mr.  Denison  ;  they  stated  to  the  amount  of  5,000/.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
"  sum  was ;  but  from  about  that  time  we  gradually  got  lower  upon  the  poll. 
*•  After  the  election  was  over,  when  Mr.  Vance's  cousin  and  I  and  Mr.  Gridley 
*•  were  standing  on  the  balcony,  when  Mr.  Smythe's  and  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
"  ham's  people  were  parading  the  town,  a  good  many  of  them  were  rath^ 
"  drunk  ;  and,  as  they  passed  our  window,  there  wisis  one  man  held  up  a  bag, 
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"  either  of  sovereigns  or  shillings,  I  do  not  know  what  it  was,  but  a  bag  of 
"  nioney ;  and  he  shook  it  up  in  our  faces,  and  said,  *  It  was  this  that  did  it;* 
**  and  he  said  that  *  they  had  no  nioney  yesterday ;'  and  he  said,  *  If  you  had 
"  *  the  same  money,  you  would  come  in ;  you  shall  come  in  next  time.'"  Being 
asked,  however,  whether  he  ever  contemplated  a  petition  against  that  retuni, 
his  Lordship  answered  that  "  he  had  not  tne  slightest  notion  of  it."  It  is  obvious 
that,  in  a  constituency  so  circumstanced  as  we  find  Canterbury  to  be,  a  petition 
to  the  House  of  Commons  impeaching  any  return  on  th^  ground  of  corrupt 
practices  must  be  an  event  of  very  unfrequent  occurrence. 

The  chairman  of  the  Liberal  committee  in  1847  was  Mr.  Alderman  Brent; 
their  treasurer  was  a  Mr.  Rutter.  The  names  of  the  principal  bribery  agents 
employed,  and  the  sums  with  which  they  were  intrusted,  appear  in  the  following 
lists,  which  were  handed  in  to  us  by  Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  and  identified  by 
Mr.  Rutter. 


George  Davey,  per  account 


£ 

*. 

d. 

48 

0 

10 

160 

0 

0 

75 

0 

0 

50 

0 

0 

35 

0 

0 

12 

5 

0 

6 

0 

0 

8 

0 

0 

6 

10 

0 

4 

15 

0 

7 

3 

6 

10 

0 

0 

£     s.  {/. 


Chas.  Goodwin 
R.  C.  Cullen 
J.  Jacobs 
F.  F.  Cobb 
W.  Pilcher 
B.  Mutton 
M.  Saunders 
W.  Smith 
J.  Watts 
Wm.  Lepiue 
Jas.  Holland 

Out  Votebs. 

W.  Pilcher,  per  account  •  -  -         7     0    0 

J.  Jacobs,  ditto  •  -  -  -       20     0     0 

A.  Abrahams,  ditto         -    •         -  -         -         3     0     0 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  names  of  Goodwin  and  Holland  figure  also  in 
the  records  of  preceding  and  subsequent  elections,  and  in  the  same  capacity, 
only  not  on  the  Liberal  side.      In    Canterbury   the  influence   of  corruption, 
appears  to  be  much  stronger  than  that  of  party  spirit. 

The  following  is  the  exact  form  in  which  what  may  be  termed  the  balance 
sheet  of  the  receipt  and  expenditure  at  this  election  was  furnished  to  the 
candidates. 

J.  Rutter  in  account  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  the  Honourable  Q.  P.  S.  Smji^he. 
Dr.  Cr. 


£    s. 

d. 

£     s,     d. 

The  Honourable  G.  P.  8.  Smythe 

900    0 

0 

463  10     4 

Out  voters 

. 

^     Q2    Q    Q 

Lord  Albert  D.  Conyngham 

900    0 

0 

Committee  rooms 

• 

22    0    0 

Band 

. 

65     0    0 

Clerk 

. 

1   19    0 

Tavern  biU,  treating,  Ike, 

. 

272  13     6 

The  sheriff 

. 

100  12     9 

Messengers 

- 

72  10    6 

Poll  clerks 

,. 

7     7    0 

Gifts 

. 

50  10    0 

Flags,  ribbons,  &c.          -. 

. 

105     4     7 

Horse-hire 

- 

8     1     6 

Printing,  stationery,  &q. 

. 

30  J2    9 

Sundries 

m 

27     7    9 

Tickets,  colourmen 

. 

479  15     0 

Registration,  1847          ; 

^ 

16    0    0 

Balance 

£ 

14     8  10 

'  £ 

1,800    0 

0 

1,800    0    0 

The  bribery  agents  received  their  monies  from  Mr.  Rutter,  and  the  accounts  of 
their  disbursements  were  rendered  through  him  to  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  and  the 
general  committee,  for  audit  and  allowance.  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  at  first  led  us 
to  believe  that  this  was  not  the  case;  that  the  o^neral  committee  were  completely 
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in  the  dark;  that  he  himself  knew  nothing  of  the  matter  ;  that  what  was  done 
illicitly  was  managed  by  **  an  under  current "  or  secret  committee,  altogether 
independent  of  himself  and  the  general  committee,  and  beyond  his  or  their 
control,  and  that  these  disbursements  were  made,  and  the  accounts  audited,  by 
the  sole  authority  of  the  Hon.  G.  P.  S.  Smythe.  This  attempt,  to  lay  upon  one 
candidate  the  undivided  burden  of  responsibility  for  the  acts  of  a  committee 
indifferently  representing  both  candidates,  did  not  long  succeed.  Mr.  Smythe 
repudiates  the  position  thus  assigned  to  him,  and  declares  his  entire  ignorance  of 
the  particular  appropriation  of  the  sums  paid  by  him  for  bribery  purposes.  But 
the  subsequent  examination  of  Mr.  Rutter  has'made  the  matter  perfectly  clear. 
Amongst  the  vouchers  received  by  him  from  the  committee,  and  produced  by  him 
before  us,  there  were  found  several  which  had  been  handed  in  by  bribery  agents 
named  in  the  above  lists,  and  which  had  received  the  written  sanction  of  the 
committee ;  in  some  cases  prospectively,  in  others  by  way  of  audit  and 
allowance.  The  dockets  endorsed  are  in  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Alderman 
Brent ;  they  are  signed  by  him  in  his  capacity  of  chairman  of  the  committee ; 
and  they  relate  to  bribery  payments. 

Besides  the  accounts  and  vouchers,  obtained  from  Messrs.  Brent  and  Rutter, 
we  were  furnished  with  the  private  accounts  of  Mr.  Pilcher,  a  steward  in  the 
service  of  the  Marchioness  of  Conyngham  at  Bifrons.  Mr.  Pilcher  states 
decidedly  that,  at  none  of  the  elections  previous  to  that  of  1847,  was  any 
bribery  practised  by  Liberals  in  the  Conyngham  interest,  nor,  did  he  (Mr.  Pil- 
cher)  **  know  a  single  act  himself"  of  the  briberies,  practised  by  the  Liberal 
party  at  large,  although  he  admits  "  he  had  heaid  remarks  of  that  kind,"  coupled 
with  the  election  of  1835,  and  with  the  name  of  Alderman  Henry  Cooper,  an 
active  Liberal  partisan  at  all  former  elections,  who  in  his  examination  has  also 
stated  such  facts  as  leave  no  doubt  in  our  minds  that  the  "  remarks  "  had  an 
ample  foundation  in  justice.  But  the  distinction  attempted  to  be  drawn, 
between  the  two  bodies  of  Liberals,  appears  an  improbable  one,  and  the  rather 
for  the  very  reason  which  in  1835,  according  to  Mr.  Pilcher  himself,  first 
moved  the  Liberals  to  bribe.  "  It  was  so  mortifying,"  he  said,  "  that  a  perfect 
stranger  (Mr.  Villiers)  should  come  into  Canterbury.*'  Mr.  Pilcher,  moreover, 
materially  qualifies,  in  another  part  of  his  evidence,  the  strength  of  the  foregoing 
denial  by  the  following  not  unimportant  admission.  *'  We  have  been  liberal ; 
"  what  I  mean  is,  our  party  have,  in  charities  and  so  on.  Lord  Albert 
**  Conyngham  is  liberal  in  his  charities,  giving  a  trifle  in  charities  and  so 
"  on  after  the  election,  but  not  to  bring  a  man  over  to  us  that  had  a  disposi- 
**  tion  to  vote  the  other  way.  Up  to  1847  there  had  been  not  a  shilling 
"  spent  in  what  we  considered  bribery.  We  met  them  only  in  the  common 
"  way  by  liberalities  in  charities  after  the  election  was  over."  The  election 
of  1847  itself,  as  will  be  presently  seen,  is  not  without  instances  of  this 
suspicious  kind  of  beneficence.  But  the  issue  is  immaterial  ;  and  it  is 
beyond  all  doubt  that  in  1847,  at  least,  neither  Lord  Albert  Conyngham, 
nor  the  friends  of  that  nobleman,  were  in  anywise  distinguished  from  the 
Liberal  party  at  large,  with  respect  to  the  expedients  then  employed  to  ensure 
success.  The  blame  ought,  according  to  Mr.  Pilcher,  to  be  laid  to  the  account 
of  the  coalition  with  Mr.  Smythe.  "  When  Mr.  Smythe,"  he  says,  came  over, 
"  there  was  then  quite  another  system.  We  knew  it  in  an  hour  or  two  after 
"  the  others  commenced,  and  it  was  adopted  in  defence."  But  the  same  com- 
mittee acted  for  both  candidates;  they  nad  the  same  agents;  and,  above  all, 
Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  under  whose  eye  all  the  bribery  accounts  came,  had  long 
been  the  political  supporter,  and,  if  we  may  believe  his  own  assertions,  the 
"  most  intimate  and  confidential  friend,"  not  of  Mr.  Smythe,  but  of  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham. 

Mr.  Charles  Goodwin,  the  maltster,  and  Mr.  Edward  Spear  Southee,  a 
parchment  maker,  were  two  of  the  persons  employed  to  purchase  votes  for  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham  and  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe,  and  the  purchase  money, 
150/.  in  all,  was  drawn  by  the  former  in  the  usual  way  from  Mr.  Rutter,  the 
treasurer.  The  terms,  on  which  this  money  is  stated,  by  Goodwin,  to  have  been 
paid  to  him,  are  very  suggestive  of  the  inducements  as  well  as  opportunities, 
offered  by  the  Canterbury  system  to  the  bribery  agent,  to  make  his  own  profit 
of  the  corruption  into  which  he  leads  the  voter.  Goodwin  represents  his  con- 
tract to  have  been,  that  he  was  to  bring  up  thirty  voters  to  the  poll,  and 
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Uy  receive  for  the  lot  the  sum  of  150/.,  at  the  rate  of  5(.  per  head.  **  It 
was,**  he  says,  "  a  bon4  fide  contract,  whether  I  lost  or  gained,"  We  do 
not  believe  that  he  was  a  loser  by  the  transaction,  and  we  attach  not  the  least 
importance  to  his  rambling  and  inconsistent  statement  to  that  effect.  Of  the 
drove  of  voters,  on  whom  he  alleges  himself  to  have  expended  the  150/.,  "and  a 
good  deal  more,"  in  bringing  them  up  to  the  poll  in  the  Cattle  Market,  **he 
"  could  not  (at  his  first  examination)  recollect  any  more  than  eleven,"  leaving 
nineteen  entirely  unaccounted  for.  On  a  subsequent  occasion  he  professed  to 
recollect  about  fourteen  more,  including  the  dead  and  the  absent.  But  his  first 
Statement  of  the  amount,  actually  paid  per  head  to  the  voters,  is  contradicted  by 
his  second  statement,  and  by  the  evidence  of  at  least  ten  of  the  number  ;  viz., 
Jennings,  Wilding,  Gold,  Attwood,  Cockett,  Austen,  Ratcliffe,  Edward  Hay- 
tvard,  William  Smith,  and  Bean,  who  have  severally  stated  that  they  received 
ifrom  Goodwin  only  3/.  apiece  for  their  votes;  and  by  the  Lintons,  one  of  whom 
received  6L  for  his  vote,  and  the  other  nothing.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
the  balance  was  treated  by  Goodwin  as  clear  profit,  within  the  terms  of  his 
alleged  contract. 

:  That  the  state  of  public  opinion  in  Canterbury  was  not  likely  to  deter  him 
from  such  a  course,  if  otherwise  inclined  to  take  it,  we  see  every  reason  to 
gS&ttn.  How  far  the  morality  of  the  man  was  likely  to  sway  his  inclination, 
may  be  gathered  from  another  circumstance,  arising  upon  the  same  list, 
•  Arnongst  the  persons  bribed,  or  to  be  bribed,  the  name  of  John  Covell 
b(5curs ;  and  there  is  no  doubt  that  Goodwin,  in  this  instan'ce  again,  was  allowed 
by  Jlutter  the  amount  (5/.),  with  which  he  credited  himself,  as  for  the  pur- 
chase of  Covell's  vote.  At  his  first  examination,  however,  he  admitted  that  he 
had  ascertained,  soon  after  the  transaction  had  taken  place,  that  Covell  waS 
♦*  beyond  the  taking  of  a  bribe  from  any  one,"  and  had  not  received  the  money. 
But  he  also  stated,  that  "his  ^Covell's)  name  was  taken  by  some  one,  and, 
**  when  he  polled,  they  drew  the  5/.  from  him  (Goodwin) ;  but,  to  save  his 
*^  life,  he  did  not  know  who  it  was  that  had  it."  His  subsequent  examinations 
threw  no  further  light  on  this  suspicious  transaction,  until  the  very  last  day 
of  our  sittings  at  Canterbury,  when  Mr.  Covell  himself,  a  most  respectable  old 
man,  having  been  examined  at  his  own  request,  in  order  to  be  confronted  with 
Goodwin,  the  latter  reluctantly  confessed,  that  the  person,  who  had  made  that 
dishonest  use  of  the  old  man's  name,  was  a  Mr.  Jennings  Southee,  one  of  his 
Own  confederates, — that  he  believed  so  at  the  time,  and  continues  to  believe 
so,— that  he  questioned  Southee  about  it  at  the  time,  and  since, — and,  lastly, 
that  he  (Goodwin)  '*  cannot  account  for  it."  But  it  was,  in  confirmation  of 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Covell,  further  elicited  from  him,  that  he  received  a  note 
from  Mr.  Covell,soon  after  the  transaction,  insisting  on  the  money  being  returned 
to  a  Mr.  Wootton,  whom  Mr.  Covell  treated  as  the  representative  of  the  Liberal 
candidates,  and  that  he  (Goodwin),  notwithstanding  that  direction,  **had  no 
conversation  with  Wootton  about  it."  No  money,  in  fact,  appears  to  have 
been  repaid  to  the  candidates,  either  in  that  or  any  other  manner.  Jennings 
Southee,  who  was  also  examined,  admitted  the  receipt  of  17 L  from  Goodwin 
after  the  election,  but  said  it  was"^  his  share  of  the  balance  of  34/.  left  of  the 
150/.,  and  that  Goodwin  took  the  other  moiety  ;  and  that  he  (Southee)  never 
received  anything  further  from  Goodwin,  either  for  himself  or  for  any  other 
person.  There  can  be,  we  think,  but  little  doubt  that,  if  the  5/.— falsely 
alleged  to  have  been  received  for  Covell — was  not  in  fact  shared  by  the  two 
confederates,  Goodwin  got  the  whole  of  it. 

;  But  the  balance  of  150/.,  however  adjusted,  was  not  in  all  probability  the 
utmost  limit  of  his  gains.  It  is  in  evidence,  that,  after  the  election  of  1847,  a 
charge  of  37/.  10^.,  presented  by  him,  "for  two  bills  paid  by  me  for  the  election 
**  of  1847,  one  at  the  Queen's  Head,  the  other  at  the  Victoria,*'  were  examined 
hy  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  and  the  committee,  and  disallowed.  The  bills  are 
said  to  have  .been  for  treating.  But  other  bills,  incurred  for  the  same  purpose 
at  one  of  those  houses  at  least,  appear,  from  Mr.  Rutter's  account  book,  to  have 
been  allowed  and  liquidated.  If  these  two  bills  were  bona  fide  charges, — if  they 
had  been  really  incurred  by  Goodwin, — however  objectionable  the  purpose  might 
be,- — it  is  diflficult  to  suppose  that  a  **  confidential,"  like  Goodwin,  would  have 
received  so  mortifying  a  refusal.  If  he  had  any  hope  of  being  able  to 
substantiate  his  claim  at  law,  his  position  in  life  was  such  as  to  justify  him  in 
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having  recourse  to  that  method,  of  working  upon  the  gratitude  of  the  party  in 
whose  cause  the  money  was  alleged  to  have  been  disbursed,  or  upon  their  fears  of 
exposure.  He  did  neither.  He  calmly* awaited  the  next  election.  It  came  in 
1850.  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  waited  on  Goodwin ;  but  Goodwin  refused 
to  render  any  assistance  oi*  support  to  Colonel  Romilly  so  long  as  the  amount 
of  the  disallowed  bills  of  1847  remained  unpaid.  On  the  1st  March  1850, 
Mr.  Vance  took  the  field  against  Colonel  Romilly,  as  the  Protectionist  candidate  ; 
and  it  was  only  between  midnight  of  the  2d  March  and  the  following  morning, 
that  the  retirement  of  that  gentleman  became  public.  About  the  same  time 
Mr.  Alderman  Brent  called  at  the  house  of  a  Mr.  William  Friend,  a  partisan 
of  the  Liberals,  and  left  some  money  for  Goodwin.  Friend  says  that  he  did  not 
know  what  it  was  for;  that  his  daughter  took  it  in ;  that  he  thinks  it  amounted 
to  34/.  or  35/. ;  and  that  he  gave  it  over  to  Goodwin.  Brent  says  that  it  was 
paid  after  the  election.  Goodwin  thinks  so  too,  and  says,  that  he  left  the  receipt 
with  Mr.  Friend,  for  him  to  get  the  money,  if  possible ;  that  he  had  an  assurance 
from  Mr.  Friend,  at  the  time  he  wrote  the  receipt,  that  he  should  have  the 
money ;  that  it  might  be  in  the  expectation  of  having  his  vote  for  Colonel 
Romilly;  and  that  he  (Goodwin)  "cannot  have  any  doubt  but  what  Alderman 
'*  Brent  would  expect  of  course  that  would  keep  him,  as  he  had  been  with 
"  Mr.  Smythe  and  T^ord  Albert  Conyngham ;  no  doubt  in  his  own  mind.^* 
When  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  was  asked  as  to  the  date  of  the  transaction,  he 
declared  his  inability  to  give  it ;  he  was  not  even  sure  whether  it  was  before 
or  after  the  election  of  1850.  But,  at  the  very  moment  when  Goodwin,  in 
the  course  of  his  examination,  had  begun  to  refer  to  the  receipt  given  by 
himself  for  the  money,  that  document  was  put  into  our  hands  by  Mr.  Alder- 
man Brent.  It  is  a  formal  stamped  receipt.  It  bears  date  the  "  2d  March  1850,** 
and  it  purports  to  have  been  given  for  "the  sum  of  37/-  18^.,  by  payment 
"  of  Mr.  William  Friend,"  for  the  two  bills  in  question.  Mr.  Alderman  Brent 
states  himself,  to  have  debited  Colonel  Romilly 's  election  fund  with  this  payment 
of  bills — contracted  at  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  election,  if  contracted  at  all, — 
and  he  has  made  some  attempt  to  give  the  authority  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham 
himself  to  the  transaction.  But  his  Lordship  has  distinctly  repudiated  all  know- 
ledge of  it,  and  all  interest  in  the  fund  itself;  nor  has  Alderman  Brent  thought 
proper  to  repeat  his  former  statement,  improbable  enough  already,  from  the 
errors  and  conftisions  of  date  with  which  it  abounded.  It  should  be  added, 
that  Friend  had  "always  voted  on  the  blue  (Liberal)  side,  and  never  other- 
wise," according  to  his  own  account  of  himself;  and  it  is  fair  to  assume  that, 
in  making  Friend  the  channel  of  communication  with  Goodwin  in  this 
business,  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  was  not  so  much  guided  by  the  personal  wishes 
of  Goodwin,  as  by  a  consideration  of  what,  on  the  whole,  would  most  conduce 
to  the  success  of  the  Liberal  candidate. 

It  further  appears  that  Goodwin,  a  Tory  at  nearly  every  contested  election 
before  1847,  and  a  Tory  once  more  in  1852,  had  formed  the  intention  of 
making  a  bargain  of  his  vote,  at  the  election  of  1847,  with  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham, and  that  too  at  a  period  antecedent  to  the  coalition  with  Mr.  Smythe, 
and  indeed  long  before  the  possibility  of  that  event  had  suggested  itself  to  the 
mind  of  any  one  but  himself.  With  that  view  he  seems  to  have  called  upon  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham  at  Bifrons, — proposed  a  coalition, — and  stated  the  terms  upon 
which  he  was  willing  to  give  his  vote  and  services  to  his  Lordship.  He  was  in 
difficulties,  he  said,  with  the  Excise,  about  certain  heavy  penalties  which  he 
had  incurred  for  a  fraud  on  the  revenue,  and  in  respect  of  which  process  was 
then  pending  in  the  Exchequer.  Mr.  Smythe  was  unable  to  serve  him  with 
the  party  then  in  power ; — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  had  influence  with  the 
Excise ; — would  his  Lordship  use  that  influence  in  his  favour  ?  The  rest  of 
the  story  must  be  given  in  Goodwin's  own  words  : — "  Lord  Albert  asked  me 
"  distinctly, — *  if  he  did  that  for  me  whether  I  would  do  all  I  could  for  him  ?  ' 
"  I  said  *  1  would.'  The  bargain  was  struck.  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  per- 
"  formed  his  part,  and  I  performed  my  part." 

Lord  Londesborough  had  been  summoned  at  an  early  period  of  our  inquiry, 
and  we  were  in  hopes  that  his  Lordship  ^vould  have  been  enabled  to  make  his 
own  statement  of  this  transaction  in  the  presence  of  his  former  constituents. 
But  the  critical  state  of  his  Lordship's  health,  and  his  inability  to  bear  the 
fatigue  and  excitement  of  the  journey,  having  been  certified  to  us   by  his 
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medical  adviser,  we  were  compelled  to  postpone  his  Lordship's  examination 
until  after  our  final  adjournment  of  the  inquiry  to  Westminster. 

We  are  happy  to  say  that  Lord  Londesborough  found  himself  at  length  able 
to  attend  us  at  Westminster  for  that  purpose.  We  caused  summonses  to 
be  served  on  Messrs.  Goodwin,  Friend,  and  Alderman  Brent,  to  attend  on 
the  same  day  with  his  Lordship.  The  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe  also  attended ; 
and  all  the  parties  were  severally  examined  by  us. 

Lord  Londesborough,  who  appeared  to  have  a  very  imperfect  recollection  of 
some  parts  of  the  case,  stated  that,  at  the  beginning  of  1847,  he  was  abroad, 
and  onl^-  returned  to  this  country  to  canvass  the  constituency  for  the  uncon- 
tested bye-election  of  that  year.  After  his  election,  when  not  engaged  with 
his  parliamentary  duties,  he  continued  to  reside  either  at  Ileden  or  Bifrons,  until 
the  general  election  of  the  same  year,  when  he  was  returned  with  Mr.  Smythe. 
His  coalition  with  that  gentleman  on  that  occasion  was  arranged  between  them- 
selves in  the  House  of  Commons,  some  time  before  the  dissolution  of  the  expiring 
Parliament.  He  has  no  recollection  of  any  coalition  having  been  previously 
suggested  to  him  either  by  Goodwin  or  any  one  else.  Down  to  some  period  in 
the  month  of  June  1847,  the  state  of  his  health  was  sufficiently  good  to  enable 
him  to  attend  to  his  political  and  general  business ;  but,  during  the  month  of 
July  and  part  of  June,  he  was  under  surgical  treatment,  and  quite  unable  to 
engage  in  the  canvass  or  to  appear  on  the  hustings.  Under  these  circumstances, 
his  Lordship  thinks  it  "  unlikely "  that  he  can  have  had  any  conversation 
with  Mr.  Goodwin  on  the  subject  of  his  Exchequer  case  shortly  before  the 
election  ; — the  polling  day  being  the  30th  July  1847- 

Being  asked,  however,  whether  he  had  any  conversation  on  that  case,  with 
Mr.  Goodwin  in  that  year,  "  with  reference  to  any  election  "  expected  to  take 
place  ?  his  Lordship  answers ;  — "  I  think  it  unlikely  ;  still,  if  he  swears  to 
'*  it,  I  should  not  like  to  swear  I  had  not."  His  attention  being  drawn  to 
the  fact  of  "a  distinct  bargain'*  having  been  deposed  to  by  Goodwin,  Lord 
Londesborough,  to  some  extent,  questions  that  statement,  and  declares  his 
belief  that  he  could  not  have  had  "a  distinct  bargain;  a  thing  he  (Lord 
''  Londesborough)  never  had."  He  says  again, —  "I  do  not  think  it  is  very 
"  likely  I  should  make  a  distinct  bargain  of  that  sort.  It  is  very  imlikely 
"  I  should  have  had  the  sort  of  conversation.  I  recollect  perfectly  seeing 
"  Goodwin  on  the  matter  of  this  Exchequer  business ;  but  1  cannot  swear 
"  when  it  was.  I  should  have  been  tempted  to  have  sworn  I  had  made  no 
"  such  bargain.  My  impression  would  have  been  so.  But  I  should  not  like 
"  to  swear  it." 

Two  cases  of  election  charities  occur,  in  which  Mr.  Pilcher  is  personally 
concerned.  In  an  undated  letter  to  Mr.  Rutter,  that  gentleman  writes : — 
"  1  promised  Mrs.  Stone  that  her  husband  should  be  considered  under  the 
"  charitable  list ;  and  if  her  sons  were  to  have  colour  tickets,  which  will  be 
"  1/. — say,  add  4/. — total  5/."  Rutter  paid  the  money  according  to  that  order, 
and, — having  endorsed  the  letter,  "  Paid,  7th  August  1847," — laid  it  by  amongst 
the  other  vouchers  of  his  election  accounts.  The  polling  day  was  the  30th  July 
preceding.  The  other  letter,  also  kept  as  a  voucher,  is,  like  the  last,  undated ; 
but  Mr.  Pilcher  thinks  it  cannot  have  been  written,  or  at  all  events,  that  it  was 
not  attended  to,  before  the  election.  It  runs  thus  : — "  Pray  give  our  friend 
"  Mr.  Richard  Beard  2/.,  for  expenses  incurred,  and  all  will  be  right."  Beard's 
receipt  for  the  money  by  payment  of  Rutter  is  endorsed.  Mr.  Rutter  thinks 
that  it  was  given  for  charity,  but  is  not  quite  sure  that  it  was  not  a  bribe. 
Mr.  Pilcher,  struck  probably  with  the  words  "  for  expenses  incurred,"  hazards 
the  suggestion,  that  it  may  have  been  *'  for  his  expenses  in  coming  seven 
"  miles  to  vote ;"  but,  finding  that  the  Beard  in  question  lived  in  Canterbury, 
and  not  at  Heme  Bay,  he  falls  back,  like  Rutter,  upon  the  usual  hypothesis  of 
charity,  —  as  "  he  was  always  very  badly  paid,"  —  and,  moreover,  remembers 
to  have  himself  given  him  at  the  same  election  21.  10^.,  making,  with  the 
5:1/.  which  he  got  from  Rutter,  the  sum  of  4/.  105. ; — which  being  received  by 
him,  "  all  would  be  right." 

A  Jew,  named  Abraham  Abrahams,  was,  as  he  says,  authorized  by  Mr.  Alder- 
man Brent,  and  by  Mr.  Pilcher  also,  to  offer  a  bedridden  paralytic,  named 
Beckford,  who  is  since  dead,  the  sum  of  3/.  for  his  vote.  Beckford  was  quite 
"  childish  "  at  the  time,  and  long  previously ;  and  his  daughter,  who  came  un- 
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summoned  and  tendered  her  evidence  in  exculpation  of  her  father,  and  who 
represents  herself  to  have  had  the  charge  of  him  night  and  day  for  many 
years,  accompanied  him  to  the  poll.  The  sum  of  3/.  was  certainly  paid 
by  Rutter  to  Abrahams,  and  the  latter  states  that  he  duly  handed  it  over  to 
Beckford.  The  evidence  of  the  old  man's  daughter  throws  some  doubt  upon 
this  part  of  Abrahams'  statement ;  nor  are  we  so  well  satisfied  of  the  credit  of 
this  witness,  as  to  rely  with  much  confidence  upon  his  unsupported  testimony. 

Upon  the  general  system  of  demoralization  which  had  so  long  pervaded  the 
constituency,  Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  who  was,  perhaps,  as  competent  asany  one 
to  speak,  thus  expressed  himself: — "  We  knew,"  he  says,  "  that  it  was  a  very 
"  wretched  system,  and  we  should  be  glad  of  anything  to  get  out  of  it.  We 
**  were  aware  of  that.  We  found  we  were  getting  from  bad  to  worse.  We 
"  did  not  know  what  it  would  end  in.  We  were  going  to  decline.  At  last 
"  we  should  demoralize  the  whole  constitucnc3\  We  saw  at  last  no  one  would 
**  vote  unless  he  had  some  inducement  for  it.  We  saw  that  imminent,  and 
"  therefore  we  deplored  it."  His  whole  conduct,  however,  at  those  elections 
into  which  we  made  a  particular  inquiry,  previous  to  that  of  1852,  was  sadly 
at  variance  with  these  opinions,  although  he  appears  to  have  successfully  im- 
pressed upon  his  party  the  value  of  his  services.  *'  The  Government,"  he  states, 
"  even  as  early  as  Lord  Melbourne,  had  estimated  his  great  services  to  Liberal 
*^  candidates, — he  has  been  lately  appointed  Deputy  Lieutenant  by  the  Lord 
"  Lieutenant  of  the  county, — he  considers  that  the  appointment  has  not  to  do 
"  with  any  particular  exertion  of  his ;  only  he  was  known  to  be  a  friend  of  the 
"  Liberal  cause."  In  addition  to  this  honour,  no  small  share  in  the  dispensation 
of  local  patronage  appears  to  have  passed  through  his  hands.  Nor  has  the 
influence  of  his  position  been  unattended  with  direct  advantage  to  members  of 
his  own  family. 

If  the  malpractices  of  1852  and  1847  attest  the  demoralization  of  all  classes  of 
the  Conservative  party  in  Canterbury,  those  of  1847  afford  a  not  less  sure  indica- 
tion of  the  morals  of  their  opponents.  We  wish  that  we  could  satisfy  ourselves 
that  the  professions  of  "  purity  of  election,"  under  which  the  Liberals  conducted 
their  share  of  the  contest  in  1852,  were  genuinely  felt,  and  not  simulated,  with 
a  view  to  a  renewal  of  the  contest  at  the  bar  of  a  Parliamentary  Committee. 
But  the  date  of  1847  is  far  too  recent  to  permit  us  to  entertain  the  belief  in  the 
sudden  and  general  conversion.  And  the  evidence  of  Mr.  George  Cooper, 
and  Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  leaves  no  doubt  in  our  minds  that,  in  1852,  the 
Liberals,  anticipating  a  defeat  in  Canterbury,  had,  from  the  first,  placed  all 
their  reliance  on  the  chance  of  a  good  case  whereon  to  ground  their  election 
petition  in  Parliament. 

It  is  but  just  to  add,  that  no  motive  of  that  kind  seems  to  have  influenced 
either  Sir  W.  Somerville  or  Col.  Romilly  in  their  determination  at  the  outset 
not  to  have  recourse  to  any  illegal  means  of  securing  their  return.  "  I  msh  on 
"  my  part,"  Col.  Romilly  stated,  "  to  give  an  emphatic  denial  to  the  imputation 
"  of  that  being  the  object  and  reason  for  our  not  having  recourse  to  corrupt 
"  practices  in  1 852.  Our  object  was,  that  we  considered  it  wrong  and  illegal. 
**  1  had  a  communication  with  Sir  William  Somerville,  very  shortly  after  the 
"  time  it  was  settled  that  he  was  to  stand  in  conjunction  with  me,  and  it  was 
"  decided  that  no  practice  of  that  sort  should  take  place  as  far  as  we  were 
"  concerned,  and  we  would  do  as  much  as  was  in  our  power  to  prevent  its 
"  taking  place  on  the  part  of  other  persons ;  and,  for  that  purpose,  we  thought 
"  we  had  better  keep  the  control  of  the  expenditure,  as  far  as  possible,  in  our 
'*  hands,  or  in  the  hands  of  one  person,  who  would  be  responsible  to  us  for  that 
"  expenditure ;  and  that  was  the  course  we  adopted  with  that  object.  I  may 
"  say,  we  had  very  good  prospects  of  success  ;  we  thought  we  should  be  suc- 
"  cessful,  in  the  event  of  the  opposite  party  not  having  recourse  to  corrupt 
"  practices ;  and  we  thought  it  not  at  all  impossible,  considering  the  course  of 
•'  events  that  had  taken  place  since  1847,  the  actions  of  the  Committees  of  the 
"  House  of  Commons  in  1847  with  respect  to  these  elections,  the  exposure  of 
*'  St.  Alban's,  and,  above  all,  the  passing  of  the  Act  under  which  the  Com- 
"  missioners  have  authority  at  present,  that  it  was  probable  persons  would  not, 
"  under  such  circumstances,  have  recourse  to  corrapt  practices ;  and  we 
"  thought,  in  the  event  of  the  opposite  party  not  having  recourse  to  those 
"  practices,  that  we  had  the  best  chance  of  success.  And  the  course  that  we 
"  took  then  was  not  in  reference  to  a  petition." 
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It  now  only  remains  for  us  to  report  to  Your  Majesty  that  which  we  have 
specially  found  upon  the  matters  submitted  for  our  consideration. 

We  find  that  at  tlie  general  election  which  took  place  in  1847  Lord  Albert 
Denison  Conyngham  and  the  Honourable  George  Percy  Sydney  Smythe  were 
returned  members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  City  of  Canterbury,  and  that 
their  return  was  obtained  b}^  direct  money  bribery  to  a  large  extent  having  been 
practised  in  their  behalf. 

We  find  also  that  such  direct  money  bribery  was  practised  with  the  know- 
ledge and  consent  of  the  said  Honourable  G.  P.  S.  Smythe,  but  we  have  no 
evidence  of  the  same  having  been  done  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of 
Lord  A.  D.  Conyngham. 

We  find  that  at  the  general  election  which  took  place  in  1 847  direct  money 
bribery  to  a  large  extent  was  practised  and  had  recourse  to  by  the  agents  of 
Lord  Thomas  Pelham  Clinton  and  Mr.  John  Vance,  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
the  return  of  those  gentlemen  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  City  of  Canterbury, 
but  that  no  evidence  was  adduced  before  us  to  show  that  such  bribery  was 
practised  with  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  Lord  T.  P.  Clinton  or  of  Mr.  Vance, 
or  of  either  of  them. 

We  find  that  at  the  election  which  took  place  in  1850,  in  consequence  of  the 
elevation  of  Lord  A.  D.  Conyngham  to  the  peerage,  a  sum  of  37/.  10^.  was  paid 
by  Alderman  Brent  to  Charles  Goodwin  for  the  purpose  of  corruptly  inducing 
him  to  give  his  vote  and  influence,  in  the  event  of  a  contest  to  Colonel  Romilly, 
but  which  was  done  without  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  Colonel  Romilly. 

We  find  that  at  the  general  election  which  took  pjace  in  1852,  Henry 
Plumptre  Gipps,  Esq.,  and  the  Honourable  Henry  Butler  Johnstone  were 
returned  members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  city  of  Canterbury,  and  that 
their  return  was  obtained  by  direct  money  bribery  to  a  large  extent  having  been 
practised  upon  their  behalf. 

We  find  also  that  such  direct  money  bribery  was  practised  with  the  knowledge 
and  consent  of  the  said  Henry  Plumptre  Gipps,  but  we  have  no  evidence  of 
the  same  having  been  done  with  the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the"  said 
Honourable  Henry  Butler  Johnstone. 

We  find  that  at  the  general  election  which  took  place  in  1852,  colour  ticket 
were  distributed  among  the  voters  to  a  large  extent  by  the  agents  of  Mr.  Gippss 
and  Mr.  Johnstone,  and  with  their  full  knowledge  and  consent. 

We  find  that  at  the  general  election  which  took  place  in  1847,  colour  tickets 
were  distributed  amongst  voters  to  a  large  extent  by  the  agents  of  both  parties, 
and  that  such  distribution  was  done  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  Lord 
A.  D.  Conyngham  and  Mr.  G.  P.  S.  Smythe,  and  also  with  that  of  Lord 
Thomas  P.  Clinton  and  Mr,  Vance. 

We  find  that  the  persons,  being  freemen  of  the  city  of  Canterbury,  whose 
names  are  included  in  the  Schedule  A.  to  this  Report  annexed,  were  bribed 
with  money  to  give  their  votes  at  the  election  of  1852  for  Messrs.  Gipps  and 
Johnstone. 

We  find  that  the  persons,  being  householders  within  the  city  of  Canterbury, 
whose  names  are  included  in  the  Schedule  B.  to  this  Report  annexed,  were 
bribed  with  money  to  give  their  votes  for  Messrs.  Gipps  and  Johnstone  at  the 
election  of  1852. 

We  find  that  the  persons  whose  names  are  included  in  the  Schedule  C.  to 
this  Report  annexed  gave  money  to  voters  to  give  their  votes  for  Messrs.  Gipps 
and  Johnstone  at  the  election  of  1852. 

We  find  tliat  the  persons,  being  freemen  of  the  city  of  Canterbury,  whose 
names  are  included  in  the  Schedule  D.  to  this  Report  annexed,  were  bribed' 
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EXISTENCE  OF  CORBUPT  PRACTICES  IN  THE  CITY  OF  CANTERBURY.  XXni 

with  money  to  give  their  votes  for  Lord  Thomas  Pelhatn  Clinton  and  Mr.  John 
Vance  at  the  general  election  of  1847. 

We  find  that  the  persons,  being  householders  within  the  city  of  Canterbury, 
whose  names  are  included  in  the  Schedule  E.  to  this  Report  annexed,  were 
bribed  with  money  to  give  their  votes  for  Lord  Thomas  Pelham  Clinton  and 
Mr.  John  Vance  at  the  general  election  of  1847. 

We  find  that  the  persons  whose  names  are  included  in  the  Schedule  F.  to 
this  Report  annexed,  gave  money  to  voters  to  give  their  votes  for  Lord  Thomas 
Pelham  Clinton  and  Mr.  John  Vance  at  the  general  election  of  1847. 

We  find  that  the  persons,  being  freemen  of  the  city  of  Canterbury,  whose 
names  are  included  in  the  Schedule  G.  to  this  Report  annexed,  were  bribed 
with  money  to  give  their  votes  for  Lord  Albert  Denison  Conyngham  and  the 
Honourable  George  Percy  Sidney  Smythe  at  the  general  election  which  took 
place  in  1847. 

We  find  that  the  persons,  being  householders  within  the  city  of  Canterbury, 
whose  names  are  included  in  the  Schedule  H.  to  this  Report  annexed,  were  bribed 
with  money  to  give  their  votes  for  Lord  Albert  Denison  Conyngham  and  the 
Honourable  George  Percy  Sidney  Smythe  at  the  general  election  which  took 
place  in  1847. 

We  find  that  the  persons  whose  names  are  included  in  the  Schedule  L  to  this 
Report  annexed  gave  money  to  voters  to  give  their  votes  for  Lord  Albert 
Denison  Conyngham  and  the  Honourable  George  Percy  Sidney  Smythe  at  the 
general  election  which  took  place  in  1847. 

And,  finally,  we  find  that  corrupt  practices  have  extensively  prevailed  in  the 
city  of  Canterbury  at  the  last  election  of  members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for 
the  said  city,  and  at  previous  elections. 

All  which  we  most  humbly  submit  for  Your  Majesty's  most  gracious 
consideration. 


FREDERICK  WILLIAM  SLADE. 
THOMAS  CHISHOLM  ANSTEY. 
THOMAS  BORROW  BURCHAM. 


Temple,  ^Jult^  23(7,  1853. 
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SCHEDULE  (A.) 

List  of  Persons,  being  Freemen,  who  were  bribed  to  give  their  Votes  for  Messrs.  John- 
stone and  Gipps  at  the  election  of  1852,  with  the  sum  received  by  each  person  put 
opposite  his  name. 


Admans,  Richard  Mills  William 
Mayne  -  -         - 

Austen,  Minter        ... 

Austen,  George  (painter)      '    - 

Allwright,  John 
5  Barnes,  Thomas  (of  Whitstable) 

Bean,  James  (butcher)     - 

Boorman,  Thomas  (senior) 

Bradford,  Edwin 

Bradford,  Anthony 
10  Bradford,  Henry 

Bradford,  William  Bowers 

Brown,  Thomas  (upholsterer)    - 

Brown,    William    (of  Barham, 
gardener)  -  -         - 

Broadbridge,  George 
15  Burt,  John  Twyman 

Busher,  James        -         -         - 

Crockford,  Thomas 

Ells,  George  (shoemaker) 

Evans,  Charles  Thomas 
20  Ellis,  George  (shoemaker) 

Finn,  Thomas        -  -         - 

French,  Henry  Richard 

Friend,     Richard     (of    Swale- 
cliffe) 

Grardner,  John  (of  Whitstable) 
25  Goodwin,  John  (butcher) 

Goodwin,  Charles 

Hadley,  William 

Harris,  Thomas  (confectioner) 

Hayward,  Edwin 
30  Jennings,  Henry  (junior) 

Jennings,  Edwin  (butcher) 

Jennings,  John  (bricklayer) 

Jeanes,  Dennis 

Jeanes,  Edward  (son  of  Dennis 
Jeanes)  -  -  . 


7 

0 

4 

0 

4 

0 

4 

0 

10 

0 

4 

0 

5 

0 

7 

0 

7 

0 

7 

0 

7 

0 

5 

0 

6 

0 

5 

0 

7 

0 

8 

0 

10 

0 

5 

0 

7 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

4 

0 

7 

0 

8 

0 

5 

0 

100 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

4 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

■     7 

0 

7     0 


35  Jeanes,  James  (son  of  Dennis 
Jeanes)         .  -  - 

Josslyn,  Thomas 

Josslyn,  Joseph  ^senior) 

Josslyn,  Joseph  (junior) 

Josslyn,  John         -  -         - 

40  Lewin,  John         -  -         - 

Lemar,  John         -  -        - 

Lemar,  Samuel  Benjamin 

Prett,  Albert 

Parsons,  Charles 
45  Parsons,  John        ... 

Pond,  Samuel  James 

Pittock,  Henry         .        -         - 

Styles,  Thomas  (senior) 

Styles,  Thomas  (junior) 
50  Styles,  John  George  (senior)     - 

Styles,  John  George  (junior)     - 

Styles,  George  Henry 

Styles,  William 

Styles,  Frederick  (did  not  vote 
at  all) 
55  Taylor,  Thomas  (junior,  shoe- 
maker) -  -         - 

Taylor,  Thomas  (of  Griffin  Lane, 
hostler)  ... 

Terr}',  John,  senior 

White,  John  (of  Bridge)  -     5 

White,    Charles     (of    Ashford, 
shoemaker)         -  -        -    5 

60  White,  Henry  (blacksmitli)        -    5 

Wood,  John  (painter)     -  -    5 

Wood,  Charles  (carpenter)         -    5 

Wood,  William  (carpenter)       -     5 

Woollett,  George  -  -    5 

65  Woollett,  James  -  -     5 

Wille,  James         -  -        -    5 

Watson,  William  (tailor)  -     7 


i. 


7 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

2 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

6 

10 

5 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

4 

0 

10 

0 

10 

0 

10 

0 

10 

0 

10 

0 

10 

0 

.  10     0 


4  10 


-     5 


0 
0 


0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


SCHEDULE  (B.) 

A  List  of  Persons,  being  Householders,  who  were  bribed  to  give  their  Votes  for 
Messrs.  Johnstone  and  Gipps  at  the  Election  of  1852 ;  with  the  Sum  received  by  each 
Person  put  opposite  his  name. 


Bourn,  Edward 
Cook,  Richard 
Coombs,  John 
Harnden,  Edward 
James,  Thomas 
Masters,  Ebenezer 


^'  s. 

6  0  Marsh,  Thomas 

1  0  Roberts,  George 
U  0  Sayer,  William 

2  17        10  Wilson,  George  (tailor) 
5  0  Wilkinson,  Thomas 

7  0  Waind,  William 


•€  s. 


4 
2 
5 


0 
0 
0 


8  10 
7  0 
3  10 
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SCHEDULE  (C.) 

A  List  of  Persons  who  gave  Money  to  Voters  to  give  their  Votes  for  Messrs.  Johnstomk 

and  GiFPS  at  the  Election  of  1852. 


Admans,  Henry  (Whitstable). 

Bligh,  James. 

Collard,  Thomas  White. 

Cogger,  William,  junior. 

Cozens,  Thomas  FoaU 

Friend,  Thomas. 

Homsby,  Charles. 

Holland^  James. 

Irons,  Mary. 

Johnson,  Benjamin  (miller). 


Kelson,  Charles. 
Kelson,  James. 
Lochee,  Alfre<L 
Marsh,  Thomas. 
Munns,  Thomas. 
Pout,  John. 

Taylor,  Thomas  (turnkey). 
Vincent,  John, 
Ward,  Henry. 


SCHEDULE  (D.) 

A  List  of  Persojis,  being  Feeemek,  who  were  bribed  to  give  their  Votes  for  Lord  Thomas 
.Pelham  Clinton  and  Mr,  Vance  at  the  Election  in  1847,  with  the  sum  received  by 
each  Person  put  opposite  his  name. 


Admans,  Richard*  Mills  William 
Mayne         .  •  - 

AUwright,  John 

Austen,  Minter 

Austen,  George  ^ 

5  AUwright^  Henry  (New  Zealand) 

Andrews,  William  (pensioner)  - 

Anderson,  William  (fishmonger) 

Boorman,  Thomas  (senior) 

Bradford,  Edwin 
10  Bradford,  Henry         ^    - 

Bradford,  William  Bowers 

Blogg,  William  Waters 

Barnes,  Thomas  (of  Whitstable)  10 

Barber,  George,  junior  (baker)      5 
<  ]  5  Bailey,  Edward,  j  u  n.  (carpenter) 

Bradford,  Francis  Hammond    - 

Bates,  George  (dead) 

Best,  Joseph         -        - 

Beard,  William,  jun.  (dead) 
20  Barton,  Gieorge  (dead)     - 

Barton,  Robert 

Burt,  William 

Crouch,  Thomas,  jun. 

Crockford,  Thomas 
25  Callow,  James 

Demacour,  James  (dead) 

Ells,  Richard 

£1U,  Stephen        ... 

Evans,  William  (shoemaker)     - 
80  French,  Henry  Richard 

Friend,  Richard  (SwalecHffe)   - 

Finn,  David  .         -        • 

French,  Daniel  - 

Fordred,  Thomas,  junior  (dead) 
35  Gardner,  John  (of  Whitstable)  - 


7 

6 
6 
6 
7 
5 
8 
6 
7 
7 
7 
10 


3 
7 
8 
4 
5 
5 
5 

13 
5 

10 
5 
8 
7 
8 

11 

10 
5 
5 
7 


Horton,  Edward 
0  Harris,  Thomad 

0  Jennings,  Henry,  jqn.       -        <* 

0  Jarman,  Thomas 

0  40  Josslyn,  Thomas 
0  Josslyn,  William 

0  Knell/Edward  - 

0  Lemar,  Williaia 

0  Longley,  Thomas 

0  45  Lueas,  Stephen  (dead) 
0  Parsons,  -George  -» . 

0  Pierce,  Edward 

0  Palmer,  William,  junior  (shoe* 

0  maker)  - 

0  Parker,  James  Grey  (dead) 

0  50  Parker,  William  (soldier) 
0  Ratcliff,  John  Hart       - 

0  Styles,  Thomas,  sen. 

0  Styles,  Thomas,  jun. 

0  Styles,  John  George,  sen. 

0  55  Styles,  John!  Gtedrge^  jun. 
0  Styles,  George  Henry 

0  Styles,  Waiiam 

0  Styles,  Frederick 

0  Styles,  Edmund  (dead) 

0  60  Thomsett,  John 
0  White,  John  (of  Bridge) 

0  Wood,  James  (labourer) 

0  Wetherly,  Matthew 

10  Wood,  John  (painter) 

0  65  Wood,  William  (carpenter) 
0  Wood,  Henry  (carpenter) 

0  Watson,  WUliam  (tailor) 

0  Weed,.  Thomas 

0  Weed,  James        -  -         - 

0 


£ 

s. 

5 

0 

10 

0 

3 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

4 

0 

5 

0 

6 

0 

4 

0 

2 

4 

5 

0 

5 

0 

7 

0 

10 

0 

LO 

0 

10 

0 

10 

0 

10 

0 

10 

0 

10 

0 

10 

0 

5 

0 

6 

.0 

5 

0 

3 

0 

6 

0 

6 

0 

5 

0 

3 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

SCHEDULE  (E.) 
A  List  of  Persons,  being  Householders,  who  were  bribed  to  give  their  Votes  for  Lord 


Thomas  Pelham  Clinton  and  Mr.  Vance  at 
received  by  each  Person  put  opposite  his  Name. 

jt   s. 
Blinks,  Samuel  -  -     8     0 

Bradley,  WiUiam         -  -     7  10 

Charrison,  Edward  (dead)         -     5     0       10 
Coppins,  James  -  -     7     0 

5  Daniels,  John         -  -        -     8     0 

Ellen,  Michael  (dead)  ^    0 

Goldsmith,  Thomas    -  -  10     0 


the  Election  in  1847;    with   the  Sum 


Jackson,  Jonathan 
Marsh,  Edward 
Moore,  Richard 
Nickleson,  Edward  ' 
Page,  Henry  James    - 
Prwe,  Francis  Horn    - 
Stone,  William  Edwin 


4 
7 
5 
5 
6 
5 
4 
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SCHEDULE  (R> 

A  List*  of  Peiuioks  wbo  gave  Money  to  Voters  to  give'  tbeir  Votes  for  Lord.THOMAi 
Pelham  Clinton  and  Mr.  Vance  at  the  Election  in  1847. 


Adams,  Denne  (dead). 
Allwright,  Henry  (New  Zealand). 
Admans,  Henry. 
Bennett,  Edward. 
Bligb,  James. 
Cozens,  Thomas  Foat. 
Crotthall,  Greorge. 
Finch,  John. 
Frieod,  Thomas. 


Harding,  Qeorge. 

Kelson,  James. 

Marsh,  Thomas. 

Manns,  Thomas. 

Norris,  Robert  Hare. 

Oakenfull,  George. 

Pout,  John. 

Katcliff,  John  Hart 

Smithson,  Willoughby  Marshall. 


SCHEDULE  (G.) 

List  of  Persons,  being  Freemen,  who  were  bribed  to  give  their  votes  for  Lord 
Albert  Conynouam  and  the  Honourable  George  Percy  Sidney  Smythe  at  the 
Ejection  in  1847,  with  the  sum  received  by  each  person  put  opposite  his  name. 


AttwoocT,  William 

Austen,  William  (St.  Mildred's, 
shoemaker) 

Busher,  James        -        -        - 

Bowen,  Thomas  (dead) 
5  Brown,    William    (of    Barham, 
gardener)         -         - 

Beer,  Thomas  Millen  (dead)     - 

Beard,  Richard  (dead) 

Barber,  Thomas  (dead) 

Bailey,  Edward  (senior) 
1 0  Bailey,  John  (parchment  maker) 

Boorman,  Thomas  (junior) .     •> 

Beer,  William,  junior  (dead)    - 

Boree,  Charles 

Bean,  James 
15  Cockeit,  William 

Day,  William  Henry  (dead)     - 

Dyason,  John  (dead) 

E^denden,  William  (dead) 

Field,  James        -  -  • 

20  Gruby,  John  Lavender 

Gold,  William 

Gosby,  William  Richard 

Hancock,  William  (dead) 

Hayward,  Edward 
25  Holland,  James 

Hawkes,  James  (dead) 

Jennings,  George  (bricklayer)  - 

Jennings,  John  (bricklayer) 

Jeanes,  Dennis 


s. 

3     0  30  Jeanes,  James         -          -         - 
Jeanes,  Edward 

3  0  Jeanes,  Thomas 

4  0  Lemon,  fklward 

4  0  Linton,  John       -        - 

85  Mount,  Thomas 

5  0  Philpott,  James 

5     0  Palmer,  William  Staines 

3  15  Pittock,  Henry 

5     0  Parren,  Samuel 

3     0  40  Parren,  Henry      -         - 

3     0  Parnum,  William 

1  10  Royeer  Henry 

5  0  Stone,  William  Henry  (dead)    - 

2  0  Sheather,  Thomas 

3  0  45  Stredwick,  Henry 

3     0  Stredwick,  Thomas  (dead) 

6  0  Simms,  Joseph 
2     0  Sell,  Richard 

2  0  Taylor,  Thomas,  junior  (shoe- 
5  0  maker)  -  -  - 
5     0  50  Tookey,  Thomas  (gone  to  Ame- 

3  0  rica) 

2  0  White,  Charles  (corkcutter) 

3  0  White,  John  (late  of  Waltham, 
3     0  labourer)          .          -          - 

10     0  White,  Thomas  (baker) 

5     0  White,  Thomas  (shoemaker)     - 

3     0  55  Wilkinson,  George 

3     0  Wood,     James     (carpenter,    of 

I     0  Maidstone) 


ji 

a. 

1 

0 

1 

0 

2 

10 

3 

0 

6 

0 

4 

0 

4 

0 

2 

5 

5 

0 

3 

10 

3 

10 

3 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

3 

0 

3 

0 

1 

0 

6 

0 

10 

0 

6 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

6 

0 

3 

0 

3     0 


SCHEDULE  (H.) 


A  List  of  Persons,  being  Householders,  who  were  bribed  to  give  their  Votes  for 
Lord  Albert  Conynoham  and  the  Honourable  G.  P.  S.  Smythe  at  the  Election  in 
1847,  with  the  sum  received  by  each  person  put  opposite  his  name. 


Nathan,  Moses 
10  Roberts,  John  Henry 

Read,  Isaac 

Ratclifl;  Edward 

Solly,  William  R.  (dead) 

Smith,  William  (watchmaker) 
15  Wilding,  WUliam 

Waind,  William 


Barnet,  James 

-     7 

0 

Beale,  George  William    - 

•    3 

0 

Coppin,  Greorge  (dead) 

-    4 

0 

Fagg,  James 

-    6 

0 

Hewson,  Thomas 

-    2 

0 

Hitchcock,  Heury 

-    6 

0 

Lee,  Charles 

-    5 

0 

Nye,  Richard 

-    5 

0 

*r 

s. 

5 

0 

5 

0 

5 

0 

3 

0 

5 

0 

3 

0 

3 

0 

3 

0 
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SCHEDULE  (I.) 

A  List  of  Persons  who  gave  Money  to  Voters  to  give  their  Votes  for  Lord  Albert 
CoMYKGUAM  and  the  Honourable  G.  P.  S,  Smyihe  at  the  Election  of  1847, 


Abrahams,  Abraham. 

Andrews,  John. 

Beer,  Thomas  Millen  (dead). 

Brent,  John,  Alderman. 

Cooper,  George. 

Cobb,  Frederick  Freeman. 

CuUen.  Robert  Court,  junior  (gone  away). 

Dray,  Pearson. 

Davey,  Georue. 

De  L^saux,  Thomas  Thorpe. 

Goodwin,  Charles. 

Gruby,  James. 

Jacobs,  Jacob. 


Leplne,  Charles. 

Laming,  John. 

Mutton,  Benjamin. 

Pilcher,  Richard. 

Rutter,  Jonathan  Foulke  John. 

Southee,  Edward  Spear. 

Southee,  Jennings  Underdowu. 

Saunders,  Maurice. 

Smith,  William  (postmaster)  (dead). 

Sharp,  William. 

Ward,  Henry. 

Watts,  Stephen. 
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MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE 


TAKBK   BEFORE 


FREDERICK  WILLIAM  SLADE,  ESQUIRE,  Q.C.; 
THOMAS  CHISHOLM  ANSTEY,  ESQUIRE ;  and 
THOMAS  BARROW  BURCHAM,  ESQUIRE; 

Commissioners  appoi/rded  under  the  Act  of  the  15th  and  16thVictoriay  chap.  57,  to  inquire 
into  the  Existence  of  Bribery  in  the  City  of  Comterhury 

At  the  Town  Hall,  Saturday,  14th  May  1853. 


First  Day, 
Mr.  John  Nutt,  sworn  and  examined.  Mr.  Jotm  Nuiu 

1.  Are  you  the  town  clerk  of  Canterbury  ? — Yes.  I^jl^  iviay'l853. 

2.  What  is  the  qualification  which  gives  the  right  of  voting  in  the  city  ? — Freemen,  and 
men  holding  household  suffrage. 

3.  Do  you  mean  the  household  suffrage  granted  by  the  Reform  Act  ? — ^Yes. 

4.  Have  you  no  other  riglit  of  voting  ? — No. 

5.  Then  you  have  two  lists,  one  list  made  out  by  the  parish  officers  of  the  different 
parishes  for  1 0/.  householders,  and  the  other  list  made  out  by  yourself  as  town  clerk  ? — 
Yes. 

6.  Have  you  a  list  of  your  own  for  the  electoral  year  in  which  the  last  election  was 
held  ? — The  list  is  given  to  the  sheriff  of  the  city  ;  it  is  signed  by  him  and  delivered  to 
him,  and  he  copies  it.     I  have  a  copy  of  it. 

7.  You  have  true  copies  ? — Yes,  this  is  a  true  printed  copy  from  the  last  day  of  No- 
vember 1850  to  the  first  day  of  December  1851 ;  Qiandvng  va  the  same.)    {Marked  1.) 

8.  This  is  a  register  of  electors,  have  you  a  list  of  fi^e  men  independent  of  the  re- 
gister ? — Yes,  I  have  a  revised  a  list  of  the  fireemen  of  1851  aad  1852  Qiamding  in  the 
same.)     {Marked  2.) 

9.  You  put  in  first  a  list  of  electors,  freemen  and  other  heuseholders  as  electors  ? — 
Yes. 

10.  953  would  appear  to  be  your  number  of  registered  freemen  ? — I  do  not  know 
what  it  is  there. 

11.  There  appears  to  be  an  error  in  the  print;  state  how  that  is? — Yes,  there  is; 
I  recollect  there  was  a  mistake  ;  there  are  three  sixes  instead  of  threes. 

12.  What  ought  to  be  the  number  953  ?— 953. 

13.  The  number  of  registered  freemen  is  953  ? — Yes. 

14.  Does  this  revised  list  include  all  the  freemen,  whether  householders  or  not  house- 
holders ? — They  may  be  householders,  but  they  are  freemen. 

]  5.  I  want  to  know  whether  this  list  contains  all  the  freemen,  whether  householders 
or  not  householders  ? — Yes. 

16.  I  suppose  it  occasionally  happens  a  man  might  be  put  upon  the  list  in  respect  of 
two  qualifications  ? — Yes. 

17.  His  name  might  appear  twice  in  your  list  and  once  in  the  parish  list?— Yes, 
it  does. 

18.  Are  you  enabled  to  tell  us  how  often  that  occurs  ? — No. 

19.  Was  the  last  election  in  July  last  ? — Yes,  July  last. 

20.  When  was  the  previous  one  ?— I  do  not  recollect ;  either  December  1849  or  De- 
cember 1850  ;  I  do  not  recollect  exactly. 

21.  Who  were  the  candidates  at  the  last  election? — There  was  the  Honourable 
Mr.  Johnstone,  Sir  William  Somerville,  Colonel  Romilly,  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smjrthe, 
and  Mr.  Gippe. 

22.  With  r^ard  to  the  election  which  you  say  was  in  1849  or  1850,  was  that  a  by 
election  ? — Yes,  it  was  a  by  election. 

23.  What  was  that  occasioned  by ;  who  made  the  vacancy  ? — I  do  not  recollect. 

24.  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  raised  to  the  peerage,  was  he  not  ? — Yes  ;  it  was  a 
single  election. 

25.  Who  was  returned  on  that  occasion  ? — Colonel  Romilly. 

26.  In  lieu  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — Yes. 

27.  Who  was  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  colleague  ? — The  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe. 

28.  Those  two  gentlemen.  Lord  Albert  Conjmgham  and  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe, 
had  been  elected  at  the  general  election  in  1847  ?  —Yes. 

29.  We  will  go  back  to  the  one  beyond  that.  Who  preceded  them  in  the  representation 
of  the  borough  ? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  one,  I  think,  previously  to  that ;  I  forget 
the  other ;  I  really  have  not  borne  it  in  mind.     I  am  not  much  of  a  politician. 
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Mr.  John  Nutu         30.  Was  not  Mr.  Bradshaw  a  candidate  in  1841  ? — He  was  returned  for  Canterbury 

once  or  twice. 

14th  May  1853.         31.  Before  1847  ?— I  do  not  know  ;  I  cannot  speak  to  the  date.. 

• '  32.  You  say  Lord  Albert  Conyiighaui  and  Mr.  Smythe  were  candidates  in  1847  ;  do 

you  remember  whether  Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  were  the  candidates  at  the  election 
immediately  preceding  that  ? — No,  I  do  not. 

33.  Was  it  a  contested  election  ? — I  think  it  was. 

34.  Was  the  by  election  or  single  handed  election  a  contested  one  ? — No,  I  do  not  think 
that  anybody  opposed. 

35.  Yo  do  not  think  there  was  a  contest  upon  that  occasion  ? — No.  I  think  Mr.  Vance 
was  here,  but  went  away  on  the  day  of  the  nomination.  But  you  will  better  get  this 
evidence  from  somebody  else. 

36.  Who  shall  I  get  it  better  from  ? — The  clerk  to  the  magistrates. 

37.  Who  is  that  ? — Mr.  Aris  ;  he  will  know  more  about  it  than  I  do. 

Mr.  Ballantine  stated  that  he  was  retained  to  watch  the  proceedings  on  behalf 
of  certain  parties  in  the  city  who  might  be  feJsely  charged  during  the  inquiry, 
and  also  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  that  the  whole  truth  with  regard  to  the 
proceedings  at  elections  was  brought  before  the  Commissioners. 

The  Commissioners  stated  that  they  would  not  give  an  opinion  at  present  as 
to  whether  Mr.  Ballantine  might  appear  for  any  parties,  but  when  he  proposed 
to  put  any  question  or  take  any  paxt  in  the  proceedings  the  question  would 
arise,  and  then  a  formal  decision  would  be  come  to. 
*   Mr.  Ballantine  handed  in  the  list  of  the  parties  for  whom  he  stated  he  appeared. 


Mr.  John  Aris.  Mr.  JoHN  Aris,  sworn  and  examined. 


38.  Are  you  clerk  to  the  magistrates  of  the  city  and  borough  ? — Yea 

39.  Are  you  the  sheriff  too  ? — No  ;  Mr.  Thomas  Thorpe  De  Lasaux  is  the  sheriff.  He 
is  in  court. 

40.  Can  you  give  us  the  information  which  the  last  witness  seemed  to  be  unable  to 
afford  the  Commissioners  ? — I  shall  be  happy  to  give  all  the  information  in  my  power. 

41.  We  have  got  that  at  the  last  election  the  candidates  were  Mr.  Johnstone,  Sir 
WiUiam  SomerviUe,  Colonel  Romilly,  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe,  and  Mr.  Gipps,  and 
that  there  was  a  previous  by  election,  at  which  Colonel  Romilly  was  returned  in  lieu  of 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ;  is  that  correct  ? — Yes.  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  created 
a  peer — Lord  Londesborough. 

42.  Did  that  take  place  in  1849  or  1850  ? — March  the  4th,  1850,  the  election  was,  and 
no  opposition. 

43.  It  was  not  a  contested  election  ? — No. 

44.  Had  there  been  an  opposition  threatened  ? — Yes  ;  a  Mr.  Vance,  upon  the  Conserva- 
tive interest. 

45.  At  what  period  did  Mr.  Vance  withdraw  from  the  contest  ? — I  believe  it  was  a 
day  or  two  before  the  election  came  off. 

46.  Had  there  been  canvassing  ? — There  had  been  canvassing. 

47.  Had  it  presented  all  the  appearance  of  a  contested  election  until  the  time  when 
Mr.  Vance  retired  ? — I  was  concerned  on  the  part  of  Colonel  Romilly,  and  everything  was 
prepared  for  a  contested  election. 

48.  And  all  your  measures  were  taken  anticipating  Mr.  Vance  would  have  gone  to  the 
poll  ? — They  were. 

49.  And  on  Mr.  Vance  retiring  Colonel  Romilly  was  elected  without  a  contest  ? — 
Yea  , 

60.  Now,  previous  to  March  1850,  what  was  the  previous  election  ? — That  was  in  1847, 
the  30th  July  1847,  the  general  election. 

51.  Who  were  the  candidates  ? — There  was  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  the  Honourable 
George  Pierce  Sidney  Smythe,  Lord  Clinton. 

52.  One  of  the  Duke  of  Newcastle's  sons  ? — Yes ;  it  was  Lord  Thomas  Pelham  Clinton 
and  Mr.  John  Vance. 

53.  Who  were  the  returned  members  upon  that  election  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

54.  Do  you  know  the  numbers? — I  have  the  printed  poll  book  :  Conyngham  808, 
Smythe  782,  Clinton  641,  Vance  643. 

55.  I  do  not  think  you  have  given  us  the  number  at  the  election  in  1850  ? — There  was 
no  contest  then  ;  it  was  a  show  of  hands. 

56.  I  should  like  the  number  at  the  last  election  in  July  1852  ? — Gipps  766,  Johnstone 
758,  Somerville  570,  Romilly  530. 

57.  Were  there  a  few  for  Smythe  ? — Yes  ;  and  7  for  Smytlie. 

58.  We  propose  to  begin  inquiring  into  the  matters  connected  with  the  last  election, 
and  then,  accordingly  as  we  proceed,  if  we  find  it  necessary,  we  shall  then  inquire  into 
the  matters  cdnnected  with  the  previous  election,  and  so  far  back  as  may  seem  required 
by  the  ends  of  justice.  Were  you  the  agent  of  either  of  the  candidates  at  the  election 
of  July  1852  ? — Yes  ;  I  was  for  Romilly  and  Somerville.  Will  you  allow  me  to  explain 
the  extent  of  my  agency  ? 
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69.  We  shall  get  that  presently.  Were  you  the  legal  agent  ?— Yea  jf^,  j^j^  ^^ 

60.  Were  you  the  only  agent  ? — Yes ;  I  was  the  only  one.  ' 

61.  Had  you  sub-agents  ? — No  ;  at  least  there  was  a  chairman  and  deputy  chairman,  14th  May  1853. 

and  a  committee  formed  who  had  the  management  of  the  election.    I  was  merely  acting       

as  an  agent,  d<»ng  the  routine,  as  it  were,  of  the  committee,  getting  the  lists,  ready, 

inspector's  books,  and  aU  those  things  ;  ^that  Wiis  the  only  thing  I  had  to  do  in  the  case. 

62.  Who  was  chairman  of  the  committee  ? — Mr.  Alderman  Brent 

63.  Who  was  the  deputy  ? — Mr,  Alderman  Plummer.    They  are  both  in  court 

64.  Were  you  furnished  with  any  funds  ? — Not  any  myself ;  I  knew  nothing  of  any 
funds  at  alL  In  no  election  that  I  have  ever  been  concerned  in  have  I  ever  been 
connected  with  fimds. 

66.  Do  you  know  if  any  funds  were  suppUed  for  the  purpose  of  the  election  to  the 
party  who  supported  Romilly  and  Somerville  ? — Alderman  Brent  will  be  enabled  to  speak 
to  from  what  sources  he  procured  those  funds ;  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  it 
myself. 

66.  Is  Alderman  Brent  a  gentleman  who  takes  an  active  part  in  elections  ? — He  has  for 
some  years  past. 

67.  Is  he  generally  the  chairman  of  the  liberal  interest  ? — He  has  been  for  some  years 
past 

68.  What  colours  indicate  the  different  interests  in  this  town  ? — Blue  is  considered  the 
Liberal  colour,  and  purple  and  orange  the  Conservative  colour. 

69.  Is  there  an  intermediate  colour  ? — Sometimes  there  has  been  pink ;  I  think  the 
Honourable  Mr.  Smythe  introduced  the  pink. 

70.  By  pink  do  you  mean  red.  I  see  by  the  Report  on  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  the  word  "  red"  is  very  frequently  used.  Who  are  the  reds  ? — The  reds  I 
consider  the  Conservatives ;  I  suppose  the  other  is  considered  an  independent  colour. 

71.  What  other  ?— The  pink. 

72.  Do  the  red  denote  tiie  same  party  as  is  denoted  by  the  purple  and  orange  ? — Yes. 

73.  You  state  you  know  nothing  about  the  fimds  ;  you  were  merely  a  legal  agent  ? — 
Yes ;  I  had  to  see  that  all  the  committee  work  was  prepared,  in  order  that  they  might 
go  to  the  election  in  a  proper  way. 

74.  Everybody  knows  what  the  duties  of  a  legal  agent  are,  provided  a  legal  agent  con- 
fines himself  strictly  to  his  duty.  You  know  perfectly  well  the  object  of  the  Commission  ; 
can  you  give  us  any  information  ? — As  far  as  accounts  are  coucemed,  I  never  saw  the 
accounts,  and  I  have  never  been  guilty,  directly  or  indirectly,  of  any  bribery  whatever ; 
nor  have  I  been  present  or  heard  of  any  particulars  that  have  transpired. 

75.  Were  you  paid  for  your  services  at  the  last  election? — No,  I  received  not  one 
shilling,  not  a  glass  of  wine  at  the  expense  of  the  candidates. 

76.  When  you  say  you  were  not  connected  with  any  fimds,  have  you  ever  been  con- 
nected with  orders  or  tickets  entitling  parties  to  approach  those  who  had  the  funds  ? — 
I  have  at  former  elections.  I  have  t^^n  the  names  down  of  parties  who  have  come  to 
the  committee-room  as  colourmen,  but  there  were  none  issued  at  the  last  election ;  the 
recommendations  were  sent  in  and  filed,  and  I  have  them  in  court,  but  they  not  were 
granted.    Mr.  George  Cooper  had  the  management. 

77.  At  present  we  confine  our  inquiry  to  what  took  plaoe  at  the  last  election.  Just 
explain — you  are  approaching  the  confines  of  what  may  be  very  material — just  explain 
what  you  mean  by  recommendations  ? — At  the  last  election  the  voters  sent  in  recom- 
mendations of  persons  as  colourmen  ;  those  recommendations  were  not  attended  to,  at 
least  they  were  not  granted,  because  there  was  a  particular  request  on  the  part  of 
Sir  William  Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly  not  to  issue  any  colour  tickets. 

78.  Explain  to  \h%  Commissioners  what  are  colour  tickets  ? — ^A  voter  sends  in  a  recom- 
mendation recommending  probably  some  member  of  his  family  or  some  friends  to  carry 
a  colour  at  the  election. 

79.  Can  any  voter  send  in  a  recommendation  ? — ^Any  voter. 

80.  How  many  is  he  entitled  to  recommend  ? — It  is  considered  two,  provided  there  are 
two  candidates  when  he  sends  in  his  recommendation  ;  and  supposing  that  is  granted  that 
is  tantamount  to  a  promise  to  vote  for  that  candidate  to  whom  he  sends  in  the  recom- 
mendation. 

.  81.  After  sending  in  the  recommendation  is  he  booked  as  a  pledged  vote  ? — Yes,  he  is 
booked 

82.  By  tiie  agent  ? — Yes,  or  by  the  committee  derk. 

83.  What  does  the  colour  ticket  entitle  him  to  ? — Entitles  him  to  so  much  per  day, 
probably  5i.  a  day. 

84.  I  wish  to  know  the  &ct ;  what  does  it  entitle  him  to  ? — I  know  nothing  of  the 
issuing  of  tl^ose  at  the  last  election,  and  you  are  confining  me  to  that. 

85.  Confine  yourself,  at  present,  to  what  generally  a  voter  when  he  sends  in  a  recom- 
mendation which  pledges  his  vote  would  consider  himself  entitled  to  in  point  of  value. — 
He  would  be  entitled  to  5*.  for  the  nomination  day,  5*.  for  the  election  day,  and  should 
the  declaration  take  place  the  following  day  be  would  be  entitled  to  another  bs. 

86.  Then  he  would  be  entitled  to  bs,  a  day  for  two  o«rtain  days,  is  that  so?— Yea 

87.  And  if  the  declaration  day  occurs  so  as  to  give  him  a  third,  he  would  have  three 
days  certain  ? — Yes. 
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3fr.  Johi  Arts.         88.  Is  it  5s.  for  each  ticket  ? — For  each  ticket,  because  each  person  recommended  has  a 

ticket ;  the  yoter  recommends  two ;  each  of  those  is  entitled  to  one  ticket,  which  ticket  is 

14th  May  1853.    available  for  the  nimiber  of  days  the  election  may  last. 
— ^— -  89.  Five  shillings  each  day  ? — ^Yes. 

90.  Does  it  never  happen  that  a  party  sends  in  his  nomination  for  a  colour  ticket  some 
days  before  the  election  ?— Oh  yes ;  some  days  before. 

91.  Does  it  never  happen  that  in  point  of  practice  he  considers  himself  entitled  to  and 
is  actually  paid  for  the  number  of  days  which  elapse  between  the  time  of  sending  in  his 
recommendation  and  the  election?  — I  have  never  known  that  myself  There  are  other 
gentlemen  who  are  more  conversant  with  that  matter,  who  may  be  enabled  to  explain 
it  to  you. 

92.  What  other  gentlemen  do  you  refer  to  ? — There  is  Mr.  George  Frederick  Smith. 

93.  What  is  he  ? — A  coachmaker.  He  was  generally  concerned  upon  the  Conservative 
ade. 

94.  But  upon  your  side  ? — Mr.  George  Cooper  had  the  management  upon  our  side.  He 
was  concerned  in  the  last  election  of  1852. 

95.  Who  is  Mr.  George  Cooper  ? — He  is  a  stonemason, 

96.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  positively,  that  what  I  have  suggested  is  not  in 
practice  followed  out,  or  that  you  do  not  know  of  it? — I  do  not  know  it  myself. 

97.  Have  you  not  very  strong  reason  to  believe  it  is  so  ? — Yes ;  I  do  believe  so,  but  I 
was  never  privy  to  it. 

98.  Be  fair  with  us,  because  we  know  nothing.  I  shoxild  be  very  sorry  to  be  obliged 
to  cross-examine.  I  shall  cross-examine  if  I  do  not  find  parties  acting  fiedrly  ? — I  shall 
act  fairly.     I  have  no  other  object. 

99.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  that  5«.  a  day  counts  from  the  day  when  the  appli- 
cation is  sent  in  for  a'  colour  ticket  ? — Not  as  a  colourman.  If  you  will  allow  me  to 
explain,  I  will  do  so.  There  are  another  class  of  persons  called  messengers ;  that  is,  when 
they  send  in  they  are  only  put  on  from  the  time  they  apply ;  not  for  colourmen. 

100.  Would  tins  be  the  case  ;  a  voter  sends  in  a  recommendation  for  two  colour  tickets, 
and  that  he  himself^  in  addition  to  his  two  colour  tickets,  is  nominated  a  messenger  ? — I 
believe  in  some  instances  he  has  been. 

101.  In  that  case  the  earlier  he  could  send  in  a  recommendation  for  the  colour  ticket 
the  better  for  him  ?— Of  course  it  would. 

102.  We  .will  suppose  the  canvass  to  begin  as  early  as  April,  and  the  election  not  to 
take  place  before  July,  would  this  occur  :  A  voter  sends  in  a  recommendation  for  colour 
tickets,  he  is  himself  then  nominated  a  messenger  ;  would  he  draw  pay  from  the  time  of 
sending  in  the  recommendation  until  the  election?— I  never  knew  an  instance  where 
they  sent  in  so  early  as  that,  never  ;  it  has  only  occurred  a  few  days  before. 

103.  In  your  experience  what  would  be  the  number  of  days  ? — From  three  to  four 
days  that  they  send  in  their  recommendation. 

104.  Is  that  so  ? — That  is  so  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  and  as  far  as  I  know  from  my 
own  personal  knowledge  ;  three  to  four  days. 

105.  Have  you  not  reason  to  believe  that  it  was  done  to  a  much  larger  extent  ? — Not 
on  our  side. 

106.  Have  you  not  reason  to  believe,  on  one  side  or  the  other,  it  has  been  done  to  a 
very  great  extent  ? — I  have  reason  to  believe  so,  certainly,  on  one  side  or  the  other. 

107.  Or  both  ? — Yes ;  three  or  four  days  within  my  own  knowledge. 

108.  Is  the  same  man  sometimes  appointed  messenger  and  colourman  ? — He  is  ap- 
pointed messenger,  and  he  has  the  liberty  of  recommending  two  colourmen. 

109.  Is  the  same  person  entitled  to  recommend  a  messenger? — No  ;  there  have  been 
instances  where  he  has  recommended  two  colourmen,  and  in  addition  to  that  where  he 
has  filled  the  office  of  messenger  himself 

110.  The  colourmen  are  non-electors,  generally  ? — Yes,  non-electors. 

111.  And  are  the  messengers,  generally  speaking,  electors  ? — ^Yes. 

112.  Are  they  all  ? — Mostly  the  whole  of  them  ;  there  have  been  very  few  exceptions 
indeed. 

113.  Being  a  messenger,  have  they  any  actual  duty  ? — Yes. 

114.  Is  that  to  keep  away  from  the  committee-room? — No.  I  believe  some  are  ap- 
pointed who  do  no  duty  at  all,  I  believe  others  have  very  arduous  duties  to  perform  ; 
for  instance,  on  the  day  of  the  election,  as  you  are  aware,  there  are  many  polling 
booths ;  it  is  necessary  to  have  many  messengers  for  each  booth,  to  cary  the  fly  sheets 
from  the  poll  to  the  committee-room,  and  upon  those  days  there  are  a  great  number  of 
messengers  employed. 

115.  They  would  not  be  electors  ? — Yes,  they  are  electors. 

116.  Are  they  so  in  this  city  ? — Yea 

117.  Do  you  say  that  no  colourman  is  ever  an  elector? — I  believe  the  practice  is  not 
to  appoint  an  elector  a  colourman. 

118.  Do  you  mean  it  is  not  the  practice  to  appoint  a  freeman  a  colourman,  or  it  is  not 
the  practice  to  appoint  on  elector  a  colourman  ? — Yes,  that  has  been  the  practice  latterly. 

119.  What  ? — Not  to  appoint  a  freeman  or  an  elector  as  a  colourman. 

120.  Is  there  no  instance  of  an  elector  being  a  colourman  ? — I  am  not  aware  of  it 
myself 
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121.  As  to  those  colour  tickets,  are  they  given  to  the  elector  to  dispose  of  as  he  likes,  oa      Mr.  John  Arts, 
does  he  send  in  the  names  of  the  parties  he  proposes  to  be  colourmen  ?— If  you  will  permit  

me  I  will  explain  it  in  this  way  :  I  have  been  present  when  those  notes  have  been  brought     Hth  May  1853. 

in  from  a  voter  recommending  A  and  B ;  those  recommendations  have  been  filed,  and  then,       

prior  to  the  election,  tickets  have  been  made  out  with  the  name  of  the  party  who  has  been 
recommended,  and  those  tickets  are  given  out  on  the  morning  of  the  nomination  day  to  the 
parties  who  are  entitled  according  to  such  recommendations,  then  at  the  close  of  the  elec- 
tion the  parties  holding  the  tickets  present  them,  and  they  get  payment  for  the  tickets. 

122.  Did  you  ever  faiow  of  the  tickets  being  sold  ? — I  have  heard  of  it. 

123.  And  that  they  have  passed  for  money  or  money's  worth  ? — ^Yes. 

124.  Sold  by  the  parties  whose  names  they  bore  or  sold  by  the  voter  ? — Sold  by  the 
voter  and  by  the  parties  whose  names  they  bore. 

125.  Both  ? — Yes,  both  cases. 

126.  Thay  would  be  worth,  I  suppose,  the  niunber  of  days  they  represent  ? — Yes,  tnat 
occurred  in  one  or  two  instances. 

127.  What  is  the  object  of  this  circuitous  mode  of  bribery? — I  imagine  before  the 
Reform  Act  the  freemen  demanded  it  as  matter  of  right. 

128.  Demanded  what?— The  colour  tickets, 

129.  Did  they  always  bear  the  same  price  ? — I  believe  so. 

130.  Five  shillings  each  day  ? — Yes. 

131.  Do  you  mean  immediately  prior  to  the  Reform  Act  that  this  was  ? — Yes. 

132.  Are  you  aware  that  long  prior  to  the  Reform  Act  an  Act  was  passed  making  it 
ill^al  to  give  tickets  of  this  kind  ? — Yes,  I  think  there  was ;  the  7th  &  8th  Geo.  IV.  was 
the  statute  that  applies  to  bows,  colours,  and  ribbons. 

133.  Notwithstanding  that  Act,  you  say  that  down  to  the  period  of  the  passing  of  the 
Reform  Act  the  freemen  continued  to  demand  these  colour  tickets  as  of  right  ?  - 1  have 
heard  so. 

134.  The  learned  Commissioner  does  not  mean  the  Ribbon  Act ;  the  Act  referred  to  is 
the  Act  which  was  passed  to  prevent  the  practice  of  giving  head  money.  Are  you  aware 
of  that  Act  ?— I  had  very  little  to  do  prior  to  that  with  it. 

136.  But  are  you  aware  of  the  Act  ? — Yes. 

136.  The  question  directs  your  attention  to  this  :  Was  it  the  practice  in  this  dty, 
previous  to  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act,  to  give  head  money  indiscriminately  on  both 
sides  ? — To  give  colour  tickets.  • 

137.  Did  that  represent  head  money? — You  might  term  it  as  head  money;  it  is  so 
much  per  day  for  the  ticket. 

138.  The  practice,  you  say,  was  then  general  ? — I  have  heard  so. 

139.  And  you  say,  within  your  knowledge,  although  not  practised  at  the  last  election, 
it  was  general  also  among  the  liberal  party  before  that  election  ? —As  to  firemen  and 
electors  receiving  them. 

140.  As  to  colour  tickets? — As  to  colour  tickets  in  the  way  I  have  described,  by  free- 
men or  electors  delivering  a  recommendation,  and  then  the  parties  receiving  the  tickets. 

141.  It  was  general  on  both  sides  previous  to  the  last  election  ? — Yes,  general  on  both 
sides,  previous  to  1850. 

142.  And  at  the  last  election  you  say  it  continued  to  be  the  general  practice  among 
the  purple  and  orange  ? — It  did. 

143.  And  upon  that  occasion  the  blues,  that  is  the  Liberals,  did  not  practise  it  ? — They 
did  not.  Mr.  Cooper  was  employed,  who  will  explain  to  you  how  it  was  that  pai-ties  were 
appointed. 

144.  Why  did  the  blues,  having  practised  it  at  every  preceding  election,  not  practise  it 
at  the  last  ? — Because  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  WilUam  Somerville,  knowing  it  to  be 
illegal,  were  determined  to  resist  it. 

145.  It  was  therefore  not  on  account  of  any  change  that  had  taken  place  in  the  dispo- 
sition of  the  blues  themselves,  but  it  was  owing  to  the  wish  of  the  then  candidates  ?— It 
was,  and  those  were  the  positive  instructions  given  by  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William 
SomerviUe  ;  they  both  distinctly  stated  that  if  it  woidd  cost  them  a  shilling  they  would 
not  pay  it  to  carry  their  election. 

146.  Did  they  state  that  to  you  ?— They  did,  and  told  me  particularly  that  they  would 
pay  nothing  but  the  l^al  and  legitimate  expensea 

147.  On  what  occasion  did  they  make  that  statement  ? — In  several  instances. 

148.  What  gave  them  cause  to  make  that  statement  ?— In  consequence  of  these  recom- 
mendations bemg  delivered  in. 

149.  By  whom  ? — By  the  voters. 

150.  Largely  ?— Yes. 

151.  As  largely  as  ever  ? — Yes,  until  they  found  they  could  not  obtain  tickets,  then 
they  ceased  sending  them  in.  I  have  in  court  a  large  packet  which  upon  that  occasion 
were  delivered  in. 

152.  Do  you  produce  those  recommendations  ? — Yes. 

(The  witness  handed  in  a  large  packet  of  recommendations.) 

153.  Did  you  attend  the  committee  ? — I  did. 

164.  When  those  recommendations  were  given  in  ?-^Yes. 
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Mr.  John  Art*.         156.  What  view  did  the  oomnuttee  of  Sir  William  Somerville  wi4  Colonel  Romilly 

take  of  that  practice  ? — They  coincided  that  none  should  be  issued. 

Uth  May  18SS.         isg.  Before  Sir  William  Soverville  and  Colonel  Romilly  had  stated  so  strongly  their 
—  ■■  own  private  and  conscientious  objections  to  a  practice  largely  prevailing  in  Canterbury 

what  view  had  their  committee  taken  of  it  ?-r.This  course  was  also  adopted  in  1850  by 
the  committee,  and  it  was  carried  out  in  1852. 

157.  That  is  not  an  answer  to  my  question  ? — ^The  committee  were  also  determined 
not  to  issue  tickets ;  there  might  be  some  few  members  anxious  to  do  it,  but  the  majority 
I  should  say  were  decidedly  opposed  to  it. 

158.  Before  Sir  Williain  Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly  had  stated  any  objection  ?—  Yes. 

159.  Before  Colonel  Romilly  had  stated  any  objection  in  1850  ?— Yes. 

160.  Will  you  give  the  names  of  the  gentlemen  being  members  of  the  committee  who 
were  in  fiivour  of  the  old  practice  ?— I  cannot  recollect  now. 

161.  It  was  only  last  year ;  was  Mr,  Cooper  one  ? — I  assure  you  I  cannot  recollect. 

162.  Was  Mr.  Cooper  one  of  those  who  thought  the  old  practice  should  be  adhered  to  ? 
— I  believe  not. 

163.  Give  me  the  name  of  one? — I  cannot  recollect  at  the  present  moment. 

164.  Were  you  one  of  those  who  thought  you  had  better  adhere  to  the  old  practice  1— 
.      No. 

165.  How  long  have  you  changed  your  mind  ? — I  was  always  against  it. 

166.  Have  you  always  so  represented  it  ? — Yes  ;  and  I  never  recommended  a  colour- 
man  in  my  life. 

167.  I  understood  you  to  say,  at  an  earlier  period  of  your  examination,  that  at  previous 
elections  you  gave  orders  on  recommendations  for  colcHir  tickets  ? — I  filed  them ;  I  did  not 
give  the  orders ;  as  they  were  delivered  in  I  and  others  filed  them. 

168.  For  what  purpose  did  you  file  them  ?— They  were  filed  for  the  purpose  of  cards 
being  issued  to  the  parties  entitled  to  them. 

169.  Then  you  participated  in  the  practice  ? — I  received  them  in  the  conmiittee  as  any 
other  party  might  have  dona 

J  To.  And  as  a  member  of  the  committee  ?— Yes. 

171.  You  did  not  set  your  face  against  the  practice  then  ? — I  told  them  of  the  illegality 
at  the  time. 

172.  But  still  you  filed  them  for  the  purpose  of  these  tickets  being  issued  ? — Yes,  I  and 
othei-s  did.  , 

173.  I  understood  you  to  say  just  now  that  you  had  always  opposed  yourself  to  Una 
practice  ? — ^Yes. 

174.  Do  you  consider  that  that  statement  is  ccmsistent  with  the  statement  you  just 
now  made ;  namely,  that  as  they  came  in,  you  and  others  filed  them  for  the  purpose  of 
colour  tickets  being  issued  in  ccmformity  with  the  reconmiendations  so  sent  ? — Yes  ;  that 
was  the  then  practice. 

175.  Then  you  did  not  oppose  the  then  practice  ? — I  might  have  spoken  against  it 

'  176.  You  spoke  against  it,  but  you  acted  in  conformity  with  it? — I  had  no  power 
over  it  myself 

177.  You  were  asked  at  what  period  you  first  refused  to  have  anything  to  do  with  the 
practice  ? — I  never  became  until  the  year  1837 — I  think  that  was  about  the  year — what 
was  considered  an  agent  to  attend  to  the  legal  department,  such  as  getting  the  necessary 
things  out  for  carrying  on  the  election,  and  firom  that  period  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that 
I  as  an  individual  always  set  myself  against  it,  expressed  myself  against  it  notwithstand- 
ing I  might  subsequently  with  others  have  filed  those  recommendations. 

178.  When  did  you  cease  to  take  part  in  the  practice  of  filing  recommendations  with 
a  view  to  the  issuing  of  colour  tickets  ? — In  1847  was  the  last  time  I  filed  with  a  view 
of  issuing  them. 

179.  Therefore  your  change  of  practice  was  coincident  with  Colonel  RomiUy's  presence 
in  the  borough,  and  signifying  his  stroi^o;  personal  objections  to  having  anything  to  do 
with  the  practice  at  all? — In  1850  there  was  no  necessity  for  them,  and  in  1852  there 
was  a  determination  not  to  have  any. 

180.  I  thought  you  said  in  1850  you  anticipated  a  contest  ? — We  did. 

181.  And  that  you  took  all  the  necessary  measures  with  a  view  to  a  contest  down 
almost  to  the  day  of  the  Section  ? — Yes. 

182.  Among  other  measures  necessary  to  insure  the  success  of  that  election  would  not 
the  practice  of  colour  tickets  have  been  resorted  to,  but  for  the  objections  entertained  by 
Colonel  Romilly  ? — ^Yes. 

183.  Then  the  practice  ceased  in  1850,  in  consequence  of  Colonel  RomiUy's  personal 
objections  to  it,  and  not  in  consequence  of  your  opposition  to  it  ?— Not  in  consequence  of 
my  opposition.     I  was  only  an  individual. 

184.  Did  you  know  whether  any  colour  tidkets  were  issued  in  the  election  of  1850  ? — 
I  believe  Mr.  Cooper,  who  is  here,  will  explain  to  you  the  manner  in  which  they  were 
issued     I  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  1850  or  1852. 

185.  Were  recommendations  not  sent  in.  I  am  not  asking  whether  you  sent  ihe 
tickets  with  your  own  hands,  but  do  you  know  whether  colour  tickets  were  distributed 
at  the  election  of  1850  ? — I  believe  Mr.  Cooper  was  employed  to  select  certain  parties  to 
carry  the  colours  in  1850  and  1852^ 
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186.  I  am  now  asking  you   about  1850,  when  Colonel  Romilly  first  stood,   when      Mr.  John  Arts. 

Mr.  Vance  also  was  in  the  field,  and  canvajased,  and  withdrew  a  day  or  two  before  the  

nomination ;  at  that  election  do  you  know  whether  colour  tickets  were  distributed  to  the     14th  May  1853. 

electors  ? — ^They  wei:^  distributed,  but  I  cannot  tell  you  to  whom  they  were,  because  I       • 

had  nothing  to  do  with  them. 

187.  I  am  asking  you  whether  you  know  the  fact  that  in  the  election  of  1850,  when 
there  was  no  contest,  but  a  contest  expected,  whether  colour  tickets  were  distributed 
then  sfl  had  been  done  on  previous  elections  ? — Colour  tickets  were  then  distributed,  but 
I  cannot  tell  whether  they  were  distributed  as  previously  to  that  time. 

188.  You  know  that  they  were  distributed  ?— They  were  distributed.  Mr.  Cooper  was 
employed  for  that  purpose. 

18,9.  Then  your  answer  was  not  quite  candid.  The  impression  made  upon  my  mind 
was  the  practice  had  been  discontinued  in  1850,  now  it  appears  the  practice  remained  in 
1850  the  same  as  in  all  previous  years,  with  this  exception^  that  there  being  no  contest 
the  tickets  were  not  paid  ? — No.  In  1860  the  practice  continued  for  voters  to  send  in 
recommendations ;  in  1850  and  in  1852  a  difierent  arrangement  was  made,  of  which 
Mr.  Cooper  can  give  you  every  explanation.  I  had  no  knowledge  of  1850,  and,  if  you 
will  permit  me,  I  will  assign  the  reason :  that  was  a  very  sudden  afiair,  and  we  were  in 
a  veiy  great  dilemma,  in  fact  I  had  a  very  great  difficulty  to  get  the  materials  ready, 
and,  therefore,  so  fer  as  the  colour  department  might  be  concerned,  I  bad  not  the  slightest 
whatever  to  do  with  it ;  I  had  quite  enough  to  do  to  get  the  inspectors  books,  the 
marking  sheets,  and  so  many  different  things  connected  with  the  election,  and  therefore 
I  had  no  time,  and  neither  did  I  attend  to  it. 

190.  Have  you  any  doubt  had  Mr.  Vance  come  to  the  poll  but  what  those  colour 
tickets  would  have  been  honoured? — Yes,  certainly,  I  believe  they  would  have  been 
issued. 

191.  Honoured ;  would  they  have  recJeived  payment  ? — I  have  no  doubt  a  different 
course  would  have  been  pmrnted  supposing  Mr.  Vance  had  come  to  the  poll;  not 
having  come  to  the  poll,  certain  persons  were  employed  to  carry  the  colours  ;  had  there 
been  a  contest,  in  all  probabilHy  they  would  have  resorted  to  other  means,  by  recom- 
mending as  heretofore. 

192.  In  the  election  d  1852,  when  your  party  declined  to  issue  the  colour  tickets, 
do  you  think  you  lost  the  election  by  that  ? — I  think  it  tended  veiy  much  to  lose  it. 

193.  Do  you  think  so? — I  think  if  colour  tickets  had  been  given  the  result  would 
have  been  different,  because  parties  went  away  disgusted. 

194.  You  think  a  body  ©f  electors  went  over  to  the  other  side  disgusted  with  your 
not  issuing  colour  tickets  ? — Yes. 

195.  How  many  ? — Probably  two  or  three  hundred. 

196.  Two  or  three  hundred  went  away  in  disgust  firom  your  committee*room  on 
that  account  ? — They  came  to  us  with  shoals  of  recommendations,  which  I  have  got  here ; 
they  found  they  could  not  obtain  them,  and  they  went  away  in  disgust. 

197.  Who  were  the  parties  who  generally  sent  in  recommendations,  householders  or 
fireemen  ? — BotL  Those  are  a  portion  of  them  which  have  been  before  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  ;  these  were  transmitted  to  Mr.  Coppock,  and  I  have  received 
them  back. 

198.  Do  you  suppose,  independent  of  their  wish  to  serve  their  relations  and  fiiends  by 
reason  of  these  recommendations,  that  it  has  ever  been  the  practice  to  any  extent  for  the 
electors  to  sell  these  recommettdatiens  ? — I  have  heard  that  it  was  the  practice  at  the 
last  election  to  dispose  of  the  tickets. 

199.  Did  it  extensively  prevail  ? — I  know  an  instance  ^ere  parties  have  bought 
B(»ne. 

2W.  Bought  the  recommendations,  not  the  coloured  tickets?  —  No;  I  mean  the 
coloured  tickets. 

201.  You  are  not  aware  of  there  being  a  market  for  the  sale  of  these  recommendations  ? 
— No  ;  the  market  has  been  for  the  tickets.    , 

202.  For  the  tickets  after  they  have  been  issued  ? — Yes. 

203.  What  are  the  nominal  duties  of  the  colourmen  ? — To  cany  the  fiags  on  the  day 
of  nomination  and  election. 

204.  You  say  there  are  some  hundreds  of  colourmen  engaged  on  either  side  ?— Yes. 

205.  They  are  not  all  carrying  colours  ? — Certainly  not. 

206.  What  are  the  duties  of  those  not  actually  bearing  colours ;  are  they  nominal 
duties  ? — They  have  no  duties  at  all,  in  fact 

207.  It  has  been  stated  .in  evidence  before  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
that  they  are  all  bound  to  attend  the  colours ;  what  is  the  meaning  of  that  ? — I  believe 
when  the  procession,  the  band,  and  colours  precede  the  candidate,  that  the  others  then 
fcHrm  in  a  body,  probably  to  protect  the  colours.  I  believe  that  to  be  the  principal 
I  am  not  so  well  versed  in  this  as  to  be  able  to  explain. 

208.  Does  this  practice  give  rise  to  riots  ? — There  have  been  instances,  of  course,  when 
the  pcurties  get  elated  with  beer ;  they  meet  each  other  and  naturally  a  disturbance  will 
ensue. 

209.  That  is,  the  colourmen  meet  each  other? — Yes. 
210..  Ajre  they  some  hundreds  ateong  oil  lM>ih  iddes?-^ 
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242.  Who  was  youi-  informant  ?-~I  heard  Edwin  Hayward  say  so.  Mr.  John  Arh. 

2 1?3.  He  admitted  it  ?— Yes.     Henry  White  is  the  next.  — 

24'4'.  Was  that  a  case  brought  before  the  Committee  ? — Yes.  Hth  May  185S. 

245.  Axe  all  these  money  bribes  ? — Yes ;  he  received  5L  from  his  son  John  White.  ■ 

246.  Who  is  your  informant  there  ? — Henry  White  himself  made  a  statement  to  me. 

247.  Perhaps  I  can  assist  you.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  William  Hadley  was 
bribed  ?— I  have. 

248.  All  my  questions  are  now  applicable  to  direct  money  bribes,  and  have  no  reference 
to  colours  or  messengers  ? — Yes,  exactly. 

249.  Who  is  your  informant  there  ? — H8<iley  himself.  There  is  an  error  in  that  list 
made  by  Mr.  Coppock  in  stating  certain  parties  had  bribed  certain  individuals,  but  it 
came  out  in  evidence  his  list  was  wrong. 

250.  You  will  set  that  right  as  I  ask  you.  You  have  reason  to  believe  William 
Hadley  was  bribed  ;  with  what  amount  ? — 51. 

251.  Who  by  ? — By  James  Kelson  at  the  Malt  Shovel. 

252.  Who  was  your  informant  ? — William  Hadley. 

253.  Had  you  reason  to  believe  Thomas  Brown  was  bribed  ? — Yes.  I  have  his  state^ 
ment,  if  you  will  permit  me  for  one  moment  to  refer  to  it. 

254.  What  amoimt  ? — 10a.  first,  and  then  SI.  10a.  afterwards. 

255.  ^^4  in  all  ?— Yes. 

256.  Who  was  the  briber  ? — James  Kelson. 

257.  Who  was  your  informant  ? — Thomas  Brown  made  a  statement  to  me. 

258.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  James  Burt,  junior, was  bribed  ?— I  heard  so,  but  I  can- 
not speak  as  to  the  direct  sum  ;  in  fact,  I  have  merely  heard,  but  my  informant  was  Hills. 

259.  Who  is  he  ?— He  is  in  court,  William  Hills.  He  was  employed  by  Mr.  Coppock 
to  get  up  evidence  and  to  assist. 

260.  You  do  not  know  the  amount,  nor  the  party  supposed  to  bribe  ? — No. 

261.  John  Twynam  Burt  ? — From  the  same  source  of  information,  fi*om  Hills. 

262.  And  that  you  have  only  a  suspicion  of  ?— That  is  alL 

263.  Dennis  Jeanes,  have  you  reason  to  believe  that  he  was  bribed  ?—  Yes ;  I  have 
reason  to  believe  so. 

264.  Have  you  any  reason  to  know  the  amount  ?  —  I  have  heard. 

265.  Tell  us?—  5?. ;  but  not  the  person  who  paid  it ;  it  was  merely  a  report  at  the 
time.  I  have  no  direct  knowledge  of  it  myself.  I  did  not  know  it  from  the  voter  him- 
self, but  from  other  parties.  . 

266.  These  that  I  have  named  to  you,  are  they  freemen  or  householders  ? — Hadley  is 
a  freeman.  Brown  is  a  freeman,  and  the  two  Whites,  Henry  and  John,  are  fi-eemen. 

267.  We  have  not  got  to  the  Whites  yet     Is  Edwin  Hayward  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

268.  James  Burt  ?— Yes. 

269.  Are  both  the  Burts  freemen  ? — Yes. 

270.  Is  Jeanes  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

271.  What  did  Jeanes  receive? — I  have  heard  ol,  but  I  cannot  say  from  whons 

272.  You  cannot  say  from,  nor  what  ? — No. 

273.  Who  was  your  informant  ? — Hills. 

274.  Edward  Jeanes  ? — The  same. 

275.  ^6,  you  believe  ? —Yes. 

276.  And  the  same  informant?— Yes. 

277.  James  Jeanes,  is  that  the  same  ? — Yes,  the  same. 

278.  Are  both  the  Jeanes's  freemen  ? — Yta 

279.  Thomas  Finn  ? — Will  you  allow  me  to  say,  that  tliis  list  is  made  out,  not  from 
my  information  solely,  but  I  believe  Mr.  Coppock  obtained  tlie  information  from  other 
parties  besides  ma 

280.  Do  you  think  Mr.  Coppock  knew  more  of  Mr.  Thomas  Finn  than  you  did  ?  Have 
you  reason  to  believe  Thomas  Finn  was  bribed  ?  —I  have  heard  so. 

281.  Who  told  you  ?— Tliis  was  Hills  also. 

282.  Was  Finn  a  freeman  ? — He  is  a  freeman. 

283.  Have  you  reason  to  know  the  amount  ?-  No. 

284.  James  Finn  ?— The  same,  but  I  cannot  speak  to  the  amount.  William  Hum- 
phrey Finn,  the  same,  freeman. 

285.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  he  was  bribed  ?— Yes,  from  what  I  heard,  but  I  have 
never  heard  the  amoimt. 

286.  Edwin  Jennings? -Yes,  by  Kelson. 

287.  Is  he  a  freeman  ? — Yes,  he  is  a  freeman. 

288.  When  you  say  they  are  freemen,  are  they  persons  who  also  occupy  lOl.  houses? 
—  Some  of  these  do ;  many  of  these  had  a  double  qualification. 

289.  Distinguish  between  those  who  are  freemen  and  would  not  be  able  to  vote,  if 
they  were  not  freemen,  and  those  who  are  freemen  and  at  the  same  time  lOL  house-   • 
holders.     Take  Edwin  Hayward,  is  he  a  freeman  ? — He  is  a  freeman,  but  not  a  10/. 
householder. 

290.  Henry  White  ?— He  is  a  freeman  only. 

291.  Hadley  ? — He  is  a  freeman  only. 


292.  Thomas  Brown  ?— Freeman  only. 
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Mr  Jokn  Arts.         293.  James  Burt  ?— Freeman  only. 

'  294.  JohnTurymanBurt?— Freeman  only. 

14.th  May  1853.        295.  Dennis  Jeanes,  Edward  Jeanes,  and  James  Jeanes?— All  three  of  those  Jeanes's 
are  freemen  only. 

296.  Thomas  Finn,  James  Finn,  and  William  Humpliry  Finn  ? — James  Fmn  appears 
to  be  a  householder  only  and  not  a  freeman ;  William  Humphry  Finn  senior  is  a  freeman 

only. 

297.  Do  you  mean  that  they  are  only  down  in  the  register  as  freemen  ? — ^Yes,   they 

are  on  the  register  in  a  double  capacity. 

298.  Are  there  not  many  persons  who  are  freemen,  and  who  are  down  in  the  register 
merely  in  the  single  capacity  of  freemen,  but  who  occupy  lOZ.  houses? — Yes,  there  are 

many. 

299.  Of  these  that  you  have  named  ? — No,  not  these. 

300.  I  want  to  direct  your  attention  particularly  to  the  distinction  of  persons  who  are 
freemen  and  who  would  not  have  the  right  of  voting  were  they  not  freemen,  and  persons 
who  are  freemen  and  who  would  also  have  the  right  of  voting  even  if  they  were  not 
freemen,  whether  they  are  down  upon  the  register  or  not? — In  some  instances  the  over- 
seers of  parishes  insert  all  parties  entitled,  whether  they  are  freemen  or  not,  and  in  some 
instances  the  overseers  exclude  those  who  are  freemen,  although  they  may  be  entitled 
to  be  down  as  lOi.  householders. 

301.  You  say  in  some  instances.  Is  it  generally  done  ?— No,  it  is  not  generally  done, 
it  is  only  with  a  few  overseers.  We  have  fourteen  parishes  in  the  city,  and  ten  or 
twelve  parts  of  parishes  formerly  in  the  county  of  Kent,  which  are  now  annexed  to 
the  borough,  and  different  overseers  have  different  notions.  There  is  great  difficulty 
always  with  the  registration  on  that  account. 

302.  Thomas  Finn,  is  he  a  freeman  only  ? — There  is  a  James  Finn  I  find  as  a  house- 
holder. 

303.  We  will  not  trouble  you  ;  we  shall  find  it  necessary  to  call  all  these  parties  before 
us  and  it  will  be  within  their  knowledge  more  than  yours  ;  we  will  go  through  the  list. 
Edwin  Jennings,  you  say,  you  have  reason  to  know  the  same  ? — I  believe  it  was  5L 
from  Kelson. 

304.  Edwin  Jennings  you  have  reason  to  believe  was  bribed  by  Kelson  with  51  ? — ^Yes. 

306.  Was  that  Hills'  authority  ? — No,  that  is  the  man  ;  I  saw  him  himself. 
•    306.  Edwin  Jennings  admitted  it  ? — Yes. 

307.  And  John  Jennings  ?  —That  I  know  nothing  of. 

808.  Edwin  Hayward  ? — ^You  akeady  have  him  by  Kelson. 

309.  William  Smith  ? — I  do  not  know  anything  of  him. 

310.  Richard  Cook?— That  was  an  error  in  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Coppock 

311.  You  know  nothing  of  him  ? — Cook  stated  he  was  bribed  by  Thomas  Munns. 

312.  Is  that  so,  did  he  state  it  to  you  ? — Not  to  me,  I  heard  it  in  the  committee. 

313.  Did  you  hear  him  state  it  ? — Yes,  in  the  committee-room. 

314..  James  Clackett? — ^No,  I  do  not  know  anything  about  him.  In  &xit,  in  justice  to 
that  man,  I  may  say  I  saw  him,  and  he  denied  all  knowledge  of  the  bribe. 

315.  Thomas  Best? — I  heard  that  he  received  30*. 

316.  Who  told  you? — My  informant  was  Hills;  he  is  a  bricklayer  or  bricklayer's 
labourer. 

317.  Who  bribed  him  ? — I  never  heard  the  name. 

318.  Thomas  Josslyn  ? — I  know  nothing  of  the  Josslyns. 

319.  There  are  four  of  them  ? — Yes,  four  of  them. 

320.  Caspar  Mottershead  ?— I  never  heard  of  any  direct  money  there. 

321.  William  Collison  ? — That  is  by  colour  ticket. 

322.  William  Jeanes  again  ? — I  know  nothing  of  that. 

323.  John  Stringer  ? — Nor  of  that. 

324.  John  Roalfe  junior  ? — Not  of  that. 

325.  William  Newing  ?— Not  of  that. 

326.  Edward  Hamden  ?— No,  I  know  nothing  more  of  those  that  follow.  They  appear 
to  be  aU  colour  tickets. 

327.  You  are  reading  from  a  list,  are  you  not  ? — Yes,  I  am. 

328.  For  what  object  was  that  list  prepared?— It  was  necessary  by  the  forms  of  the 
House  to  deliver  in  a  list  to  the  Committee.     It  is  a  copy  of  that  which  you  hold  in  your 

hand« 

329.  All  those  in  which  the  names  of  the  bribers  are  "  Dr.  Lochee  or  George  Frederick 
Smith,  by  colour  tickets."     Those  are  colour  ticket  cases  ?  -I  believe  they  are. 

33o!  Pass  over  them.     John  Gardner  ?— Yes. 

331.  Do  you  know  anything  of  that  ? — I  recollect  11.  from  Henry  Admans.  That  was 
from  his  statement,  one  sovereign  he  said  he  received  from  Henry  Admans. 

332.  How  did  you  get  the  iiS^rmation  ?— From  himself. 

333.  Thomas  Brown  ?  —  I  gave  that  before,  I  think,  U.  10«.,  first,  and  3Z.  10a.,  afterwards 
by  Kelson. 

334.  And  the  three  Whites,— Charles,  Henry  and  John  ?— I  gave  you  Henry  51,  and  I 
think  Charles  3?.     I  have  got  his  statement  here. 

33.5.  John  White  ? — I  know  nothing  against  Jt>hn  White. 
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386.  Was  he  exftmined  before  the  Oomimttee  of  the  House  of  Commons  ?— No,  he  ab-     Mr.  John  Aris. 
sconded,  and  we  were  unable  to  find  him.  •    *  • 

337.  Where  is  he  now?— I  believe  he  has  been  served,  I  am  not  certain.     He  was     1 4th  May  1853. 

served  with  the  Speaker's  warrant,  and  when  they  endeavoured  to  notify  him  he  was      '- ■ 

absent.  .    - 

338.  How  long  did  he  remain  absent  ? — Until  some  time  after  the  Committee  broke  up. 

339.  You  mean  in  the  present  Parliament  ?— Yes,  and  Tliomas  Brown  the  same. 

340.  Has  no  proceeding  been  taken  against  him  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
— Not  any, 

341.  He  disobeyed  the  Speaker's  warrant,  and  has  since  returned  ? — Yes. 

342.  And  no  proceeding  has  been  taken  against  him  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  punish  him  for  the  contempt  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  of  I  was  examined  as  to 
the  service  of  the  Speaker  s  warraiit. 

343.  I  understand  you  he  was  notified  ? — No,  we  endeavoured  to  notify  him ;  he  was 
absent,  he  had  been  served  with  the  Speaker  s  warrant,  and  when  we  tried  to  notify  him 
he  was  absent,  and  the  same  with  Thomas  Brown. 

344.  Do  you  know  if  they  have  returned  ? — I  have  heard  they  have  returned 

345.  You  have  given  us  some  very  valuable  information,  are  you  able  to  give  us  any 
more  ? — I  am  not  aware  that  I  am  in  possession  of  any  more.  If  you  will  permit  me,  I  wiU 
look  over  the  papers ;  I  have  statements  made  to  me  by  voters,  evidence  that  1  got  up  in 
support  of  the  petition ;  they  might  be  classified  ;  I  have  evidence  as  to  parties  being  put 
on  as  messengers. 

346.  Were  there  no  messengers  put  on  upon  your  side  at  this  last  election  ?  —Yes,  there 
were. 

347.  Were  there  not  as  many  as  80  or  100  messengers  put  on  on  your  side  ? — No. 

348.  How  many  were  put  on,  about  ?  —  I  should  say,  to  my  own  knowledge,  there  must 
have  been  about  probably  fourteen  or  sixteen. 

349.  Not  more  ?  —No ;  I  can  only  speak  to  theuL  Mr.  Cooper  had  the  paying  of  the 
messengers,  and  he  will  explain  so  to  you,  who  they  were  and  what  they  were  paid. 
There  were  two  committee-rooms  which  the  Liberal  party  had,  one  at  the  coach  office 
opposite  Burgess  s,  and  for  three  or  four  days  or  a  week  there  was  another  committee- 
room  engaged  opposite  at  a  Mr.  George  Davey's.  There  were  two  messengers  employed 
at  Burgess's  room,  and  then  on  the  day  of  the  election  there  were  messengers  employed  to 
go  to  the  booths  and  fetch  the  fly  sheets  and  biing  them  to  the  committee,  to  enable  the 
committee  to  work  them  off*.  Those  are  the  only  parties  that  I  am  aware  of  that  were 
employed. 

350.  Were  they  voters  ?— Yes,  they  were. 

351.  Were  the  polling  places  in  different  parts  of  the  town,  or  at  one  place  ?— There 
were  seven  different  polling  places,  and  those  some  distance  from  each  other. 

352.  Were  there  many  bill-stickers  and  bill-bearers  or  persons  of  that  kind  employed  ? 
—Those  men,  I  think  their  names  were  John  Crippin  and  Thomas  Gumey,  were  employed 
in  distributing  bills. 

353.  Were  there  more  employed  than  usual  ? — No. 

354.  How  many  persons  one  way  and  another,  messengers,  colourmen,  bill-stickers,  bill- 
bearers,  or  in  any  other  capacity,  were  employed  on  your  side  at  the  last  election,  or  put 
on? — I  cannot  distinctly  speak  to  the  number  of  colourmen  who  were  employed  or 
engaged  by  Mr.  Cooper. 

355.  Put  on  ? — Put  on.  I  can  only  speak  as  to  messengers  within  my  own  knowledge, 
and  I  shoxdd  say  as  I  have  stated  just  now. 

356.  Were  there  others  besides  the  messengers  ? — There  were  colourmen  employed. 

357.  Give  the  different  heads  and  different  classes  that  were  employed  ? — There  was  a 
committee-clerk  employed,  one  Henry  Taylor. 

358.  Were  there  any  bainds  of  music  ? — Oh  yes,  there  was  a  band  ;  I  believe  Mr.  Brent 
engaged  the  band. 

359.  How  many  were  there  in  the  band  ? — I  do  not  know  ;  I  did  hear  they  had  251. 
a  day. 

360.  Were  there  any  in  the  band  who  were  not  musicians  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  o£ 

361.  Give  us  all  the  classes  besides  those  you  have  named,  imder  the  heads  under  whidi 
people  were  put  on  ? — I  believe  a  Mr  Hobday  was  engaged. 

362.  As  what  ? — To  select  the  band  ;  for  which  I  also  heard  he  was  paid  251  a  day. 
Mr.  Brent  is  here,  he  will  explain  it  more  particularly. 

363.  Is  Hobday  a  musician  ?— Yes,  he  is. 

364.  jt25  a  day,  for  how  many  days  ? — Two  days. 
865.  ^50?— Yes. 

366.  Besides  what  was  paid  for  the  band  ?—  No,  he  was  engaged  to  furnish  a  band  at 
25i.  a  day. 

367.  Were  there  no  other  heads  of  employment  or  putting  on  within  your  knowledge 
besides  those  you  have  specified  ? — No  ;  I  am  not  aware  of  any. 

368.  I  see  there  were  five  candidates  ?— Yes,  there  were. 

369.  And  that  Mr.  Smythe  polled  the  smallest  number  of  votes  ?— Yes,  he  did.  ' 

370.  Was  his  appearance  at  this  election  unexpected  ?— No,  because  he  had  always 
stated,  I  imderstood,  that  he  would  come. 
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Mr.Jakn  Arii.         871.  But  at  the  last  moment  waa  it  unexpected  ?— No,  it  was  always  expected  that 

—  he  would  go  to  the  poll. 
14th  May  1853,         372.  From  the  first  ?— Yes. 
373.  Did  he  canvass  ? — Oh  yes,  he  canvassed. 

374.  From  the  first  ?— Yes. 

375.  May  I  ask  you,  as  you  are  aware  of  what  passed  in  the  committee-room,  had  the 
resolution  of  the  committee  not  to  distribute  colour  tickets,  or  to  engage  in  any  way  in 
corrupt  practices,  anything  whatever  to  do  with  the  fiswjt  of  Mr.  Smythe  being  a 
candidate  ? — I  believe  not ;  as  I  said  before ;  that  Colonel  RomiUy  and  Sir  William 
Somerville  had  made  up  their  minds  not  to  resort  to  those  practices  at  alL 

376.  Was  it  considered  the  fiwjt  of  Mr.  Smythe  standing  at  all  was  fevoiurable  or 
unfiivourable  to  the  chances  of  Sir  William  Somerville  and  Colonel  RomiUy? — His 
standing  was  decidedly  unfa^vourable  ;  and  also,  in  addition  to  that,  not  issuing  colour 
tickets. 

377.  By  itself  it  was  unfavourable  ? — Yes,  it  was. 

378.  The  committee  considered  what  chances  Sir  WiUiam  Somerville  and  Colonel 
Bomilly  had  otherwise  were  considerably  diminished  by  the  fiwjt  of  Mr.  Smythe  per- 
sisting to  stand  as  a  candidate ;  is  that  so  ? — Yes  ;  because  it  created  a  disimion  among 
the  party. 

379.  Then  do  I  understand  that  from  the  first  Sir  WiUiam  SomerviUe  and  Colonel 
RomiUy  despaired  of  succeeding  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

380.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  that  anticipation  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  deter- 
mination to  which  their  committee  came,  not  to  bribe  nor  to  treat,  nor  to  distribute  colour 
tickets  ?— I  knew  that  they  were  determined  not  to  do  so. 

381.  Was  it  in  any  way  connected  with  that  anticipation  of  theirs  ? — No,  I  think  not. 

382.  Did  it  influence  your  mind  to  any  extent  ? — No,  it  did  not  influence  my  mind, 
because  I  made  up  my  mind  on  one  particular  course,  and  that  course  I  always 
pursued. 

383.  You  say  by  Mr.  Smythe  coming  into  the  field  that  your  chances  were  dimi- 
nished ? — Yes. 

384.  Did  you  discuss  it  in  committee  how  you  could  make  your  candidate  safe  ? — ^The 
fact  is,  as  to  the  discussion, 

385.  Did  you  discuss  in  committee  how  you  could  make  your  candidate  safe  ?  —No, 
there  might  have  been  conversations  with  the  candidates  which  I  was  not  privy  to. 

386.  Was  it  never  suggested  that  the  mode  of  so  doing  would  be  to  be  perfectly  pure 
upon  your  side,  unseat  them  on  petition,  and  then  come  in  again  ? — There  was  something 
of  that. 

387.  And  which  was  the  origin  of  aU  this  purity  ? — Colonel  RomiUy  and  Sir  WilUam 
SomerviUe,  as  I  stated  before,  had  decided  not  to  spend  one  shUUng  iUegally,  and 
parties  were  set  to  watch  the  other  parties,  with  a  view  to  ground  a  petition, 

388.  To  make  that  petition  safe,  it  was  agreed  that  there  should  be  no  iUegal  practices 
on  the  Liberal  side  ? — Tliat  agreement  was  before  such  a  thing  entered  their  minds. 

389.  Was  that  before  Mr.  Smythe  came  in  the  field  ? — As  soon  as  they  made  their 
appearance,  Colonel  RomilUy  and  Sir  WiUiam  SomerviUe,  they  from  tliat  time  deter- 
mined what  course  they  would  pursue. 

390.  Was  Mr.  Smythe  in  the  field  then  ?— He  was. 

391.  I  beUeve  we  generally  find  that  on  all  occasions,  even  at  St.  Albans,  the  parties 
say  it  is  to  be  a  pure  election  ? — Yes,  and  Sudbury  too. 

392.  I  suppose  the  open  and  avowed  determination  of  Colonel  RomUly  and  Sir  WilUam 
Somerville  did  not  alter  the  opinions  of  the  electora  of  what  was  likely  to  take  place ; 
they  stiU  sent  in  their  demands  for  colour  tickets  ? — Oh  yes,  they  did  ;  those  continued 
untU  they  were  told  they  could  not  have  them. 

393.  Have  the  kindness  to  answer  this  question,  and  I  shall  expect  a  candid  answer 
from  you.  In  your  opinion,  had  the  chances  of  unseating  the  Toiy  candidate  nothing  to 
do  with  the  resolution  to  be  pure  on  the  part  of  the  Liberals  ?— On  the  part  of  Sir  WUliam 

.     SomerviUe  and  Colonel  RomiUy  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  that,  because  they  had  made 
up  their  minds  not  to  spend  a  shiUing  iUegaUy,  they  both  of  them  told  me  distinctly  so. 

394.  My  question,  which  I  put  to  you  some  time  ago,  was  as  to  the  committee  ? — Will 
you  aUow  me  to  explain  as  to  the  committee  ;  a  committee  lias  been  spoken  of  as  con- 
ducting the  election  of  Sir  WiUiam  Somerville  and  Colonel  RomUly  ;  in  fact,  it  was  no 
committee  at  aU,  we  seldom  or  ever  met  there,  one  used  to  iim  in,  and  another  used  to 
run  in  and  out,  there  was  nothing  decided  at  all,  they  had  no  regular  hour  and  no  re- 
gular day  of  meeting,  they  came  in  as  it  were  casuaUy,  and  anybody  that  chose  to  come 
who  considered  himself  a  member  of  the  committee. 

395.  That  is  no  answer  to  the  question ;  had  they  any  committee  or  not  ? — Yes,  it  was 
considered  a  committee,  and  Mr.  Brent,  was  considered  the  chairman,  and  Mr.  Alderman 
Plummer  the  deputy  chairman. 

396.  Then  there  must  have  been  a  committee,  of  which  there  was  a  chairman  and  a 
deputy  chairman  ?— Yes,  it  was  an  open  committee. 

'  397.  You  further  stated  just  now  there  were  discussions  in  the  committee  ? — Yes, 
occasionaUy. 
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398.  Then  there  was  a  committee.    The  question  the  Chief  Commissioner  asked  you  Mr.  John  ArU. 

some  time  ago,  and  which  I  asked  before  was  this ;  was  the  determination  to  be  pure  

adopted  in  any  way  whatever  in  connexion  with  the  prospect  of  unseating  the  Tory  14>th  May  1858, 

members  upon  petition  ? — They  determined  not  to  spend  any  money  at  all,  and  therefore,  — — - 
finding  that  the  other  parties  were  doing  so,  or  about  to  do  so,  and  were  putting  down 

colourmen,  they  then  thought  it  expedient  to  adopt  means,   in  the  event  of  their  not 
being  returned,  to  endeavour  to  find  out  evidence  to  forward  the  petition. 

399.  That  is  not  my  question ;  did  the  determination  to  be  pure  arise  out  of  their 
purpose  to  present  the  petition  ? — No,  it  arose  before. 

400.  Had  it  any  connexion  whatever  with  that  purpose  ? — I  believe  not. 

401.  You  had  been  present  on  occasions  when  the  intention  to  present  a  petition  was 
discussed ;  did  you  say  you  heard  nothing  whatever,  during  the  course  of  the  canvass  and 
contest,  firom  the  committee,  which  led  you  to  suppose  that  they  intended  to  present  a 
petition  in  the  event  of  no  success  ? — ^Yea  I  say  that  they  did  not  mean  to  pursue  any 
^Btem  of  corrupt  practice,  but  they  determined,  in  the  event  of  their  not  being  returned, 
tnat  they  would  present  a  petition. 

402.  Did  you  never  hear  it  suggested  there,  or  did  you  never  suggest  it  yourself,  that 
that  petition  would  miscarry  unless  your  own  practices  were  pure? — No,  I  made  no 
suggestion  on  the  subject. 

403.  Did  you  ever  hear  any  such  thing  suggested  ? — No.  If  you  will  allow  me,  I 
have  been  termed  the  legal  agent,  but  Colonel  Romilly  had  his  own  professional  gentle- 
man down  here.     The  Honourable  Mr.  Elliott  was  assisting  him  here  as  his  adviser. 

404.  Is  he  a  barrister  ? — Yes. 

405.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  never  heard  it  suggested  that  the  purpose 
of  seating  your  man  upon  petition  would  miscarry  if  the  purity  system  was  not  adhered 
to  ? — No,  I  am  not  aware  of  that 

406.  At  the  time  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William  Somerville  came  to  that  deter- 
mination not  to  expend  any  money  except  for  legal  purposes,  woidd  they  have  had  a 
chance  of  succeeding,  supposing  that  they  had  had  recourse  to  the  means  which  had  been 
adopted  at  previous  elections  ? — I  think,  had  they  put  down  colourmen  as  had  hitherto 
been  done,  and  if  Mr.  Smythe  had  been  out  of  the  field,  then  they  would  have  been 
returned. 

Mr.  Ballantine  Wished  the  Commissioners  to  put  some  questions  to  the  witness  on 
the  part  of  certain  parties  for  whom  he  appeared,  and  whose  names  he  had 
handed  in  to  the  Commissioners,  and  was  heard  to  contend  in  support  of  his 
right  to  do  so. 

The  Commissioners  stated,  that  they  were  of  opinion  that  they  ought  not  to  hear 
counsel  or  attomies  for  any  parties  whatever,  but  that  they  were  quite  willing 
to  receive  suggestions  which  were  likely  to  elicit  the  truth,  and  on  which  ques- 
tions might  be  asked,  whether  from  electors  or  non-electors. 

Mr.  Ballantine  stated  that  he  could  not  act  in  any  other  way  than  as  counsel,  and 
under  protest  he  must  withdraw. 

407.  Do  you  know  Thomas  Scoones  ? — Yes. 

408.  Who  is  he  ? — He  is  clerk  to  Messrs.  Kingsford,  Son,  and  Wightwick,  solicitors. 

409.  Who  are  they  ? — They  were  engaged  for  the  sitting  members. 

410.  Engaged  on  the  red  side  ? — Yes. 

411.  Do  you  know  a  man  called  "  James?" — No,  I  do  not  know  him. 

412.  A  letter  has  been  put  into  our  hands  addressed  to  that  name  ? — Yes ;  I  handed 
that  letter  up. 

413.  Explain  it  ? — That  letter  came  into  possession  of  the  mayor. 

414.  This  is  it : — "  Canterbury,  22d  of  February  1853.  Sir, — You  may  return  ;  the 
^'  members  have  lost.  Yours,  &c.,  Thomas  Scoones."  The  address  upon  the  letter  is  to 
"  Mr.  James,  of  London.  To  be  left  at  the  Post  Office,  Hull,  Yorkshire."  Is  there  a 
voter  of  that  name  ? — If  you  wiU  allow  me,  I  will  explain.  That  letter  came  into  pos- 
session of  the  mayor,  and  he  sealed  it  up  on  the  day  you  see  stated  on  the  back  of  the 
envelope,  and  gave  it  me,  thinking  some  inquiry  would  be  made  relative  to  it.  The 
question  will  be,  whether  the  Mr.  James  mentioned  there  is  not  intended  for  Mr.  James 
Kelson,  who  was  absent  when  the  inquiry  was  going  on  before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

415.  Who  is  Thomas  Scoones? — He  is  clerk  to  Kingsford,  Son,  and  Wightwick,  soli- 
citors, who  were  agents  for  the  then  sitting  members. 

416.  Is  Thomas  Scoones  in  court  ? — He  is  summoned,  and  Mr.  Heniy  Kingsford  is 
here,  Sir. 

417.  Is  Mr.  Kelson  in  Canterbury  ?— He  has  been  summoned.  I  do  not  know  whether 
he  is  here  or  not. 

James  Kelson,  sworn  and  examined.  James  Kelson. 

418.  In  February  last  were  you  at  Hull  in  Yorkshire  ?— No.  ■ 

419.  Were  you  anywhere  in  Yorkshire  ? — No. 

420.  Had  you  left  directions  with  Scoones  where  to  find  you  when  you  went  away  ?^— 
Yes. 
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42^1.  Whdre  h^d  you  told  him  you  would  be  found? — In  the  Isle  of  Man.     I  left  it 
with  Mr.  Pilcher. 

lifli  May  1858.        422.  Who  is  Mr.  Pilcher  ?--I  believe  he  is  a  clerk. 
4j23.  In  Mr.  Kingsford  s  office  ? — I  believe  he  assists  there  occasionally. 

424.  Had  you  left  no  direction  with  anybody  that  a  letter  would  find  you  at  the  Post 
Office  at  Hull  in  Yorkshire  ?— No. 

425.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  going  to  Hull  in  Yorkshire  about  the  same  time  you 
w^t  to  the  Isle  of  Man  ? — ^No. 

426.  Had  you  no  conversation  with  Pilcher  or  Scoones  about  any  letter  addressd  to 
HuU?-No. 

427.  Never  had  any  to  this  moment  ?— -No. 


Mr  W.  •/.  Cooper.  Mr*  WiLLlAM  James  Cooper,  swom  and  examined 

428.  Are  you  the  mayor  of  this  city  ? — I  am. 

429.  You  handed  a  letter  to  Mr.  Aris  on  the  14th  of  April  in  the  present  year  ? — 
Yes. 

430.  How  did  that  letter  come  to  you  ? — It  came  to  me  through  the  post,  and  being 
addressed  to  me  officially  I  took  it  to  the  council  chamber,  and  presented  it  to 
Mr.  Aris. 

431.  Is  Mr.  Aris  the  town  clerk  ? — He  is  clerk  to  the  magistrates,  and  he  said  I  had 
better  seal  it,  as  it  seemed  to  have  some  connexion  with  the  business  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, and  mention  the  date  that  I  had  placed  it  in  his  hands,  and  I  did  so. 

432.  That  is  all  you  know  of  it  ?— Yes. 

■  433.  Do   you  know  the   handwriting   of  Mr.  Scoones? — Not   at   aU.     I  have   seen 
Mr.  Scoones'  handwriting,  but  not  sufficient  to  recognize  that  to  be  his  writing. 

434.  Can  you  form  no  belief  on  the  subject,  one  way  or  another  ? — No ;  I  do  not  tiiink 
I  could. 


Tkomag  Scoones.  Thohas  Sooones,  swom  and  examined. 


435.  Look  at  that  letter  ;  is  that  direction  in  your  handwriting  {Itanding  the  letter  to 
the  witaeas)  ? — Yes,  it  is  in  my  handwriting,  and  the  letter  is  in  my  handwriting.  I 
should  like  to  be  permitted  to  ask  where  this  comes  from. 

436.  You  have  no  privilege  to  ask  questions,  but  you  are  to  answer  questions.  Who 
gave  you  instructions  to  write  to  that  address  ?  —  No  person  ;  I  acted  on  my  own 
responsibility. 

437.  What  led  you  to  address  it  to  the  Post  Office,  Hull,  Yorkshire  ? — I  had  informa- 
tion that  a  person  was  there,  and  that  that  was  his  address. 

438.  Had  information  that  a  person  was  there  ?  -  That  a  person  who  had  been  con- 
nected with  the  election  matters  was  there,  and  I  wrote  to  himi  that  letter. 

439.  Who  is  Mr.  James  ? — I  do  not  know  of  my  own  personal  knowledge.  I  beUeve 
it  was  James  Kelson. 

440.  Who  gave  you  directions  to  address  it  there  ?— I  really  am  unable  to  say  ;  I  have 
been  trying  to  recollect,  but  am  unable  to  say. 

441.  Hfiid  you  any  communication  with  James  Kelson  himself?—  I  had  not. 

442.  Was  it  anybody  in  your  office  told  you  ? — I  cannot  say  ;  I  believe  not,  for  this 
reason,  that  no  person  in  the  office  but  myself  was  acquainted  with  election  matters. 

443.  Did  you  manage  the  election  business  in  the  office  ? — Yes,  under  Mr.  Kingsford 
junior. 

444.  That  is  Mr.  Core  Kingsford  ? — Yes. 

445.  Is  that  Mr.  Kingsford  in  court  ? — No. 

446.  Try  and  recollect  who  gave  you  directions  to  address  this  to  Hull  ? — I  have  tried, 
and  am  unable  to  say.  I  was  in  communication  with  a  great  many  persons,  I  dare  say 
I  saw  from  between  200  to  300  people  in  a  very  short  space  of  time  on  election  matters, 
and  I  am  imable  to  say  in  what  manner  that  address  was  given  to  me.  I  certaialy  did 
not  know  it  from  James  Kelson  himself,  whom  I  never  vsaw  on  the  subject. 

447.  You  can  say  from  whom  you  had  information  that  a  person  connected  with  the 
election  was  at  Hull  under  the  name  of  "  James."  You  can  say  who  gave  you  that  in- 
formation ?— No,  I  cannot  say  ;  I  do  not  recollect. 

448.  K  you  knew  it  was  James  Kelson  why  did  you  conceal  it  and  diiect  it  to  James  ? 
—  Because  a  letter  directed  to  James  Kelson,  would  probably  not  have  found  him, 
inasmuch  as  the  person  indicated  was  a  Mr.  James  at  the  Post  Office,  as  far  as  I 
understood. 

449.  Who  indicated  him  ? — I  do  not  know. 

450.  By  whom  was  he  indicated  to  you  ? — In  some  manner  which  I  am  unable  to  say 
.now,  from  the  reasons  which  I  have  explained,  before  I  became  aware  that  a  Mr.  James 
connected  with  the  Canterbury  election  business  was  at  Hull. 
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451.  You  can  explain  to  us  the  reasons  which  induced  you  to  come  to  the  concluidon  Tkomos  Sfeoones. 
that  a  person  connected  with  the  election  was  at  Hull  ? — From  information  I  had.  . 

452.  You  knew  perfectly  welll  it  was  James  Kelson  ?— I  supposed  it  was  ;  I  did  not  14tli  May  1B5S. 

know,  because  I  had  not  that  information  to  precisely  indicate  him.     I  had  no  doubt  in 

my  own  mind  it  was  him. 

453.  Had  you  never  spoken  to  Kelson  before  he  went  away  from  Canterbury? 
—No. 

454.  Have  you  never  had  any  communication  with  or  from  Kelson  ? — Not  in  reference 
to  his  going  away. 

455.  Had  you  any  communication  with  or  from  Kelson  previous  to  his  going  away  ? — 
Yes,  certainly ;  three  or  four  weeks  before  that  I  had  seen  him. 

456.  Seen  him  in  reference  to  what  ? — In  reference  to  the  pending  inquiry. 
-    457.  What  inquiry  ? — The  election  inquiry. 

458.  Did  you  know  he  had  been  served  with  the  Speaker's  warrant  ? — I  believe  I  did 
know  that,  the  preliminary  notice. 

459.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  him,  after  he  had  been  served  with  the  Speaker's 
warrant,  relating  to  the  pending  inquiry? — I  cannot  say  whether  it  was  before  or 
afterwards.     I  believe  it  was  afterwards,  and  I  should  say  it  was  afterwards. 

460.  Did  you  know  or  believe  Kelson  was  going  to  leave  Canterbury  before  he  left  ? — 
No ;  I  had  no  reason  to  believe  he  was  going. 

461.  Answer  the  questions  put  to  you.  Did  you  know,  or  did  you  believe,  that 
previous  to  Kelson's  leaving  Canterbury  that  he  was  going  to  leave  Canterbury  ? — I 
did  not. 

462.  You  did  not  know  nor  did  you  believe  ? — I  did  not  know  nor  did  I  believa 

463.  To  use  your  own  words,  "did  you  suspect  it"? — I  am  unable  to  say  every 
suspicion  I  may  have  on  the  subject. 

464.  You  must  say.  You  have  sworn  to  tell  the  truth,  and  you  will  be  pleased  to  say, 
without  fturther  eqidvocation,  whether  you  had  any  suspicion  in  your  mind  of  the  inten- 
tion of  Kelson  to  leave  Canterbury  ? — I  had  no  evidence  whatever  on  which  I  could  form 
any  conclusion  whatever. 

465.  Answer  the  question? — I  had  no  suspicion  on  the  subject,  because  I  had  no 
information  on  which  I  could  ground  any  such  suspicion. 

466.  Were  you  employed  in  your  office  to  get  up  the  evidence  in  support  of  the  sitting 
members? — I  was  employed  in  investigating  feits  which  where  alleged  against  the 
sitting  members. 

467.  Were  you  employed  in  investigating  those  facts  on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  ? 
—Yes. 

468.  And  in  the  course  of  that  investigation  you  were  necessarily  brought  into  com- 
munication with  a  great  many  persons  whose  names  were  likely  to  appear  before  the 
committee  ? — Yes. 

469.  And  among  others.  Kelson  ? — Yes. 

470.  And  you  saw  Kelson  for  the  last  time  how  long  before  he  left  ? — I  may  have 
seen  him  in  the  street,  but  I  had  no  conversation  with  him  for  many  days  before  he  left. 

471.  How  many  days? — I  do  not  think  I  ever  saw  him  but  once  in  conference  on 
election  matters  or  any  other  subject  for  at  least  three  weeks  before  the  election  inquiry 
commenced 

472.  Did  you  advise  him  not  to  appear  before  the  election  committee  ? — I  did  not. 

473.  Did  he  inform  you  he  was  not  going  to  appear  before  the  election  committee  ? — 
He  did  not. 

474.  Did  he  give  you  any  reason  to  believe  he  was  not  going  to  appear  ? — He  did  not. 

475.  When  did  you  first  hear  he  had  left  Canterbury  ? — I  think,  speaking  to  the  best 
of  my  belief,  not  until  after  the  election  inquiry  was  over.  I  think  I  may  say  that  upon 
my  oath ;  I  am  not  quite  sure. 

476.  Who  gave  you  information  that  he  had  left  Canterbury  ? — I  really  am  not  able 
to  say.  I  heard  it.  It  was  a  matter  of  common  rumour,  like  other  persons.  I  cannot 
undertake  to  say  who  it  was  gave  me  the  information. 

477.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  were  not  aware  of  his  departure  from  Canterbury  imtil 
it  had  become  the  common  talk  of  the  town  ? — I  was  not. 

478.  Then  why  did  you  alone  of  all  persons  in  Canterbury  take  on  yourself  to  write 
to  him,  and  above  all  under  a  false  name  ? — At  the  time  I  wrote  that  note  I  conceived  it 
my  duty  to  inform  that  individual  of  the  fact  of  the  termination  of  the  inquiry. 

479.  And  you  wish  the  Commissioners  to  believe  that  it  was  a  matter  of  common 
notoriety  in  Canterbury  before  it  reached  your  ears  that  Kelson  had  left  Canterbury  and 
had  gone  to  Hull  imder  the  name  of  "  James/'  and  not  under  his  own  name  ;  is  that  what 
you  wish  us  to  believe  ? — No,  because  I  believe  it  was  not  a  matter  of  notoriety  at  all 
that  he  was  gone  to  HuIL 

48.  Was  it  matter  of  notoriety  that  he  had  gone  away  under  the  fictitious  name  of 
"  James  "  ? — No,  not  that  I  ever  heard  of 

481.  Was  it  matter  of  notoriety  that  a  letter  to  find  him  in  his  place  of  retreat  must 
be  addressed  to  him  under  the  name  of  "  James ''  ?— Na 

482.  Then  you  had  some  information  independent  of  what  you  heai'd  fi*om  common 
rumour  ? —I  certainly  had  at  the  time  T  wrote  that  letter. 
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Thomas  Scoones.        4j83.  Who  gave  you  that  information  ? — I  cannot  say,  as  I  stated  before. 

484.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  are  at  this  moment  unable  to  speak  from  knowledge, 

14th  May  1853.     information,  remembrance,  and  belief,  as  to  who  told  you  that  a  letter  addressed  to  him 

under  the  name  of  "  James  "  would  find  Inm  ? — I  am  quite  unable  from  my  recollection, 

information,  and  belief 

485.  How  soon  after  you  wrote  to  him  did  he  return  to  Canterbury  ? — I  do  not  know ; 
I  had  no  communication  with  him  whatever. 

486.  Why  did  you  express  yourself  as  you  have  done  in  that  letter.  You  say,  "  As  the 
inquiry  is  finished,  he  may  come  back.''  What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? — I  have  not  hardly 
looked  at  the  letter. 

487.  What  was  your  object  in  writing  a  letter  to  him  ? — To  inform  him  that  the 
inquiry  had  terminated,  as  he  was  interested  in  the  matter. 

488.  Did  the  man  who  gave  you  that  information,  the  information  of  Kelson's  where- 
abouts, tell  you  where  to  write  to  him  ? — No. 

489.  Did  he  tell  you  for  what  purpose  he  gave  you  that  information  ? — No. 

490.  He  told  you  simply,  "  Kelson  Ls  gone  away  under  the  name  of  *  James,' "  and  told 
you  nothing  more  ?~I  do  not  know  that  any  person  told  me  any  thing  about  it.  I  may 
have  had  the  address  from  a  written  communication  ;  I  do  not  know. 

491.  You  are  lawyer  enough  to  know  that  a  man  may  tell  you  by  word  of  mouth  as 
as  well  as  by  letter.  When  you  received  this  communication,  written  or  oral,  did  the 
person  who  made  you  this  communication  give  you  any  reason  to  think  that  he  meant 
you  to  write  to  James,  or  that  he  meant  you  to  use  the  information  in  the  way  you  have 
done? — Certainly  not.  I  was  managing  clerk  to  Messrs.  Kingsford  in  the  matter  of  the 
election  inquiry,  and  I  considered  it  my  duty  to  take  the  steps  which  I  did,  and  I  acted 
on  my  own  responsibility. 

492.  Then  why  in  that  letter  did  you  tell  him  he  may  now  come  back  ? — I  do  not  know 
that  I  did  so. 

493.  You  did  not  tell  him  anything  to  that  effect  ? — I  told  him  what  the  nature  of  the 
decision  was. 

494.  Was  that  done  with  a  view  that  he  might  come  back  ? — It  was  unquestionably 
with  a  view  that  he  might  come  back. 

495.  Did  you  send  to  any  other  parties  about  the  same  time  ? — No. 
.  496.  No  other  person  ?— No. 

497.  We  are  to  understand  you  pledge  your  oath  to  the  fiict  that  you  had  no  infor- 
mation from  Mr.  Kelson  as  to  where  he  was  to  be  found  ?— Decidedly  so. 

498.  And  that  you  had  no  knowledge  of  his  intention  to  abscond?— I  had  no  such 
knowledge. 

499.  And  the  first  intimation  you  had  was  that  some  person  informed  you  a  letter 
directed  "  James"  at  Hull  would  find  him  ?— I  cannot  say  that.  I  believe  I  have  already 
expressed  that  I  heard  it  from  rumour. 

500.  You  said  you  might  have  heard  it  by  rumour,  and  you  might  have  had  it  by 
letter,  and  you  might  have  had  a  writt'Cn  address  left  you  ? — It  was  a  matter  of  common 
rumour,  and  I  also  had  his  address  delivered  to  me. 

501.  You  are  quite  certain  of  that  ?— Yes. 

ii02.  That  you  had  his  address  delivered  ? — Yes. 

503.  In  writing? — I  believe  it  was  in  writing. 

504.  Then  who  delivered  it?— I  cannot  say. 

505.  Have  you  the  document  ? — I  have  not. 

506.  Do  you  know  John  White  ? — Will  you  indicate  his  whereabouts  ? 

507.  Do  you  know  the  man  John  White,  who  left  Canterbury  and  did  not  appear 
before  the  Election  Committee  ? — Yes. 

508.  Did  you  see  liim  before  he  left  Canterbury  ? — Yes,  several  weeks  ;  I  think  it  was 
at  least  three  weeks  before  the  inquiry  commenced. 

509.  Do  you  know  where  he  was  when  the  Canterbury  Committee  came  to  their  reso- 
lutions ? — I  did  not. 

510.  Did  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Thomas  Brown  ? — Yes. 

511.  Did  you  see  him  before  he  left? — Yes. 

512.  How  long  before? — Some  ten  days,  I  think,  before  the  inquiry  commenced.  I  do 
not  know  when  he  left  Canterbury. 

513.  How  long  before  the  inquiry  commenced  was  it  that  you  saw  Brown  ? — About 
ten  days,  I  think. 

514.  And  how  long  before  the  inquiry  conunenced  was  it  you  saw  John  White  ? — It  is 
impossible  from  memory  to  say  exactly,  but  I  think  it  was  about  three  weeks. 

515.  Did  you  know  whei-e  Thomas  Brown  was  when  the  Committee  were  sitting? — 
I  did  not. 

516.  Had  you  any  correspondence  ? — None  whatever. 

517.  With  either  White  or  Brown  ?--None  whatever. 

518.  You  say  the  address  "James,"  alias  "  Kekon,''  was  delivered  to  you  in  writing ;  in 
whose  handwriting  was  it  ? — I  do  not  know. 

519.  Can  you  speak  to  your  belief? — I  cannot ;  I  have  no  knowledge  of  it  whatever. 
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George  Cooper  sworn  and  examined.  Gtorge  Cooper 

520.  What  are  you  ?— A  stonemason.  l*tb  May  1855. 

521.  Have  you  been  long  a  voter  in  the  borough  ? — Yes.  ■ 

522.  How  many  years  ? — All  my  life. 

523.  Are  you  a  freeman  ?  —Yes. 

524  Perhaps  you  can  tell  us,  because  I  have  omitted  to  ask  the  question  of  the  first 
witness,  what  gives  the  freedom  of  the  city  ?  How  does  a  man  become  a  freeman  ? — 
Either  by  birth  of  his  parents  or  by  servitude  ;  by  apprenticeship. 

525.  Does  not  their  own  birth  in  the  city  give  it  ? — ^Yes ;  if  they  ai'e  bom  of  free 
parents  they  inherit  it,  and  by  servitude  and  apprenticeship. 

526.  What  is  the  servitude  ;  seven  years  apprenticeship  ? — Yes.  They  are  not  com- 
bined ;  it  does  not  require  both. 

527.  All  the  sons  bom  vdthin  the  borough  of  free  parents  are  freemen? — Yes. 

528.  Must  they  be  bom  within  the  borough  ?— Yes. 

629.  Therefore  a  son  bom  out  of  the  borough  woidd  not  be  a  freeman  ?— He  would  not. 

530.  Unless  he  acquired  it  by  servitude  ? — Yes. 

531.  Which  party  are  you,  the  Conservative  or  Liberal  party  ?— Of  the  Liberal  party. 

532.  What  part  have  you  always  taken  in  elections  ? — I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
taken  any  very  particular  part.  I  liave  generally  taken  an  active  one,  rendering  any 
service  I  could 

533.  Have  you  generally  been  on  the  committee  of  the  Liberal  party  ? — Yes,  I  have. 

534.  Were  you  the  chairman  or  vice-chairman  or  deputy  chairman,  or  whatever  they 
call  it  ? — No,  I  never  fiUed  either  of  those  capacities. 

535.  Were  you  on  the  committee  of  the  last  election  in  1852  ? — ^Yes  ;  if  it  were  ever 
to  be  considered  a  committee.  I  could  hardly  consider  it  one.  We  were  unknown  as  to 
numbers,  and  no  particular  members  of  the  committee  known.  There  was  no  distinction 
at  all  as  to  parties  that  came  into  the  room  ;  we  were  very  glad  of  the  service  of  any  one 
who  came. 

536.  Waa  not  Alderman  Brent  the  chairman  of  the  committee  ?— Yes,  he  was. 

537.  Who  was  the  deputy  chairman  ? — Alderman  Plummer. 

538.  Had  you  any  particular  duties  intrusted  to  your  share  ? — No,  nothing  particular, 
I  undertook  the  paying  of  the  colourmen  that  had  been  employed.  I  do  not  know  of 
any  other  position  I  took  particularly. 

539.  That  is  in  July,  at  the  la«t  election  ? — Yes. 

54!0.  We  have  been  told  that  the  system  was,  that  parties  sent  in  one  or  two  applications 
for  colourmen  and  received  colour  tickets,  which  they  gave  to  the  party  they  nominated 
in  the  application  ;  is  that  the  fact  ? — It  is  the  fact )  those  applications  were  sent  in  for 
tickets. 

541.  I  want  to  know  as  to  the  general  system  ? — Yes,  that  waa  the  general  system. 

542.  An  application  was  sent  in,  and  the  name  of  the  nominee  appeared  on  the  appli-> 
cation^  and  then  a  colour  ticket  was  given  ? — That  was  not  the  system  at  the  last 
election  with  the  Liberal  party. 

543.  It  was  the  general  system  of  the  borough  ?— It  was  ;  but  the  last  election  it  was 
not. 

544.  Is  it  true  that  it  was  so  as  a  general  system  ?— Yes. 

645.  And  that  the  ticket  was  worth  5«.  per  diem  ? — ^Yes,  they  were  generally  con» 
sidered  so,  and  generally  paid  at  that  price. 

546.  Were  you  always  the  party  whose  duty  it  was  to  pay  for  many  years  past  ? — No. 

547.  During  which  election  have  you  been  the  pay  man  ?—  I  paid  at  the  last  election. 

548.  1852?— Yes. 

549.  If  you  paid  at  the  last  election  I  suppose  there  were  colour  tickets  ? — No,  there 
was  not.  I  paid  the  persons  who  carried  the  colours  from  a  list  that  was  put  into  my 
hands. 

550.  You  paid  the  actual  men  who  carried  the  colours  ? — I  did. 

551.  Were  they  different  from  what  have  been  termed  here,  the  colour  tickets  ?  Do 
you  understand  it  ?  Did  a  man  who  actually  carried  a  colour  have  a  colour  ticket  ? — No, 
he  had  not. 

552.  Therefore  the  colour  tickets  were  a  blind  ?— There  were  no  colour  tickets. 

553.  You  say  on  no  occasion  did  the  men  who  carried  the  colours  have  colour 
tickets  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  of ;  I  did  not  see  one. 

554.  At  the  previous  election  had  the  men  who  carried  the  colours  colour  tickets  ?— 
They  had. 

555.  The  same  as  the  nomination  colour  tickets  ? — Yes,  for  the  same  purpose ;  the  nomi- 
nation or  the  election  ;  it  went  on  at  the  same  time  the  following  day.  They  had  a  ticket 
issued  for  the  election. 

556.  You  either  do  not  or  will  not  understand  me.  A  man  who  sent  in  an  application 
for  a  colour  ticket,  you  say,  had  one  which  was  worth  5*.  a  day,  and  he  handed  it  over  to 
the  nominee  naqied  in  the  application  paper  ? — Yes. 

557.  That  individual  did  not  carry  the  colours  ? — Very  rarely  if  he  did. 

558.  We  have  been  told  he  did  not  ? — I  do  not  apprehend  he  did. 
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QeofffB  Cooper*         559.  Did  the  men  who  actually  earned  the  colours  have  colour  tickets  ? — No.    As  to  the 

'  ^ ,  colour  ticket,  the  men  who  carried  the  colours  must  have  had  it  from  the  person  who 

Hdi  May  1853.     obtained  it  from  the  committee ;  the  committee  knew  not  who  carried  them.     Whenever 
-^ — -r^ ^-       the  colour  tickets  were  produced  they  were  paid. 

560.  There  would  be  about  300  colour  tickets  ? — ^Very  likely. 

561.  How  many  colours  would  be  actually  carried? — I  cannot  say  the  number  of 
banners  there  would  be. 

562.  About  how  many ;  50  ? — Not  quite  that. 

563.  Would  the  5C  man  who  carried  the  colours  have  colour  tickets,  or  would  they 
come  and  claim  payment  for  services  actually  performed  ? — They  could  not  do  that ;  no 
man  could  come  and  claim  for  his  services  being  performed  without  his  being  promised 
that  by  a  committee  man,  or  brought  a  note  to  that  eflfect,  that  he  had  performed  that 
service. 

564.  The  man  who  brought  you  a  colour  ticket  would  be  paid  whether  he  performed 
service  or  not  ?— -Most  assuredly. 

565.  The  man  who  had  actually  performed  the  service  did  he  produce  one  of  the 
colour  tickets  ? — Yes  ;  without  producing  that  he  would  get  no  pay.  If  he  did  not  pro- 
duce it  he  would  not  get  paid. 

566.  Then  out  of  the  gross  number  of  colour  tickets  that  were  issued  some  of  the 
bearers  of  the  colour  tickets  actually  performed  work  ? — Some  of  them  most  likely  did. 

567.  On  the  occasion  of  the  election  in  1852  had  you  any  applications  for  colour 
tickets  ? — I  do  not  know  that  my  memory  wiU  quite  serve  me,  but  I  feel  quite  satisfied 
that  there  were  a  vast  many  applications. 

568.  Were  any  issued  ? — Not  to  my  recollection.     I  am  not  aware  of  any  being  issued. 

569.  Whose  duty  was  it  to  issue,  it  being  yours  to  pay  ? — It  was  never  my  duty  to 
issue. 

570.  Whose  duty  was  it  ? — I  cannot  tell  you.  They  were  issued  by  different  parties  ; 
by  members  of  the  committee.  One  member  might  perhaps  take  10  or  20,  and  issue  them 
at  their  own  pleasure  to  persons  who  would  carry  the  colours.  They  would  issue  them 
to  parties  whom  they  knew. 

571.  Who  would  have  thepr  ivilege  of  issuing  those  colour  tickets  worth  5^.  a  day? — 
That  was  managed  by  the  committee  ;  a  list  of  names  was  read  over  and  the  tickets  issued 
for  the  parties. 

572.  Was  there  no  check  ? — The  ticket  itself  was  a  check. 

573.  Was  there  no  check  on  the  nimiber  of  tickets  you  might  issue  ? — Yes  ;  a  list  of 
names  made  of  the  parties  to  whom  the  tickets  were  issued. 

574.  Who  was  that  list  of  names  laid  before  ? — It  was  generally  kept  in  the  com- 
mittee room. 

575.  You  were  on  the  committee  ? — Yes. 

576.  You  can  tell  me  as  well  as  anybody  else  who  imdertook  the  duty  of  issuing  the 
tickets  in  conformity  with  that  list  ? — I  cannot  tell  you  any  single  individual  undertook 
the  duty  of  issuing  the  tickets 

577.  Did  you  ever  issue  any  yourself? —  I  know  if  a  list  had  been  put  before  me  of  the 
names  of  the  parties  I  know,  I  have  taken  those  tickets  from  the  committee  room,  and 
given  them  to  parties  to  prevent  confusion  at  the  committee  room  from  so  many  appli- 
cants at  the  same  time. 

678.  Whose  duty  was  it  to  make  out  the  tickets  ? — It  has  devolved  on  different  persons ; 
a  clerk  has  generally  been  employed. 

579.  What  check  would  you  have  that  there  were  not  more  tickets  issued  than  the 
number  of  names  on  the  list  ? — When  the  parties  bring  the  ticket  that  is  compared  with 
the  list,  and  not  paid  imtil  it  bears  that  comparison. 

580.  And  that  was  your  duty  ? — That  has  been  my  duty. 

581.  And  each  ticket  would  bear  the  same  name  as  appeared  upon  the  list ;  is  that 
so  ? — There  are  many  of  them  were  issued  without  names,  only  bore  a  number  ;  only  a 
number  put  on  the  ticket. 

582.  And  those  would  be  the  tickets  which  would  be  most  easily  disposed  of  ? — Yes,  I 
think  they  might.  I  do  not  know  that  I  am  quite  correct  in  that,  it  is  a  portion  of  the 
business  that  I  had  not  much  to  do  with  in  the  issuing  of  the  tickets  ;  I  have  paid 
them. 

583.  You  have  paid  the  tickets,  and  you  might  very  well  know  whether  you  paid 
tickets  only  bearing  a  number  ? — I  never  paid  the  tickets  without  having  a  list  to  refer 
to,  that  the  parties  might  refer  me  to  their  names,  aa  being  entered  as  the  recipients  of 
the  tickets. 

584.  That  could  not  be  so  with  a  number  ? — The  list  showed  me  the  number.  If  I  had 
tickets  brought  to  me,  and  I  had  no  reference  to  them,  I  did  not  pay  them. 

585.  IS.  you  had  a  list  of  300,  the  numbers  following  consecutively  each  other,  one  after 
wiother,  if  No.  299  ticket  was  presented  without  a  name  should  you  have  paid  it  ? — 
Excuse  me  \  I  made  that  assertion,  but  I  am  not  positive  as  to  that. 

586.  Do  you  correct  that? — I  can  only  correct  that  from  inquiry;  I  really  cannot 
speak  to  it.  . 

587.  The  list  was  approved  before  the  committee  before  the  colour  tickets  were  or- 
dered to  issue  ? — It  was. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  KXISTENOE  OF  BRIBERY  in  the  OITY  op  OANTERBTTRY.         19 

588.  The  tickets  that  were  made  payable  to  bearer, — that  is  to  say,  the  tickets  that  were     ^H^ifrpe  G>cper. 
numbered  and  had  no  names, — ^if  they  were  presented  by  a  person  to  whom  they  had  not             '«=-^ 
been  granted,  but  who  had  bought  them,  they  would  not  be  honoured  ? — If  the  tickets    -i^^h  Wti^  ISSS* 
bore  the  initials  .generally  afl^ed  to  them  they  would.  -*« ;-.- 

589.  What  initials  were  they  ? — They  were  done  by  the  different  members  of  the 
committee. 

590.  Initials  of  the  committee  men  ? — Yes. 

591.  Any  colour  ticket  that  bore  the  initials  of  a  committee  man  would  be  honoured, 
although  presented  by  a  purchaser  and  not  by  the  original  grantee  ? — It  would. 

592.  You  say  in  1852  there  were  no  tickets  issued  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  o£ 

593.  You  say  you  paid  the  men  who  carried  the  colours  in  1852  ? — I  did. 
594  Did  they  present  no  tickets  ? — No. 

595.  How  do  you  reconcile  that  statement  with  your  answer  that  nobody  woxdd  get 
paid  unless  they  presented  a  ticket  ? — I  beg  your  pardon ;  when  you  were  addng  me 
about  that  I  thought  you  were  alluding  to  the  former  election.  At  the  last  election  I 
wish  to  state  distinctly  I  am  not  aware  that  any  tickets  were  issued  at  all.  I  paid  them 
from  a  list,  and  the  person  who  arranged  with  the  colours,  a  sort  of  manager,  a  Mr.  Sabine, 
was  at  my  elbow  to  identify  the  parties  who  appUed  for  the  money. 

596.  Who  actually  carried  the  colours  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

597.  Were  you  aware  that  any  resolution  was  come  to,  that  there  would  be  no  tickets 
issued  at  the  last  election  ? — There  was  no  distinct  resolution  come  to,  it  was  a  general 
understanding  with  the  candidates  and  their  immediate  friends. 

598.  Was  that  general  understanding  communicated  to  you  ? — Yes,  most  assuredly. 

599.  Who  communicated  that  ? — It  was  in  communication  with  Colonel  Romilly  and 
Sir  William  Somerville  both. 

600.  Did  you  come  into  personal  communication  with  those  gentlemen? — Very 
frequently, 

601.  With  reference  to  this  matter,  did  you  ? — Yes,  very  frequently. 

602.  With  reference  to  this  matter  about  not  issuing  tickets  ? — Yes. 

.  603.  What  did  they  tell  you  had  been  resolved  on  ? — I  do  not  think  they  told  me  any 
more  had  been  resolved  on  than  not  to  issue  tickets  or  anything  at  all  that  might  be 
construed  to  be  bribery,  and  they  were  direct  bribery  they  considered. 

604.  They  had  found  that  out  ? — I  beUeve  that  had  been  known  before  for  a  very 
long  time. 

605.  Was  it  not  stated  that  that  would  be  a  mode  of  securing  the  election,  not  to 
bribe  on  your  side,  "  Let  the  others  bribe  on  in  the  old  way  and  then  you  would  unseat 
them  "  ? — No,  I  am  not  aware  of  that. 

606.  Was  not  that  generally  talked  of  on  your  side  that  that  would  be  the  way 
to  do  it  ? — I  believe  that  must  be  so. 

607.  You  heard  that  that  was  so  ? — No,  I  did  not. 

608.  How  do  you  reconcile  that ;  do  you  wish  to  explain  that  ?— I  never  heard  any 
ccmversation  with  Colonel  RomiUy  and  Sir  William  Somerville  otherwise  than  to'  guard 
against  committing  any  act  that  would  endanger  the  election ;  as  to  unseating  the 
others,  I  do  not  recollect  it  to  have  been  mooted  at  all. 

609.  Not  by  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William  Somerville  ?— No,  I  do  not. 

610.  But  was  it  not  openly  mentioned  in  the  committee  that  if  you  abstained  from 
bribery  and  let  them  go  on  in  the  old  way  you  might  get  the  seats  ? — No,  not  in  my 
hearing ;  I  never  heard  it  said  at  all.  Excuse  me,  it  would  not  be  wise,  it  would  not 
have  been  likely,  for  persons  managing  the  committee  to  have  made  those  expositions  in 
a  room  where  very  many  voters  were  continually  coming ;  our  friends  would  have 
turned  away  at  once  with  disgust. 

611.  I  do  not  ask  whether  you  went  with  a  trumpet  and  sounded  it  iij  the  market 
place  ? — It  did  not  occur  in  the  committe  room  publicly  at  any  rate. 

612.  Did  it  not  occur  in  private  conversation  ? — Private  conversation  might  have  gone 
on  in  the  committee  room  that  I  did  not  hear. 

613.  Was  it  not  conversation  in  which  you  yourself  took  a  part  that  that  would  be 
the  result  ? — I  do  not  know ;  I  am  not  aware  of  it  at  all ;  I  am  not  aware  of  any  such 
TOnversation  occurring  with  me. 

614.  Was  it  not  your  own  private  opinion  ? — Yes,  it  was  certainly. 

616.  You  anticipated  then  that  if  this  course  were  piu^ued,  whether  the  liberal 
candidates  were  less  in  a  minority  at  the  poll  or  not,  the  seats  would  ultimately  be  theirs  ? 
— I  did  not  make  a  calculation  of  that  kind ;  I  felt  quite  satisfied  that  the  candidates 
that  were  returned  on  the  system  they  were  upon,  that  they  must  be  imseated  most 
assuredly. 

616.  And  what  woidd  be  the  consequence  ? — The  result  ?  I  did  not  contemplate  that, 
or  anticipate  what  that  would  be.  I  had  no  idea  of  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William 
Somerville  taking  the  seats  in  the  event  of  the  others  being  unseated. 

617.  Not  taking  the  seats  by  claiming  the  seats  before  the  Election  Committed,  but 
taking  the  seats  on  a  fi^sh  election  ? — Most  assuredly  I  calculated  they  might  do  so. 

■  618.  Do  not  you  suppose  that  that  calculation  which  you  say  had  passed  through  your 
own  mind  had  also  passed  through  the  jnijid  of  several  other  of  the  committee  ? — Yes,  I 
apprehend  it  did.     No  question  about  it,  we  must  have  had  a  mutual  feeling.         '      ' 
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CW>y»  deeper.         619.  It  seems  so  clear  to  anybody  connected  with  election  matters  that  I  cannot  sup- 
— '—  pose  it  could  have  escaped  the  vigilance  of  your  party,  and  it  did  not  ? — It  did  not,  and  I 

Ijih  Ntj  185S.     do  not  suppose  for  a  moment  myself  that  it  would  have  escaped  them. 
*    ■  '■■     ■    '  620.  You  have  been  fencing  with  me  for  a  long  time,  and  now  you  and  I  understand 

each  other  ? — I  do  not  intentionally  mean  that. 

621.  You  had  the  opinion  that  woidd  be  the  result,  and  you  had  no  doubt  that  every 
other  member  of  the  committee  had  the  same  opinion  ? — I  apprehend  they  had. 

622.  Do  you  mean  to  represent  that  you  did  not  communicate  your  common  opinions 
together  ? — I  will  not  for  one  moment  disguise  that  we  did  communicate  our  opinions. 

623.  You  told  me  three  minutes  ago  that  you  did  not  ? — Then  I  misunderstood  your 
question.     It  was  whether  there  was  a  resolution  come  to  by  the  committee. 

624  Now  I  imderstand  you  You  were  of  opinion  the  result  would  be  the  sitting 
members  would  be  unseated,  and  there  would  be  a  fresh  election,  and  your  men  woidd 
come  in  ;  and  that  opinion  was  participated  in  by  all  the  other  membera  of  the  committee, 
and  that  you  communicated  that  opinion  one  to  the  other  ? — Yes. 

625.  Where  did  that  take  place  ;  this  communication  of  opinion  I — That  must  have  been 
at  various  meetings,  at  different  places  and  times.  It  was  not,  as  I  distinctly  told  you, 
there  was  never  any  committee  sat. 

626.  There  were  no  resolutions  of  the  committee  ? — I  am  sure  there  waa  never  a  com- 
mittee found  together.     I  was  never  there  when  there  were  half  a  dozen. 

627.  All  the  committee,  one  and  all,  made  no  secret  about  what  the  result  would  be  if 
they  adhered  to  purity  at  this  election  ? — ^That  was  the  general  feeling  no  doubt. 

628.  Were  those  Mr.  Aris's  views,  the  legal  agent  ? — Oh  yes,  no  doubt  about  that. 
Mr.  Aris  and  myself  were  frequently  talking  about  it. 

629.  You  and  Mr.  Aris  the  legal  agent,  you  being  the  active  partisan  of  the  committee, 
the  pay  man,  talked  about  the  probable  result  of  the  election,  and  that  this  would  be  the 
best  way  to  secure  it,  I  suppose  ? — The  best  way  to  protect,  and  we  were  careful  not  to 
do  anything  to  endanger  the  election. 

630.  Did  you  and  Mr.  Aris  consult  about  whether  this  would  not  be  a  capital  mode  of 
securing  the  election  ;  have  no  bribery  on  your  side  and  let  them  go  on  in  the  old  way  ? 
— I  cannot  quite  say  that  we  might  entertain  so  strong  an  idea  of  it  as  that. 

631.  Very  near  ? — Very  near,  perhaps. 

632.  You  have  given  us  Mr.  Aris's  name  as  one.  Did  you  communicate  with  any  other 
members  of  the  committee  your  opinions  and  his  opinions  ? — No,  I  am  not  aware  that 
I  did.     We  could  hardly  call  ourselves  a  committee,  we  were  very  seldom  together. 

633.  There  was  a  chairman,  who  has  just  left  the  court  to  get  his  accounts,  the 
alderman.  Alderman  Brent,  did  you  communicate  to  Alderman  Brent  this  artful  dodge  ? — 
No,  I  am  not  aware  that  I  did. 

634.  Try  and  recollect  You  know  he  was  chairman  of  the  committee. — It  is  not 
possible  for  me  to  recollect  all  the  conversations  that  took  place  in  that  room  the  various 
times  I  have  met  Alderman  Brent. 

635.  I  should  certainly  be  the  hat  person  to  ask  you  that?— I  shall  be  happy,  so  feix 
as  I  can  recollect,  to  answer  the  questions. 

636.  You  see  exactly  what  my  drift  is  ;  I  want  to  get  at  the  truth.  Have  you  any 
doubt  in  your  own  mind  but  that  Alderman  Brent  was  perfectly  up  to  it  ?— No,  not 
the  least ;  I  cannot  have  any  doubt  of  that 

637.  You  are  quite  satisfied  in  your  own  mind  that  Alderman  Brent  knew  what  the 
scheme  was  :  no  bribery  on  that  side,  let  them  well  into  it,  and  then  get  the  seat  ? — 
The  general  understanding  of  the  committee  was  not  to  commit  any  act  of  bribery ;  we 
abstuned  from  that 

638.  But,  Mr.  Cooper,  with  a  totally  diflferent  object  from  that  of  purity.  Your  object 
was  to  get  the  seat,  was  it  not  ?  You  had  not  become  pure  all  of  a  sudden,  had  you  ?— 
Our  object  was  to  unseat  the  other  candidate. 

639.  And  get  the  seat  yourselves?  —  Well,  natiuraUy,  we  would  try  for  that,  of 
course. 

640.  Whose  bright  idea  was  it,  yours  or  Mr.  Aris's  ? — I  am  quite  satisfied  it  did  not 
emanate  from  me. 

641.  From  whom  did  it  ? — From  whom  it  did  I  cannot  tell  you  ;  I  can  only  speak 
for  myself. 

642.  Did  it  not  very  much  astonish  you  ?— No,  not  at  all. 

643.  Why,  had  you  not  had  recourse  to  it  on  previous  elections  ? — I  have  always  been 
averse  to  it  in  every  committee ;  I  have  always  been  averse  to  it 

644.  I  have  always  found  whenever  I  come  to  proceed  on  these  inquiries  every  man 
tells  me  he  is  averse  to  it.  I  want  to  know  who  suggested  that  this  would  be  a  sure 
mode  of  unseating  the  other  side,  and  getting  the  seat  for  yourselves  ? — I  cannot  tell  you 
from  whom  it  emanated. 

645.  Did  you  consider  that  Mr.  Smythe's  coming  forward  endangered  your  seats  ? — 
1  did. 

646.  Had  the  resolution  not  to  have  recourse  to  colour  tickets  been  come  to  before 
Mr.  Smythe  came  in  the  field  ? — ^Yes ;  it  was  a  general  understanding  not  to  issue  them 
before  that 

647.  Before  Mr.  Smythe  came  into  the  field  ?— Yes. 
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648.  That  you  are  quite  certain  of? — Yes.  Gwrgt  Cboper. 

649.  Was  not  Mr.  Smjrthe  in  the  field  before  you  ?— No,  I  think  not.  ^^^^' 

650.  When  did  your  canvass  begin  ?•— I  cannot  speak  to  that.  14Ui  May  1858. 

651.  In  April?— I  really  cannot  speak  to  it.     I  would  have  refreshed  my  memory  a       

little  with  a  few  items  if  I  had  been  aware  of  being  examined  to-day.      I  was  only 
summoned  in  court.     Anything  I  can  furnish  you  with  I  wilL 

652.  You  were  the  paymaster  of  the  tickets  ? — I  was. 

653.  What  is  the  largest  amount  upon  any  ticket  you  have  ever  paid  ?— I  am  not 
aware  of  having  paid  more  than  10«.,  that  is  for  two  days. 

654.  Did  you  pay  the  messengers  as  weU  ?— I  paid  some  of  them. 

655.  Did  it  happen  that  parties  were  messengers  who  really  never  went  messages  ?— 
I  think  some  of  them  did  not  go  messages,  but  a  few  of  them  I  did  not  pay  when  they 
applied,  knowing  they  did  not  act.  I  did  not  pay  any  messenger  but  what  I  know  had 
done  servica 

656.  That  was  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

657.  But  at  other  elections  ? — I  never  took  so  much  on  myself  as  to  pay  at  other 
elections. 

658.  Were  you  only  paymaster  in  1852  ?— Yes,  the  only  one  as  regards  the  colourmen 
and  messengers. 

659.  Were  you  not  paymaster  in  1847  ? — I  was  only  assistant  with  others. 

660.  Who  was  the  paymaster  in  1847,  at  the  general  election  ? — I  think  Mr.  Rutter 
must  have  been  paymaster ;  Jonathan  John  RuUer. 

661.  You  are  not  enabled  to  give  us  the  information  of  what  the  extent  of  the  colour 
tickets  sometimes  amounted  to  ? — I  cannot. 

662.  In  1852,  you  say,  you  only  paid  the  men  who  actually  carried  the  colours  ? — No ; 
I  did  not. 

663.  And  you  gave  them  never  exceeding  10*.  ? — ^The  conductor  of  the  colours  waa  at 
my  elbow  and  pointed  the  persons  out,  and  I  paid  no  others. 

664.  How  many  messengers  were  employed  in  1852  ? — I  cannot  speak  to  the  number ; 
there  were  but  few  of  them. 

665.  How  many  do  you  suppose  ? — Not  twenty. 

666.  How  many  colourmen  ? — That  I  cannot  tell  you,  the  number,  not  coming  pre- 
pared for  it.   Fifty  or  sixty  probably. 

667.  How  many  other  persons ;  such  as  bill  stickers,  bearers,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing  ? 
—I  know  nothing  of  any  others. 

668.  Do  you  suppose  altogether  there  was  a  hundred  employed  ? — I  should  question 
whether  there  was  ;  I  should  think  not. 

669.  How  many  do  you  suppose,  in  roimd  numbers,  about  ? — There  might  be  sixty 
colourmen,  and  there  might  be  twenty  others ;  eighty  or  niaety  probably.  It  is  getting 
up  to  near  a  hundred ;  I  was  not  aware  of  so  many. 

670.  That  is  in  1852,  and  they  were  all  paid  ? — Yes,  they  were  all  paid. 

671.  The  only  diflTerence  being  they  were  paid  on  a  list  and  not  upon  tickets  ?— Yes. 
,    672.  So  that  that  was  the  nature  of  the  alteration  you  made  ? — ^Yes. 

673.  Mr.  Smythe  was  your  late  member  ?— He  was. 

674.  Was  he  elected  in  the  liberal  interest  in  1847,  the  election  before  1852  ? — Yes. 
The  liberal  interest  mainly  contributed  to  his  return,  certainly. 

675.  Therefore,  during  the  parliament  of  1847,  he  was  considered  one  of  the  Liberal 
members,  having  the  support  of  the  blues  ? — Yes. 

676.  Did  he  ever  annoimce  it  was  not  his  intention  to  stand  again  ? — I  am  not  aware 
that  he  did. 

677.  Therefore  he  was  never  out  of  the  field  ? — But  he  had  so  very  much  neglected  the 
citizens  generally,  and  aJl  applications  that  had  been  made  to  him,  that  it  was  generally 
considered  he  would  not  come  again. 

678.  Did  he  ever  annoimce  he  would  not  come  again  ? — No ;  I  am  not  aware  of  it. 

679.  Did  he  not  canvass  the  constituency  during  the  course  of  or  early  part  of  last 
year,  before  Parliament  was  dissolved  ? — I  cannot  speak  to  that.  I  am  quite  certain  he 
did  not  canvass  me.     I  cannot  speak  to  whether  he  did  canvass  or  not. 

680.  You  are  an  active  member  of  the  liberal  party  ? — Yes. 

681.  Are  you  aware  that  long  before  Parliament  was  dissolved  there  was  any  question 
between  him  and  Colonel  Romilly  about  standing  for  this  dty  ? — I  am  not  aware  there 
was  anything  passing  between  them. 

682.  Nothing  unpleasant  ? — I  am  not  aware  of  it. 

683.  Did  you  never  hear  of  anything  impleasant  in  the  beginning  of  1852  ? — No. 

684.  You  never  heard  of  any  communication  between  Colonel  Romilly 's  friends  and 
Mr.  Smythe's  friends  as  to  the  terms  on  which  they  would  act  at  the  approaching 
election  ? — I  did  not. 

685.  Did  you  never  hear  Mr.  Smythe  was  actively  employed  in  procuring  his  own 
return  at  the  ensuing  election,  before  the  dissolution  of  Parliament  ? — ^Yes ;  I  did  hear  it, 
brfore  the  dissolution. 

686.  You  understood  he  was  not  out  of  the  field  ? — He  was  in  communication  with 
friends  here  previously. 
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Gwrgt  Ckuper.         687.  At  what  period  was  Sir  William  Somerville's  name  first  proposed  as  a  likely 

candidate  for  this  city  in  the  liberal  interest  ?— I  am  not  in  possession  of  the  date  to 

14th  May  185S-    tell  you. 

'  688.  Was  it  before  the  dissolution  of  Parliament  ? — I  think  it  must  have  been. 

689.  How  long  ? — I  cannot  speak  to  it. 

690.  Was  it  long  before  the  (Ussolution  ? — No ;  it  was  not  long  before,  if  before. 

691.  Mr.  Smythe's  communications  with  people  here  were  anterior  to  that;  they  were 
previous  to  that  ? — Yes,  they  were. 

692.  Therefore  Sir  William  SomerviUe  came  into  the  field  after  Mr.  Smythe  ? — I  do 
not  know.  Mr.  Smythe  was  not  in  the  field  openly  until  after  Sir  William  SomerviUe 
came. 

693.  It  was  known  he  was  going  to  stand  again  ? — There  was  some  private  canvassing 
going  on. 

694.  Before  Sir  William  SomerviUe  was  announced  as  a  liberal  candidate  it  was 
known  Mr.  Smythe  meant  to  stand  ? — I  think  it  was. 

695.  This  resolution  of  purity  of  election  took  place  after  Sir  WiUiam  SomerviUe  and 
Colonel  RomiUy  were  annoimced  as  the  two  Hberal  candidates  ? — Yes ;  the  understanding 
was  come  to  after  that,  certainly. 

696.  At  that  time  it  was  known  that  Mr.  Smythe  meant*"  to  stand,  and  that  there  was 
no  other  chance  of  getting  in  Sir  WiUiam  SomerviUe  and  Colonel  RomiUj'-  but  by  pro- 
ceeding on  the  purity  principle  ? — It  was  not  known  that  Mr.  Smythe  would  stand,  and 
it  was  generally  expected  by  the  parties  with  whom  I  associate  that  he  would  not> 
although  he  was  canvassing.     We  did  not  expect  him  to  stand. 

697.  You  did  not  expect  he  would  go  to  the  poU  ? — We  did  not 

698.  He  was  then  standing  ? — Yes ;  he  was  in  the  field,  certainly. 

699.  And  it  was  known,  if  he  went  to  the  poll,  you  had  no  chance  except  on 
the  pinity  principle  ? — No ;  I  do  not  know  it  was  quite  so  bad  as  that, — ^to  have  no 
chance. 

;    700.  That  you  had  a  bad  chance? — Yesj  it  certainly  was  injurious  to  the  Uberal 
cause. 

701.  Do  you  mean  the  purity  principle  was  injurious  to  the  Uberal  cause  ? — I  mean 
that  Mr.  Smythe's  standing  was  injurious. 

702.  And  then  on  the  purity  principle — Mr.  Smythe  standing  in  the  Uberal  interest 
too— you  had  a  very  bad  chance  of  getting  a  majority  at  the  election? — Certainly 
that  lessened  our  chance  mora 

703.  But  you  had  a  chance  of  getting  your  members  in  after  the  sitting  members 
should  be  unseated  ? — Yes,  most  assuredly. 

704.  To  return  to  these  colour  tickets.  We  have  been  told  that  each  holder  of  a  colour 
ticket,  according  to  the  general  practice  of  this  city,  is  entitled  to  5«.  for  the  nomination 
day,  and  58.  for  the  day  of  election,  and  58.  for  any  subsequent  day  if  the  poU  had  been 
adjourned  ? — ^Yes. 

705.  Have  you  never  known  instances  of  appUcations,  that  is  recommendations,  being 
sent  in  some  days  before  the  nomination  day? — Certainly;  it  was  general  for  the 
recommendations  to  be  sent  in  before  the  nomination  day. 

706.  Some  days  ? — Some  days. 

707.  How  many  days  ? — It  would  depend  on  whether  the  committee  was  sitting  or 
not ;  some  three  or  four  days. 

708.  Would  they  be  granted  at  once  in  those  cases  ? — No  ;  the  name  taken  down,  the 
ticket  would  only  be  issued  on  the  day  of  election. 

709.  Have  you  never  known  the  colour  tickets  to  be  issued  before  the  day  of  nominar 
tion  ? — I  have  not. 

71  Oi  Have  you  ever  known  of  money  being  paid  in  advance  to  the  holders  of  these 
tickets  or  to  the  person  named  in  the  recommendation  ? — I  have  not. 

711.  On  neither  side  ? — I  may  have  heard,  but  if  I  have  I  have  no  data  to  speak  fi:x)m. 

712.  From  neither  the  Tory  nor  the  Whig  side  ? — I  do  not  know  it  at  all 

713.  Supposing  this  purity  principle  had  not  been  acted  upon  by  your  party  in  the 
last  election,  and  things  had  gone  on  in  the  old  course,  how  many  colour  tickets,  judging 
from  former  elections,  would  your  committee  have  issued  ? — I  suppose  from  200  to  300. 

714.  That  is  to  say  from  200  to  300  recommendations  which  carry  double,  or  do  you 
mean  200  to  300  colour  tickets  ? — 200  to  300  colour  tickets,  which  would  have  been 
double. 

715.  That  would  amount  to  the  corruption  of  about  400  or  600  ? — Yes. 

716.  Are  the  freemen  the  only  persons  who  apply  for  and  get  these  things,  or  is  it  as 
much  the  practice  of  the  householders  who  are  not  freemen  ? — It  is  not  so  much  the 
practice  of  the  householders  as  the  freemen ;  but  the  freemen  are  pretty  general. 

717.  Does  that  apply  to  the  Whig  colourmen  or  to  the  Tory  colourmen,  or  to  both? — I 
cannot  speak  to  the  Tory  colourmen  at  aU. 

718.  You  are  speaking  of  your  own? — I  am. 

719.  Do  you  know  how  many  colour  tickets  have  been  issued  at  the  last  election  on 
the  Tory  side  ? — No,  I  do  not. 

720.  Is  there  any  other  lawyer  connected  with  your  cause  besides  Mr.  Axis  living  in 
this  city  ? — No  ^  -  .  ^ 
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.    721.  Was  there  no  lawyer  on  the  committee  last  time  but  Mr.  Aris  ?— I  am  not  aware      Gearg  Cbcper, 
that  there  was.  v«yiw< 

722.  Had  you  any  commtinication  with  the  Honourable  Mr.  Elliot  ? — Oh  yes,  he  was     14th  Majr  1853. 
frequently  with  Colonel  Romilly.  ' 

723.  In  what  capacity  was  Mr.  Elliot  present  ? — He  only  appeared  as  the  friend  of 
Colonel  Romilly. 

724.  He  happened  to  be  a  barrister  ? — ^Yes. 

726.  We  are  informed  by  one  of  the  witnesses  he  was  consulted  in  that  character  by 
Colonel  Romilly  ?— Yes. 
726.   Are  you  aware  of  that  fiict  ? — He  was  there  as  Colonel  Romilly's  adviser. 
727-  Professional  adviser  ? — ^Yes,  I  consider  him  so. 

728.  Did  that  idea  of  obtaining  the  seat  on  petition  originate  with  Mr.  Elliot  ? — Not 
that  I  am  aware  of. 

729.  Did  Mr.  Elliot  suggest  that  ? — Not  in  my  hearing. 

730.  Did  it  ori^nate  with  Mr.  Axis  ? — I  cannot  tell  you  from  whom  it  emanated. 
781.  Did  it  ever  occur  to  yomrself  before  the  last  election  that  such  a  thing  was  feasible 

and  might  be  done  ? — No,  it  did  not. 

732.  Who  first  informed  you  at  the  last  election  that  might  be  done  ? — ^That  I  cannot 
teU  you. 

738.  If  you  do  not  remember  who  first  informed  you,  can  you  tell  me  who  informeii 
you  at  all  at  any  time  among  others  ? — Mr.  Aris  informed  me  of  it  among  others  ;  we 
used  to  talk  the  matter  over  in  that  way.  From  whom  it  first  emanated  I  cannot  tell 
you. 

784,  You  had  confidence  in  Mr.  Aris's  opinion  as  a  lawyer  ? — ^Yes. 

735.  Do  you  believe  that  it  originated  with  Mr.  Aris  ? — No,  I  do  not. 

786.  Who  do  you  believe  it  originated  with  ? — It  originated  from,  I  think,  Colonel 
Romilly  and  Sir  William  SomerviUe  and  Mr.  Elliot  jointly  ;  they  were  together ;  I  think 
it  emanated  from  them. 

737.  When  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William  SomerviUe  first  came  into  the  field,  did 
they  both  express  their  determination  not  to  have  recourse  to  illegal  practices  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  their  election  ? — They  did,  at  the  onset. 

738.  When  they  expressed  this  determination,  in  your  opinion,  would  they  have  had 
a  feir  chance  of  success  if  they  had  had  recourse  to  illegal  practices  ? — I  think  they 
would ;  I  feel  sure  they  would. 

789.  And  do  you  say  that  taking  into  consideration  that  at  that  time  Mr.  Smythe 
was  also  canvassing  ? — Yes,  I  never  entertained  an  idea  that  Mi\  Smythe  would  have 
stood  at  all ;  that  it  was  not  his  wish. 

740.  How  much  did  you  pay  the  colourmen;  the  men  who  carried  the  colours?— I 
paid  them  lOs.  each. 

741.  Do  you  remember  the  amoimt  you  paid  them  altogether  ? — I  did  not,  exactly. 

742.  Have  you  your  book  with  you  ? — No,  I  took  a  Ust  from  the  committee  room, 
and  returned  it  as  a  voucher  for  having  expended  the  money  ;  I  did  not  keep  the  list. 

748.  The  same  with  respect  to  the  messengers ;  do  you  know  what  you  paid  them 
altogether  ? — I  do  not. 

744.  To  whom  did  you  return  the  list  ? — I  returned  the  list  to  the  committee  room, 
I  think  to  Mr.  Brent ;  I  took  the  money  from  Mr.  Brent,  and  I  returned  that  as  a 
voucher  for  my  expenses. 

745.  Do  you  Imow  how  much  your  party  were  in  the  habit  of  paying  at  former 
elections  when  the  thing  was  done  well  ? — No. 

746.  Did  you  ever  hear  Mr.  Smythe  say — I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  in  1847  in 
which  case  it  would  have  been  as  your  candidate,  or  whether  it  was  upon  a  former 
occasion  in  which  case  it  would  have  been  as  the  Tory  candidate — ^that  he  had  paid  as 
much  in  a  round  sum  as  1,000L  for  colours  under  that  name  ?— -I  am  not  aware  that  he 
did.  In  1847  I-  am  quite  aware  Mr.  Smythe  was  astounded  at  having  some  money 
returned  him  that  he  paid  in  to  the  treasurer's  account  not  required  for  his  election  ; 
that  was  not  the  election  when  it  cost  him  so  much  money. 

747.  Are  you  aware  of  Mr.  Smythe  having  made  any  declaration  at  the  last  election 
on  the  subject  of  what  he  had  paid  ? — Yes,  I  have  heard  he  did. 

748.  At  the  last  election  he  made  a  declaration  of  what  he  had  paid  for  coloiirs  imder 
a  former  occasion  ? — Yes,  I  have  heard  of  that. 

749.  How  much  is  he  said  to  have  alleged  himself  to  have  paid  ? — I  do  not  bear  in 
mind ;  I  think  I  heard  at  one  election  it  cost  him  6,000?. 

750.  But  for  colours  ? — I  do  not  know  the  amount  for  colours  separately. 

751.  You  never  heard  of  his  making  a  specific  declaration  upon  that  point  ? — I  may 
have  heard  it,  but  I  do  not  bear  it  in  my  mind. 

752.  When  he  paid  the  6,000Z.  was  he  your  candidate  ? — No,  our  opponents. 

753.  Is  that  your  writing  (HandiTig  a  paper  produced  by  Alderman  Brent  to  the 
witness)  ? — Yes. 

754.  Read  it,  will  you  ? — I  find  there  were  pretty  near  sixty-three  colourmen  paid 
by  G.  C. 

755.  That  is  in  1852  ?— Yes  ;  there  is  no  date  upon  it,  but  it  is  for  1852.  It  is  sixty- 
three  colourmen  29Z.  lOs.,  twenty  additional  ditto  71  lOs.  6d,  twenty-three  messengers 
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G€oroi  Cooper      ^l^*  5«.,  Sabine,  that  is  the  name  of  the  person  who  attended  the  colourmen,  for  refiresh- 

-  - .-  -  ment  4J.  ;  together  it  is  52Z.  5«.  6d.    Then  there  is  the  account  of  cash  received  ;  cash  per 

I4th  May  1853.    Aldermen  Brent  30Z.  8«.,  cash  by  Sneller  2i.  5«.,  Alderman  Brent  further  Hi.,  that 

makes  43i.  13«. ;  and  that  leaves  a  balance  due  to  G.  C.  of  SI.  12«.  6cZ.,  which  he  has 

since  received  and  accounted  for.     That  is  the  full  list  of  what  I  paid, 

756.  Is  that  the  detail  of  the  money  that  was  employed  {Handing  another  paper 
produced  by  Alderman  Brent  to  th  evitneas)  ? — Yes,  this  is. 

757.  How  many  of  those  are  voters  ? — I  do  not  know,  but  I  shall  be  able  to  dis- 
inguish  them. 

758.  Were  many  of  them  voters  ? — Very  few,  if  any. 

759.  I  suppose  you  took  care  of  that  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  vote.  You  knew 
enough  of  election  law  to  know  that  a  paid  agent  would  be  disqualified  ? — Yes,  I  did. 

760.  And  therefore  you  took  care  to  employ  only  those  who  were  not  voters  ? — A  few 
of  these  are  voters  ;  very  poor  men. 

761.  Are  the  others  any  relations  of  voters  ? — I  cannot  speak  to  that. 

762.  Or  friends  of  voters.  Were  the  others  recommended  by  voters  ? — These  men  were 
generally  engaged  by  Mr.  Alfred  Sabine,  who  had  the  conducting  of  them. 

763.  He  Imows  all  about  it  ? — Yes. 

764.  Is  this  Alfred  Sabine  senior  or  junior  ? — The  senior.  I  see  that  there  are  twenty- 
four  messengers  ;  I  told  you  there  were  not  quite  twenty,  I  had  no  detail  then  to  speak 
from. 

766.  Altogether  it  appears  from  that  paper  that  there  were  upwards  of  100  employed  ? 
—Yes,  114. 

766.  Were  there  any  persons  put  on  or  employed  whose  descriptions  do  not  appear  in 
that  list  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  o£ 

767.  There  may  have  been  ? — I  am  not  aware  of  any ;  I  do  not  think  there  were 
any. 

768.  Is  that  list  necessarily  a  complete  list  ? — So  far  as  regards  the  payment  I  waQ 
*     intrusted  with,  it  is  ;  I  know  of  no  other. 

769.  There  may  have  been  others  of  which  you  know  nothing? — I  know  of  no 
others. 

770.  May  there  have  been  others  ? — There  may  have  been,  but  I  know  nothing  of  it. 

771.  I  want  you  to  explain  one  of  your  former  answers.  Do  I  understand  that  at 
former  elections,  and  also  at  the  last  so  far  as  the  Tory  party  were  concerned,  the  duty  of 
bearing  the  colours  was  discharged  by  some  of  the  persons  who  had  obtained  colour 
tickets  ? — Yes,  the  duty  was  discharged  by  some  of  them. 

772.  Nobody  but  a  colour  man,  that  is  the  holder  of  a  colour  ticket,  would  be  intrusted 
with  the  duty  of  bearing  the  colours? — Oh  yes,  they  gave  them  up  to  various  persons 
who  were  not  empowered  to  carry  them  at  all ;  a  colour  man  might  treat  some  one  to 
take  his  colours. 

773.  But  the  colours  were  intrusted  in  the  first  instance  to  some  person  or  persons 
who  had  colour  tickets  ? — They  were. 

774.  That  was  the  usual  practice  ? — Yes. 

775.  Did  you  know  of  many  instances  of  riots  taking  place  in  the  streets  between 
colour  bearers  ? — No,  I  dp  not ;  I  had  heard  of  many  but  I  do  not  recollect  any  one.  I 
was  generally  occupied  in  the  conmiittee  room. 

776.  How  strong  did  they  go  out ;  how  many  hundreds  on  each  side  ? — The  band,  and 
persons  carrying  the  banners  and  followers  ;  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  tell. 

777.  A  good  many  himdred  I  suppose  ? — I  dare  say  there  would  be  200  or  300. 

778.  In  one  party  ? — I  do  not  mean  they  were  all  colour  men ;  I  mean  the  parties  who 
joined  them. 

779.  I  am  talking  of  the  colour  men  whose  duty  it  was  to  follow  the  colours  ? — ^They 
would  not  foUow  those  duties  if  it  was  their  duty. 

780.  It  was  only  nominal  ? — Yes. 

781.  The  colours  were  followed  by  hundreds  of  persons  on  both  sides  ? — Yes. 

782.  And  you  have  heard  of  riots  taking  place  between  them  ? — Yes. 

783.  If  I  imderstand  you  at  the  elections  previous  to  1852  you  made  no  arrangements 
for  paying  persons  who  carried  coloxirs  for  their  services  independent  of  the  distribution 
of  colour  tickets  ? — No. 

784.  In  1852  you  did  not  issue  any  colour  tickets,  but  you  paid  the  persons  whom  you 
employed  for  service  actually  performed  ? — Yes. 

785.  And  whose  names  appear  in  a  certain  list  ? — Yes. 

786.  Who  prepared  that  list  ? — It  was  prepared  in  the  committee  room  from  applica- 
tions which  were  made. 

787.  By  whom  ? — By  Henry  Taylor,  the  clerk  ;  I  had  the  list  from  him. 

788.  Is  he  clerk  to  a  solicitor  ?— No. 

789.  Whose  clerk  is  he  ? — He  was  employed  as  clerk  of  the  committee  room. 

790.  What  is  he  ? — He  was  merely  to  sit  there  to  give  answers.  ' 

791.  How  is  he  employed  now  ? — He  attends  auctions  and  salea 

792.  Is  he  an  auctioneer's  clerk  ?— He  officiates  in  that  capacity  oftentimes. 
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Mr.  John  Brent  senior  sworn  and  examined.  •^^'  •'•  •B^'^^^t  *^* 

793.  Are  you  one  of  the  aldermen  of  this  city  ? — I  am.  Hth  May  1858. 

794.  How  long  have  you  occupied  that  position  ? — Since  the  passing  of  the  Municipal       » 
Reform  Bill  and  previously;  since  the  year  1830,  in  fact ;  under  the  old  constitution. 

795.  Have  you  always  been  a  voter  for  the  return  of  Members  of  Parliament  ? — 
Always. 

796.  How  do  you  vote  ? — As  a  freeman.  I  am  not  registered  as  a  householder ;  I  took 
no  pains  about  that. 

797.  Have  you  always  been  in  the  liberal  interest  ? — Yea 

798.  We  are  told  you  were  chairman  of  the  committee  of  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir 
William  Somerville  ;  is  that  so  ? — In  1852  I  was. 

799.  Were  you  ever  chairman  of  a  committee  at  any  previous  election  for  the  Liberals  ? 
—Yes;  I  was  in  1850  and  I  think  in  1847;  but  there  was  no  regular  chairman.  The 
duties  of  chairman  then  were  divided  very  much  ;  there  was  a  treasurer  as  well  as  chair- 
man ;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  finance  department  in  that  case. 

800.  Who  had  the  financial  department  upon  that  occasion? — Mr.  Rutter,  he  acted  as 
treasurer.     I  have  acted  since  in  1850  and  1852  as  chairman  and  treasurer. 

801.  Mr.  Rutter  was  treasurer  in  184?7? — Yes. 

802.  Were  you  chairman  of  the  committee  at  any  previous  elections  ? — Yes,  I  think 
I  have  been,  even  as  long  ago  as  when  Lord  Clifton  was  here,  and  I  opposed  him.  I 
think  I  have  generally  been  considered  chairman  without  being  formally  appointed. 

803.  Were  the  two  offices  of  chairman  and  treasurer  distinct  ?— Always  previous  to 
1850. 

804.  Was  Mr.  Rutter  the  treasurer  at  previous  elections,  do  you  know?— I  think 
during  Lord  Albert's  time  it  was  Mr.  Pilcher,  the  steward  of  the  Mai'chioness  of  Conyng- 
ham  ;  he  generally  acted  for  him  ;  it  was  merely  the  disbursements. 

805.  You  mean  for  Lord  Albert  ? — Yes ;  I  think  in  1842  I  took  no  part  whatever ; 
the  time  of  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  and  when  Mr.  Smy the  came  forward ;  there  was  then 
a  great  expenditure. 

806.  Was  not  that  in  1841  ?— It  may  be  1841 ;  I  do  not  recollect. 

807.  That  was  previous  to  the  general  election  in  1841,  was  it  not  ? — I  think  it  was ; 
it  was  a  single  election,  because  Mr.  Hodges  came  afterwards  at  the  general  election. 

808.  Were  not  Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr.  Smythe  returned  together  in  1841  ? — ^That  must 
be  the  general  election  if  it  was  so.  I  fear  I  am  confusing  it ;  it  must  be  previous  to 
that  I  am  alluding  to  with  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson.     I  have  no  documents  here. 

809.  Parliament  was  dissolved  upon  the  Com  Law  question,  you  remember,  in  1841  ? 
— Yes,  it  was  so. 

810.  At  tliat  time  Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  were  returned  ? — Yes. 

811.  Was  there  a  contest  then  ? — Yes. 

812.  Wlio  were  the  Lil^eral  candidates.  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  one,  was  he 
not  ? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  one,  Mr.  Villiers  and  Bradshaw  and  Gipps  were  the 
others. 

813.  If  you  took  no  part  in  that  election  you  cannot  cliarge  yourself  with  it  ? — No ; 
but  I  can  get  at  it. 

814.  But  are  you  sure  there  was  a  contest  in  1841  ? — Yes. 

815.  If  you  took  no  part  in  the  contest  for  the  Liberals  who  acted  for  them  ? — I  wish 
to  correct  myself.  If  in  1841  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  in  the  field  I  was  then  acting ; 
that  is  not  the  time  I  allude  to.  The  time  I  allude  to  was  a  single  election,  .with 
Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  on  one  side  and  Mr.  Smythe  on  the  other;  in  the  other  instance  it 
was  when  Mr.  Hodges  came  forward  at  the  general  election. 

816.  Mr.  Smythe  was  elected  to  Parliament,  was  he  not,  before  the  general  election  of 
1841  ? — Yes,  I  think  he  was ;  but  I  must  not  be  pinned  down  very  accurately  to  these 
dates. 

817.  Who  acted  for  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  when  you  declined  to  take,  part  ? — Mr.  Edward 
Plummer,  brother  to  Alderman  Plummer. 

818.  Is  that  the  present  deputy  chairman  of  what  may  be  called  the  Liberal  party  ? — 
No,  the  brother ;  that  gentleman,  the  deputy  chairman,  is  Alderman  Plummer. 

819.  Is  the  brother  alive  ?7-He  is  not. 

820.  Have  you  heard  the  information  tliat  has  been  given  to  ue  relative  to  the  mode 
of  issuing  these  colour  tickets  ? — Yes,  I  have. 

821.  Is  it  correct  ? — Whose  evidence  do  you  allude  to  ?  I  did  not  hear  Mr.  George 
Cooper's ;  I  heard  Mr.  Aris's. 

822.  They  were  very  much  the  same  ? — I  fancy  it  has  been  the  custom  for  many  elec- 
tions, a  great  many  elections  up  to  1850. 

823.  It  is  fair  to  the  constituency  that  I  should  put  the  question  to  you  as  a  person 
who  has  been  engaged  in  these  practices  for  many  years  ;  has  that  system  prevailed  sincft 
you  have  been  connected  with  elections  in  Canterbury^ — Yes,  it  has  very  generally 
indeed.  An  alteration  was  made,  I  think,  in  the  time  of  Mr.  Gipps  and  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  ;  I  cannot  recoUect  the  dates.  Mr.  Gipps  was  twice  in  the  field  ;  he  came 
once  upon  a  single  contest  and  then  retired.  We  were  threatend  with  a  petition  in  one 
case.    A  number  of  tickets  were  found  signed  with  the  name  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
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Mr.  J.  Breni,  sem    mittee,  and  the  agent  who  was  down  said,    "  Why,  every  one  of  these  tickets  is  a  species 

' of  bribery/'     We  had  never  been  aware  of  that.     We  had  been  aware  of  this  one  point : 

14th  May  1853.     that  any  person  employed  in  any  way  in  the  election  would,  upon  a  scrutiny,  lose  his 

vote  ;  but  we  have  never  fancied  it  was  anything  like  bribery  in  any  shape  or  form.  Then 

I  for  one,  and  many  others,  said,  "We  will  not  have  anything  to  do  with  this  system  any 
more,"  after  that. 

824.  When  were  you  informed  by  this  agent  from  London  ? — His  name  was  GilL 

825.  When  were  you  informed  that  this  system  you  were  pursuing  was  bribery  ? — 
While  the  petition  was  pending  against  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  by  Mr.  Plumptre  Gipps. 
This  is  the  poll  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  of  1837,  and  at  that  election  the  candidates 
were  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  Frederick  Villiers,  J.  Bradshaw,  and  Henry  Plimiptre 
Gipps. 

826.  You  say  an  agent  came  down  pending  an  election  petition  against  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  ? — ^Yes ;  he  came  down  upon  the  part  of  the  defence.  It  was  during  the 
election  he  came  down,  and  he  showed  us  a  number  of  tickets.  He  said,  "If  you  go  to  the 
"  House  of  Commons,  here  are  tickets,  signed  by  tlie  chairman  of  the  committee,  and 
"  every  one  of  these  may  be  deemed  bribery  for  aught  we  know."  We  said  we  only 
supposed  it  would  disqualify  the  vote  upon  the  scrutiny,  and  that  was  the  only  principle 
we  had  acted  upon. 

827.  You  said  you  made  some  alteration  ;  was  the  alteration  made  on  that  account  ? — 
Most  surely  ;  in  consequence  of  our  being  aware  that  it  was  illegal  we  discontinued  it. 

828.  What  was  the  alteration  made  ? — The  alteration  was  that  parties  themselves  were 
to  nominate  two  friends  for  two  tickets,  instead  of  giving  the  tickets  immediately  to  the 
elector  himself 

829.  Instead  of  the  voter  having  the  ticket  himself  he  might  have  a  ticket  which  he 
was  to  give  to  his  son  or  friend,  or  anybody  he  Uked  ? — Yes  ;  anybody  he  nominated  sup- 
posed to  be  sufficient  and  fit  to  carry  a  colour  you  know. 

830.  Did  you  take  any  opinion  or  any  advice  as  to  whether  that  was  legal  or  not  ? — 
I  do  not  think  we  did. 

831.  Previous  to  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Act,  if  you  can  recollect  so  far  back,  had 
the  custom  been  in  this  borough  to  give  head  money  ? — No 

832.  Was  that  never  the  custom  in  this  borough? — Never  the  custom.  I  think  I 
have  heard  say  in  1821,  or  rather  in  1818,  when  Lord  Clifton  was  the  member,  that 
every  freeman  received  half  a  guinea  at  Christmas  as  a  compliment  for  each  vote ;  but 
I  am  speaking  now  from  hearsay,  I  knew  nothing  about  it  at  the  time,  I  was  not  in 
Canterbury  at  that  time. 

833.  There  was  a  general  opinion  that  had  been  the  case  ? — Yes  ;  but  it  was  discon- 
tinued I  am  quite  sure  after  that  period ;  we  have  known  nothing  about  that  since. 

834.  When  was  the  system  of  nomination  or  colour  tickets  introduced  ? — It  haa  been 
as  long  as  I  remember. 

835.  You  said  there  was  a  plan  of  giving  lOs.  at  Christmas;  was  that  in  addition  to 
the  colour  tickets  ? — No ;  there  were  no  colour  tickets  had  then. 

836.  Now  you  have  got  to  a  point  when  there  were  no  colour  tickets.  When  do  you 
suppose  the  colour  tickets  were  introduced  ?  You  have  been  an  alderman  since  1831,  were 
no  colour  tickets  in  existence  in  1831,  previous  to  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill? — I 
am  sure  I  cannot  recollect ;  I  do  not  remember  ;  it  is  quite  probable  there  were,  but  I 
cannot  tell  you,  my  recollection  is  very  vague  as  to  all  these  early  elections,  it  is  such 
a  confusion  ;  I  can  hardly  say  what  was  done  ;  I  can  speak  to  nothing  very  definitely 
until  about  1847. 

837.  Your  time  will  go  further  back  than  1847? — The  information  is  very  easily 
obtained. 

838.  Who  can  we  have  it  from  ?  Supposing  as  a  statistical  object  of  inquiry  you  wish 
to  ascertain  when  first  colour  tickets  were  introduced  in  this  city,  as  you  cannot  tell  it 
yourself,  who  should  you  go  to  for  the  information  ? — I  really  do  not  know  whether  we 
have  any  docinnents. 

839.  I  do  not  suppose  that  it  is  recorded,  but  you  say  it  is  easily  obtained ;  from 
whom  ? — I  do  not  for  the  moment  know  who  to  mention  to  you  ;  I  thought  Mr.  Cooper 
would  be  able  to  tell  us. 

840.  The  mayor  ? — No,  he  is  not  the  mayor,  he  is  an  alderman  ;  he  was  very  active  for 
Lord  Clifton. 

841.  Do  you  mean  the  gentleman  who  was  examined  here  to  day  ? — No. 

842.  Another  Alderman  Cooper  ?— Alderman  Henry  Cooper  that  is. 

843.  Up  to  the  election  of  1847,  when  your  attention  was  called  to  the  illegality  of 
the  proceeding,  none  of  you  had  any  idea  that  it  was  bribery  ?— No,  certainly  not ;  we 
thought  it  was  disqualifying. 

844.  Disqualifying,  inasmuch  as  you  were  paying  voters  to  be  your  agents? — Yes, 
exactly ;  we  always  considered  every  voter  who  was  paid  for  his  services  might  be  struck 
off  the  list  upon  a  scrutiny,  that  was  our  consideration  always. 

845.  After  that,  when  you  made  this  change,  and  substituted  the  nomination  tickets 
with  a  voter's  son  or  friend  for  himself,  had  any  of  you,  who  were  the  directing  minds 
of  the  electoral  body,  an  idea  that  what  you  were  doing  was  bribery  ? — No, 
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846.  You  give  me  that  as  your  opinion  ? — I  give  you  that  as  my  impression,  I  cannot  Mr.  J.Bimiiwu 

say  what  other  gentlemen  thought,  I  am  quite  aware  if  I  had  taken  any  part  in  it  I        '    - '-i 

should  consider  it  was  not  so.    We  must  have  coloiirmen  ;  and  there  must  be  somebody  l*th  May  1853: 

to  nominate  them.    Whether  the  committee  nominate  them  or  whether  nominated  by  "     '  -^. 
individuals  we  thought  not  material,  as  long  as  the  individual  voter  did  not  carry 

the  colour. 

847.  You  were  aware  you  issued  tickets  to  a  great  nimiber  who  did  not  cany  colours  ; 
what  did  you  think  of  that  ? — We  did  not  think  so ;  we  might  have  acted  in  ignorance ; 
we  cannot  make  it  better  or  worse  ;  we  acted  in  the  fitce  of  it. 

848.  Was  it  perfectly  well  known  to  be  done  on  both  sides  ? — Oh  yes,  I  believe  so ; 
notorioua 

849.  There  was  no  concealment  about  it  ? — No  ;  no  concealment,  I  think. 

850.  And  those  colour  tickets,  I  suppose,  were  passing  from  hand  to  hand  throughout 
the  town  ? — There  was  great  difficulty  about  them,  great  difficulty  to  prevent  forgeries, 
and  their  getting  into  bad  liands.  I  should  explain  one  point :  our  only  object  in  giving 
colourmen's  ticketia  was,  that  the  identical  party  named  was  the  party  who  receivw 
payment,  and  that  nobody  else  but  himself  was  paid  for  his  supposed  services.  It  was 
originally  a  card  with  a  seal  upon  it,  merely  that  it  might  go  to  the  person  appointed 
to  pay  the  parties,  so  that  they  might  ascertain  that  was  the  man  selected  to  carry  the 
colours,  and  had  performed  the  service. 

851.  Did  it  ever  happen  that  the  voter  himself  who  had  nominated  came  for  the 
money  ? — I  can  hardly  tell  you  that.  I  think  it  is  not  unlikely.  Oh,  I  think  so.  It  was 
very  irregular  ;  no  question  about  that. 

852.  And  that  the  nomination  was  a  mere  blind  ? — I  do  not  know  that  I  can  go  as 
fisu:  as  that ;  the  object  was  to  keep  it  distinct. 

853.  For  instance,  John  Jones  nominated  his  two  sons,  James  and  George ;  the  tickets 
were  given  to  James  and  George ;  would  John  Jones  take  that  money,  or  would  it  bon& 
fide  go  into  the  pockets  of  James  and  George  ? — Why  very  likely  to  John  Jones  in  the 
first  instance,  or,  as  it  might  happen,  one  or  the  other  would  receive  it.  Very  likely  if  he 
produced  the  tidcet  he  would  receive  it.  I  thuik  so,  but  I  know  very  little  about  the 
payment. 

854.  But  would  the  money  find  its  way  to  the  voter  in  the  end  ? — That  I  expect  would 
be  so,  fix)m  the  irregularity. 

855.  You  think,  in  point  of  fact,  although  the  voters  nominated  or  named  their  nomi- 
nees who  were  to  be  their  colourmen,  that  in  the  majority  of  instances  the  money  found 
its  way  into  the  voter  s  pocket  ? — I  think  so ;  it  was  often  given  to  his  children.  No 
doubt  the  names  were  put  down  of  some  of  his  own  family  frequently. 

856.  And  it  was  perfectly  well  known  that  it  was  to  be  a  bonus  to  himself? — Yes,  a 
privilege. 

857.  Did  it  never  strike  you,  as  a  man  of  sense  and  understanding,  that  that  was 
bribery  ? — ^We  did  not  think  so.  It  is  easy  to  put  a  question  of  that  sort,  but  it  is  not 
perhaps  so  easy  to  answer  it.  In  the  heat  of  elections  many  things  are  done  which 
perhaps  in  our  soberer  moments  we  would  not  think  of  doing ;  that  every  gentleman 
who  has  been  connected  with  etections  must  be  aware  ofl  This  was  not  considered  to  be 
an  act  of  bribery ;  and  we  have  always  avoided,  as  fiar  as  I  have  been  aware  of  it,  any- 
thing like  direct  bribery. 

858.  If  a  man  had  come  to  you  and  said  he  wanted  3i.,  you  would  say  that  was 
bribery  ?— I  should  most  assuredly. 

859.  K  you  give  to  his  son  that  which  tdtimately  would  become  3Z.  in  his  pocket  it 
was  not  bribery  ? — I  should  say  that  is  bribery. 

860.  That  is  bribery  ? — I  say  that  is  bribery  now.  I  am  speaking  of  what  was  our 
former  practice. 

861.  You  said  that  you  and  all  who  acted  with  you,  considered  that  it  was  not 
bribery  ? — At  that  period.  It  is  very  different  from  what  we  think  now  ;  the  last  four  or 
five  years  we  have  thought  differently. 

862.  Four  or  five  years? — Yes ;  differently  since  1850  or  1849. 

863.  It  strikes  us  between  1837,  when  your  attention  was  called  to  it  and  you  made 
this  alteration,  that  you  might  have  had  time  to  consider  whether  the  alteration  was 
reaUy  not  more  in  name  than  in  substance  ? — Yes,  but  we  cannot  make  it  better  than  it 
is, — that  was  the  practice.  I  am  only  speaking  to  that,  I  am  only  telling  you  what  was 
our  impression. 

864.  But  you  put  upon  me  the  "  heat  of  the  election  ;"  there  are  a  great  many  cool 
moments  that  occur  between  two  elections ;  during  that  time  had  it  never  suggested 
itself  to  your  mind  that  you  were  really  debauching  the  minds  of  the  lower  orders  by 
bribing  them,  did  it  never  suggest  itself  to  you  that  that  was  really  the  fact  ? — We  knew 
that  it  was  a  very  wretched  system,  and  we  should  be  glad  of  anything  to  get  out  of  it ; 
we  were  aware  of  that.  We  found  we  were  getting  from  bad  to  worse ;  we  did  not  know 
what  it  would  end  in  ;  we  were  going  to  decline,  and  we  did  not  know  what  it  would 
end  in. 

865.  "  From  bad  to  worse,"  I  do  not  quite  see  what  you  mean.  You  have  only  told  us 
of  one  system ;  according  to  you  it  was  from  bad  to  better.  Which  was  the  bad,  and  which 
was  the  worse? — The  ^' bad  to  worse ;"  was  the  great  extent  of  it,  that  at  last  we  should 
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Mr  J*  BrenC  $etu   demoralize  the  whole  constituency,  we  saw  at  last  no  one  would  vote  unless  he  had  some 

inducement  for  it ;  we  saw  that  imminent,  and  therefore  we  deplored  it. 

I4th  May  1853.         866.  You  gave  us  to  understand  that  you  were  always  of  opinion  those  colour  tickets 
■  were  an  inducement  to  vote  ? — Oh,  no  doubt  of  it ;  it  is  only  in  degree, — ^a  diffei-enoe  iu 

bribery  ;  we  are  quite  aware  of  that  now. 

867.  Running  very  near  the  wind  ? — Yes.  Many  a  thing  is  not  of  itself  immoral  excei)t 
there  is  a  legal  enactment  against  it.  It  was  particularly  impressed  upon  our  minds  that 
before  1850  all  decisions  of  Committees  of  the  House  of  Commons  were  fatal  in  cases 
where  they  petitioned  and  colour  tickets  were  proved  to  have  been  given.  We  then  felt  if 
that  were  the  case  we  must  discontinue  the  practice  coute  qui  coute  ;  therefore,  when 
Colonel  Romilly  came  in  1850  it  was  the  full  determination  tliatnot  a  single  colounnan's 
ticket  should  be  given,  or  that  anything  like  a  nomination  of  a  man  to  carry  colours 
would  be  received ;  their  appointment  was  a  different  thing, — they  were  taken  indis- 
criminately, 

868.  You  say  in  1850  you  discovered  you  liad  been  really  acting  illegally,  although 
you  had  altered  the  system  ? — Yes,  we  did  so. 

869.  Who  commimicated  that  to  you?— I  think  Colonel  Romilly  and  his  friend 
Mr.  Paget,  who  was  with  him. 

870.  Mr.  Elliot  was  one  ? — You  are  speaking  of  different  elections;  this  was  in  1847  ; 
we  now  go  to  1850.  I  only  made  that  remark,  that  from  that  time  we  have  perfectly 
discontinued  it ;  and  it  was  not  in  contemplation  of  the  present  election,  or  whether 
Mr.  Smythe  were  here,  or  what  not ;  but  that  was  a  fixed  and  firm  determination  that 
we  would  discontinue  that  system  at  all  events. 

871.  Were  you  very  much  surprised  when  you  were  informed  that  you  had  been 
acting  illegally  ? — No,  we  were  not. 

872.  Did  you  commimicate  to  your  opj)onents  the  information  you  had  received  ? — 
Certainly  not. 

873.  You  left  them  in  the  dark  ?— Only  general  conversation  ;  but  there  was  no  in- 
tention of  concealment,  if  you  mean  that ;  there  was  not  the  slightest.  In  a  town  like 
this,  you  must  be  quite  aware  that  there  is  hardly  anything  which  is  said  or  done 
but  what  becomes  very  soon  notorious,  and  it  is  gossiped  through  all  the  circles.  If 
it  were  once  known  that  it  were  really  the  case  we  were  discontinuing  colouimen  s 
tickets  it  must  be  known  to  the  other  side  as  well  as  ourselves,  without  our  communi- 
cating it  to  them  directly. 

874.  I  suppose  you  were  aware  that  if  the  other  side  pui-sued  that  course,  and  you 
kept  clear  of  it,  that  your  candidates  were  pretty  sure  of  the  seat  ultimately  ? — I  do  not 
think  that  was  quite  our  impression ;  the  costUness  of  a  petition  was  always  before  our 
eyes,  we  were  always  aware  of  that ;  there  was  no  feeling  of  that  sort  actuating  us  in 
not  doing  it ;  it  was  thought  little  of  until  really  the  result  of  the  election  was  known. 
1  did  not  thhik  the  case  was  at  all  hopeless  throughout  the  long  canvass  of  twenty-one 
days ;  we  thought  there  were  many  chances  in  our  favour.  The*  popular  cry,  if  I  may  use 
the  term,  of  the  abolition  of  the  com  laws  was  quite  in  favour,  we  thought  it  might 
tend  favourably,  even  although  we  discontinued  the  usual  inducement ;  and  then  as  to 
Mr.  Smythe  coming  into  the  field,  there  was  much  difference  of  opinion  about  that ; 
many  of  us  fancied  he  might  do  us  as  much  good  as  harm ;  that  many  of  his  old 
friends,  the  Tory  party,  would  vote  for  him,  and  by  that  means  he  would  have  ab- 
stracted some  from  our  opponents  as  well  as  ourselves,  and  we  gave  him  credit  for  a 
larger  number  than  he  did  actually  take  away. 

875.  You  need  not  have  given  him  credit  for  much  then,  for  he  only  had  seven  ? — But 
I  will  tell  you  what  he  did,  he  prevented  a  good  many  of  our  friends  from  voting ;  they 
held  back  in  consequence  of  our  iU  feeling ;  it  was  not  imtil  after  that  unfortunate  duel 
between  him  and  Colonel  Romilly  that  we  thought  it  was  a  hopeless  thing.  This  was 
running  through  three  weeks,  and  there  were  of  course  various  opinions  at  the  time ; 
but  I  can  answer  you  must  solemnly  there  was  not  the  least  idea  of  a  petition  at  the 
time  or  that  that  actuated  us  in  any  way  in  not  giving  colourmen  s  tickets,  quite  the 
contrary. 

876.  How  early  was  it  intimated  to  the  voters  there  would  be  no  nomination  tickets  ? 
1 — ^The  canvass  was  about  21  days,  and  from  the  very  first  whenever  we  went  out  to 
canvass  a  voter  they  asked  for  a  colourman's  ticket,  and  tliey  were  told  there  was  nothing 
given  away  in  that  shape  at  this  election.  Many  that  we  did  not  see,  and  many  who  did 
not  ask  the  question,  sent  in  recommendations  to  the  committee.  I  do  not  know  why 
they  were  kept. 

877.  Here  they  are  ?— We  merely  threw  them  by  as  waste  paper.  Some  of  the  com- 
mittee^ I  suppose,  thought  it  better  to  preserve  them,  that  they  might  be  some  e\ddence ;  I 
not  know  for  what. 

878.  Do  you  know  how  many  of  those  who  sent  in  applications  voted  for  you  ?— No, 
I  do  not  indeed ;  I  never  saw  the  list ;  they  were  thrown  upon  the  table  and  collected 
afterwards. 

879.  Do  you  think  you  lost  the  great  body  of  them  ? — I  think  we  did ;  we  must  have 
done  so,  because  our  promises  run  up  to  about  150  more  than  we  polled;  a  great  number; 
in  fact  to  200  more  than  we  polled.  Some  few  when  it  was  a  hopeless  cause  held  back 
and  did  not  vote,  as  is  often  the  case. 
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880.  Did  yoit  book  the  men  who  sent  in  the  applications  ? — No,  there  was  no  notice   Mr.  J.  Brent  mu 

taken  of  them  further  than  that ;  I  think  they  were  merely  laying  on  the  table,  and  I  ' 

fieaicied  they  were  destroyed,  but  they  seem  to  have  been  preserved.  14th  May  1853. 

881.  Is  it  true  that  the  booking  a  promise  took  place  on  giving  a  nomination  ticket  ?       * 
— Are  you  speaking  more  of  the  earlier  elections  ? 

882.  I  am  speaking  of  the  system  ? — The  question  was  generally  asked,  when  a  man 
sent  in  a  reconmiendation,  "  Has  he  promised  his  vote  V*  and  there  was  always  some  one 
to  say  "  Yes,"  and  then  the  ticket  was  made  out  for  him. 

883.  If  he  had  not  promised  his  vote  you  would  treat  it  as  nothing  ? — We  should  treat 
it  as  nothing;  that  is  the  system  you  are  speaking  about  which  I  do  not  know  a  great 
deal  about. 

88^!.  You  were  treasurer,  you  say,  in  the  year  1852,  last  year  ? — Yes. 

885.  What  money  passed  through  yom:  hands? — <i?436  6«.  lid;  there  is  the  account 
{fw/nding  in  a  small  black  covered  book) 

886.  Is  that  for  the  two  candidates  ? — Yes,  for  both  candidates  jointly. 

887.  Were  any  of  the  band  voters  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  of  I  might  have  mentioned 
that  formerly  we  had  an  immense  deal  of  trouble  with  the  band.  There  used  to  be  appli- 
cations for  people  to  play  in  the  band  who  knew  nothing  about  it ;  some  came  as  voters 
and  with  recommendations.  At  the  last  two  or  three  elections  we  made  an  arrangement 
with  Mr.  Hobday,  a  musician  in  the  town,  to  furnish  a  band  regardless  who  they  were,  and 
we  paid  him  251,  a  day,  but  much  cheaper  than  we  had  formerly  been  able  to  obtain  it. 

888.  Who  is  Burgess  here  ;  an  account  of  251.  (referring  to  the  black  covered  book)  ? — 
For  a  committee  room. 

889.  Is  he  a  voter  ? — He  is  a  voter. 

890.  How  long  was  that  committee  room  hired  for  ? — From  the  very  first  of  the 
canvass.     I  should  think  it  must  have  been  for  thirty  days  at  least. 

891.  What  is  the  rent  of  his  house?— I  do  not  know.  It  is  a  large  building,  good 
room  over  head,  and  a  convenient  place  for  the  committee  room.  We  have  had  it  for 
some  years. 

892.  Is  that  the  usual  sum  ? — We  have  never  paid  so  much,  because  we  never  had  it 
so  long.  We  gave  him  last  time  lOi.  for  the  use  of  it  for  three  or  four  days.  There  is 
great  inconvenience  in  clearing  everything  out  of  the  place ;  and  although  that  is  put 
down  for  committee  room,  there  were  two  or  three  telegraphs,  and  coach  hire,  and  little 
things  included  in  that  amoimt ;  it  was  put  down  as  a  simple  item. 

893.  You  have  told  us  very  candidly  as  to  this  system  of  colour  tickets ;  was  there 
within  your  own  knowledge  any  direct  money  bribery  in  the  borough  ? — You  are  not 
going  back  beyond  1850  now,  are  you  ?     If  you  speak  of  1850,  I  say  no. 

894.  You  have  made  yourselves  perfectly  pure  sin::e  1850  ? — It  is  the  fact;  but  I  can 
answer  that  question,  as  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned,  that  I  never  did  in  my  life 
and  never  would  sanction  it  in  any  way ;  but  to  say  that  I  did  not  know  it  had  been 
done,  I  will  not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that,  after  an  election  was  over,  because  I  know  that 
it  was  in  two  or  three  instances ;  I  know  that  there  was  at  Mr.  Smythe's  election  against 
Mr,  Heniker  Wilson  bribery  going  on,  and  I  expect  there  was  in  1847,  but  I  knew 
nothing  of  it  of  my  own  head.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  financial  department,  and 
always  steered  clear  of  it. 

895.  Mr.  Brent,  we  come  down  here  with  our  minds  unoccupied,  and  we  do  not 
know  anything ;  we  must  find  it  all  out,  and  although  you  do  not  know  it  yourself 
you  can  give  us  a  valuable  clue  ? — I  will  tell  you  everything  I  know.  I  will  reserve 
nothing. 

896.  Nobody  at  present  need  apprehend  any  consequences  if  they  make  a  feir,  true, 
and  honest  disclosure  ? — I  have  no  feeling  upon  that  subject.  I  would  say  everything  in 
the  most  candid  way.     I  know  the  object  of  your  commission,  and  the  Act. 

897.  Although  the  answers  you  may  give  to  my  questions  may  not  be  those  on  which 
we  may  found  oxxr  report,  they  may  give  us  a  clue  to  those  answers  upon  which  we  might 
ultimately  found  a  report  Relative  to  1847,  you  say  you  knew  there  was  bribery  ? — 
I  believe  there  was.  I  think  there  was.  It  is  what  I  learnt  after  the  election  was 
over. 

898.  To  what  extent  in  1847  ? — It  could  not  have  been  to  any  very  great  extent. 

899.  Are  you  talking  of  your  own  side  ? — Yes,  our  own  side ;  I  knew  nothing  on  the 
other  side.  I  have  not  made  inquiry  upon  the  subject,  and  therefore  can  give  you  no 
information  as  to  anything  direct  upon  the  other  side.  We  have  no  doubt  it  took  place, 
and  I  will  tell  you  why,  and  for  one  very  strong  reason,— Mr.  Smythe  used  constantly  to 
say,  in  1847,  "  Ah,  I  will  get  some  of  those  back ;  these  are  votes  I  bought  fi-om  you  in 
1847."  I  judge  he  was  aware  of  it  from  that.  He  alluded  to  Heniker  Wilson  s  election. 
I  heard  him  on  the  hustings  say,  "  It  has  cost  me  7,O00Z.  I  want  to  know  how  I  am  to 
get  that  back  again."  7,000?.,  we  knew  from  the  legitimate  expenses,  must  have  been 
either  for  an  immense  number  of  colouruien  and  messengei-s,  or  from  direct  bribeiy. 
Mine  is  only  an  inference,  and  I  can  give  you  no  information  further. 

900.  Are  you  talking  of  Mr.  Smythe  now  when  he  was  red,  blue,  or  pink  ? — He  was 
so  many  shades  that  I  can  hardly  tell  you. 

901.  Are  you  talking  of  him  as  a  red  ? — I  have  told  you  the  intercourse  I  had  with 
him  was  in  1847. 
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Itr,  J.  Breni,  sen.        902.  "WTiat  colour  was  he  then  ? — He  was  taken  up  as  a  sort  of  nondescript  by  the 

Liberals,  because  we  thought  he  was  a  good  card  to  play. 

14th  May  1858.         903.  AVhat  was  his  colour  in  1847  ? — He  came  out  as  blue  ;  oh  yes,  he  was  blue. 
— —  904.  Did  Mr.  Smythe  expect  that  having  bought  the  men  as  a  red  in  1841  that  he 

should  have  them  as  blue  in  1847? — He  thought  some  of  them  would  from  gratitude. 
He  used  to  tell  us  in  the  committee,  "  Ah,  as  to  some  of  these  men  I  bought  them  away 
from  you  before,"  speaking  of  the  voters. 

905.  You  had  rather  an  unfair  advantage  over  the  other  side  ? — So  we  had ;  it  was  all 
fair. 

906.  In  1847  speaking  from  your  own  knowledge  from  facts  which  came  to  your 
knowledge  in  the  committee  room,  what  do  you  think  the  amount  of  direct  money 
bribery  was  ? — I  should  say  about  400Z. ;  I  shoidd  think  so,  putting  things  together,  with 
what  colour  men  would  cost. 

907.  I  am  excluding  that  entirely  ? — Ah,  you  are  talking  now  of  direct  money  bribery. 

908.  Yes  ? — The  el^jtion  cost  the  two  candidates  sometlung  like  l,800i. 

909.  Between  them,  or  each  ?— Between  them  ;  900^.  a  share. 

910.  The  blue  candidates? — The  blue  candidates;  that  is,  Lord  Albert  Conyngham 
and  Mr.  Smythe. 

911.  You  put  the  colourmen  and  messengers  at  what? — At  about  500Z. 

912.  Each?— No,  about  5001  altogether. 

913.  I  do  not  see  how  you  make  up  youi*  sum  now? — 400Z.  and  5001  would  be  900L  ; 
then  we  have  9001,  for  the  two  candidates  for  the  expenses,  two  days. 

914.  That  is  heavy  ? — Yes,  it  is  heavy ;  I  am  aware  of  that,  but  it  is  only  guessing ;  it 
is  only  an  approximation. 

915.  You  say  you  know  that  l,800i.  was  the  sum  charged  against  the  candidates  ? — Yes, 
I  know  that ;  that  I  am  aware  of 

916.  .^500  would  represent  colouimen  and  messengers  ? — I  presume  about  that,  from 
our  own  expenditure  since. 

917.  Then  judging  from  your  own  legituuate  expenses  now  put  that  at  another  oOOL  ? 
—Yes. 

918.  That  would  leave  the  bribery  800Z.  instead  of  400Z.,  do  you  think  that  that  would 
represent  it  ? — I  do  not  think  it  would  be  to  anything  like  that  extent. 

919.  We  will  go  by  steps ;  I  dare  say  we  shaJl  get  at  it  ? — You  will  get  at  all  I  know 
of  it. 

920.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  who  actually  received  a  money  bribe?  — I  am  sure  I  do 
not ;  no  I  do  not  indeed,  I  never  saw  any  money  pass,  if  you  mean  that ;  without 
equivocation  I  never  saw  any  transaction  of  the  sort ;  I  only  heard  of  it  afterwards. 

921.  Who  was  Frail  ? — You  were  asking  me  who  are  not  the  best  qualified  to  give  the 
information.  I  believe  Mr.  Goodwin  was  employed  to  obtain  a  number  of  votes ;  I 
think  so ;  I  heard  that  and  Mr.  Southee. 

922.  Is  Goodwin  alive?— Yes. 

923.  Is  he  here  ?  -  I  do  not  suppose  he  is. 

924.  Is  he  in  the  town  ?— Yes. 

925.  And  Southee  ? — Yes  ;  and  in  that  case  Mr.  Rutter  could  tell  you  a  good  deal  if 
you  go  into  1847. 

926.  Anybody  else? — No ;  not  who  is  here. 

927.  Never  mind  about  their  being  here  ;  we  can  get  at  them,  although  we  have  left 
Canterbury  ? — I  think  there  was  a  Mr.  Robert  CuUen.  I  do  not  know  where  he  is  ;  I 
think  he  was  engaged,  but  it  is  all  hearsay.  Should  you  find  nothing  impure  in  the 
election  of  1850,  would  this  commission  be  authorized  to  go  back,  as  you  can  oidy  go 
back  to  a  pure  election. 

928.  You  mean  if  we  meet  with  a  gap  we  are  stopped  ? — Yes.  And  would  you  not 
caU  a  pure  election  a  gap  ? 

929.  We  have  not  yet  found  1850  was  a  pure  election  ? — You  have  not  found  it  was 
otherwise. 

930.  It  was  not  a  contested  election,  it  was  a  bye  ?  —  It  was  taken  by  show  of 
hands. 

931.  Only  one  ? — There  was  not  a  contest. 

932.  The  words  of  the  Act  are  :  "  Where  upon  inquiry  concerning  any  election  such 
"commissioners  do  not  find  that  cx)rrupt  practices  have  been  committed  thereat  they 
"  shall  not  inquire  concerning  any  previous  election  ? " — I  should  have  looked  at  it  in  my 
ignorance  as  an  election. 

933.  It  would  only  affect  one  seat  ? — It  would  be  a  return.  I  have  no  interest  in 
stopping  it. 

934.  The  view  you  take  of  it  is,  you  having  commenced  your  purity  in  1850,  if  we 
find  upon  consideration  the  words  in  the  section  are  imperative  upon  us,  any  election, 
whether  an  election  of  a  single  member  or  two  members,  it  prevents  our  going  further, 
and  it  would  of  course  be  your  duty,  and  those  who  act  with  you,  to  point  out  to  us 
that  the  election  of  1850  has  been  so  pure  an  election  as  to  be  an  impassable  barrier  to  us. 
That  would  be  only  as  regards  your  side,  I  suppose?  —  I  do  not  presume  there  was 
much  on  the  other  side,  as  Mr^  Vance  left  so  soon. 

935.  There  was  only  one  member  elected  in  1850  ? — That  is  so. 
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986.  Canterbury  returns  two  members  ?— Yes.  j^m  j  n^^ 

937.  Do  you  remember  that  in  1850  a  contest  was  at  least  apprehended  ?— It  was.  '     —ZT^  *^* 

938.  Who  was  the  opponent,  do  you  remember? — Mr.  Vance.  I4th  May  1853. 

939.  Did  he  retire  long  before  the  election  ?— The  evening  before  ;  that  was  Saturday 

night,  as  the  nomination  was  the  Monday. 

940.  Do  you  know  what  induced  him  to  retire  ? — I  have  not  the  least  idea. 

941.  Not  the  slightest  suspicion  ?-^No. 

942.  You  never  heard  a  rumour  of  any  inducement  to  Mr.  Vance  to  retire? Any 

pecuniary  embarrassment  ? 

943.  I  do  not  say  thai  Did  you  ever  hear  of  any  inducement?— I  did  hear  some 
very  wild  reports  indeed,  that  Mr.  Vance  was  paid  for  retiring  ;  tiiat  somebody  had  riven 
him  l,000i.  to  leave.  ^ 

944.  Who  did  you  hear  that  from  ? — It  was  the  town  talk. 

945.  Who  did  you  hear  it  from  in  particular  ? — Being  what  everybody  says  I  am  sure 
I  cannot  tell  you  ;  I  heard  it  from  everybody ;  it  was  talked  of  as  general  as  possible, 
especially  from  the  opposite  party.  There  was  a  strong  bitterness  of  feeling  in  consequence 
of  Mr.  Vance  leaving ;  I  presume  there  was  no  good  reason  for  it,  from  the  state  of  the 
canvass  or  anything  of  that  sort ;  there  was  hardly  time  to  go  into  it. 

946.  You  said  it  was  talked  of  particularly  by  the  opposite  party,  that  implies  it  was 
talked  of  by  your  party  ? — I  do  not  believe  our  side  ever  thought  of  it ;  I  will  correct 
myself  it  was  entirely  by  the  other  side. 

947.  You  think  no  blue  ever  believed  Mr.  Vance  retired  for  a  corrupt  consideration  ? — 
I  believe  so. 

948.  But  you  believe  that  the  reds  generally  believed  that  he  did  retire  for  a  corrupt 
consideration  ?— Not  generally,  but  in  some  instances. 

949.  Mr.  Vance  being  not  a  blue  but  a  red  ? — Yes  a  red ;  but  I  know  nothing  about  it 
you  know. 

950.  You  would  not  know  what  was  done  in  the  ranks  of  the  red  party  ? — No. 

951.  The  red  would  be  more  likely  to  know  ? — They  would  know  whether  anything 
was  given. 

952.  Now  we  will  proceed  with  regard  to  this  of  1847.  What  induces  you  to  think 
that  bribery  to  the  amount  of  400Z.  had  been  practised  ;  did  you  ever  have  an  admission 
from  a  man  bribing  or  a  man  bribed  ?—  It  was  from  statements  laid  before  us  in  the 
committee. 

953.  Statements  laid  before  you  in  the  committee  ? — Yes ;  by  several  parties.  If  I  re- 
member, it  was  done  by  some  parties  receiving  to  the  extent  of  150Z.  and  promising  to 
ensure  a  certain  number  of  votes,  and  what  they  paid  the  voters  we  knew  notWng 
about,  but  they  had  the  money  to  do  it. 

954.  A  man  came  up  and  sold  a  tally  ? — Yes,  I  think  that  was  the  plan ;  I  cannot 
speak  to  that ;  I  should  have  repudiated  it  myself 

955.  Was  that  a  novel  mode  in  Canterbury? — I  do  not  know  I  am  sure,  it  never 
occurred  to  us,  we  never  thought  of  it  before. 

956.  Quite  new  to  you  ? — It  was  quite  new  to  practice. 

957.  But  you  adopted  it  ? — It  was  adopted.  You  must  understand  me,  I  am  speaking 
of  that  which  I  have  only  heard. 

9o%,  You  say  you  were  on  the  committee  and  chairman,  and  that  it  was  laid  before 
the  committee  ? — But  there  is  an  immense  deal  done  by  the  committee  that  one  knows 
very  little  about,  there  is  an  under  current  always  which  we  know  nothing  about,  there 
is  siways  an  under  current. 

959.  But  the  money  is  supplied  from  head  quarters  ? — The  money  is  supplied  of  course. 

960.  Who  pulls  up  the  hatches  for  the  under  current  in  the  committee  ? — There  are 
always  persons  who  are  very  anxious  partisans  and  as  wishing  well  for  the  successs  of  the 
cause  in  which  they  are  engaged,  at  times  they  are  over  zealous,  and  they  do  things  they 
would  not  in  soberer  moments  think  of  doing,  and  they  might  commit  a  committee  before 
they  are  aware  of  it  although  having  the  strictest  injunctions  not  to  do  so. 

961.  But  the  promise  would  be  one  thing  and  the  performance  another,  if  the  strictest 
injunctions  not  to  do  it  were  given  ;  the  150i.  was  found  after  all  by  somebody  and  handed 
over  in  performance  of  the  promise? — It  went  out  of  the  1,800^.,  it  was  paid  over  by  the 
treasurer  of  course. 

962.  Who  disbursed  it  ? — Mr.  Rutter  the  treasurer. 

963.  The  150i.  would  be  in  one  sum  ? — 150i.  in  one  sum. 

964.  Who  did  you  hear  was  the  recipient  of  that ;  who  sold  the  tally  ?— I  have  told  you 
Mr.  Gtoodwin  ;  Mr.  Goodwin  the  150i.  was  paid  to. 

965.  Do  you  know  how  many  he  sold  for  that  ? — There  were  so  many  I  believe  at  hi, 
a  head. 

966.  As  you  would  sheep  in  the  market  ? — He  was  to  bring  them  in  and  make  the 
best  tenns  with  them  he  could. 

967.  You  did  not  inquire  whether  he  got  them  at  3i.  or  4Z. ;  that  was  his  profit  ? — No ; 
we  afterwards  learnt  he  got  them  for  much  less. 

968.  How  many  were  there  in  the  drove  ? — About  30  to  40. 

969.  Did  you  afterwards  learn  he  got  them  for  much  less  ?— Yes,  from  the  complaints 
of  many  parties ;  many  stated  to  us  alberwards  they  had  received  little  or  nothing  ;  some 
said  they  had  only  received  It      ** 
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Mr.  J,  Brenty  sen.        970.  In  what  situation  of  life  was  this  Mr.  Goodwin  ? — A  brewer. 

971.  In  a  large  business  ? — I  can  hardly  tell  you  about  that ;  he  has  been  in  a  larger 

14th  May  1853.     line   of  business   than  he   is   at    present,    I   think.     He   has   been   always   an   active 
partisan. 

972.  Is  there  anybody  else  you  remember?— I  have  spoken  of  Mr.  Cullen  and 
Mr.  Southee. 

973.  How  much  did  Cullen  get  ? — I  must  leave  that  to  Mr.  Rutter  to  tell  you. 

974j.  Any  other  ?  According  to  my  calctdation  we  have  neai^y  8001.  to  expend  in  this 
profitable  mode  of  purchasing  votes,  and  you  have  only  given  me  1  oOl.  ? — ^WiU  you  allow 
me  to  look  at  my  memorandums. 

975.  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  down  somewhere  ? — {The  witness  refers  to  a  little  red  cover 
hook  which  he  ^produces.)  I  wish  to  give  every  information,  I  do  not  wish  to  suppress 
any  ;  but  my  feeling  is  this,  yoii  have  no  right  to  go  beyond  1850,  and  therefore  I  am  not 
at  all  prepared  ;  of  anything  previously  I  know  nothing  but  only  hearsay. 

976.  You  heard  us  ask  questions  of  witnesses  who  preceded  you  with  reference  to  cases 
long  anterior  to  1850,  when  you  went  away  to  get  your  papers.  I  understood  you  went 
to  fetch  aU  the  papers  in  your  possession  ? — All  which  I  had  any  particular  management 
or  cont    1  over. 

977.  You  say  you  have  not  any  before  1850  ? — Oh  yes,  I  have. 

978.  ,That  is  an  1847  book,  is  it  not  {referring  to  the  red  book)  ? — Yes. 

979.  Does  that  relate  to  anything  but  the  election  ?  — No. 

980.  Perhaps  you  will  hand  it  up  to  us  ? — You  are  welcome  to  have  it.  {The  red  book 
was  handed  in.) 

981.  I  find  that  Goodwin  had  his  loOl.  early  in  the  canvass  ? — Yes. 

982.  td  Cullen  get  anything  ?— It  is  there  if  he  did. 

98       I  does  not  say  wliat  lie  got  it  for  ;  it  is  "  Cullen  75Z. ''  ? — I  presume  for  a  certain 
'  nmnber  of  voters,  but  I  cannot  tell  you  ;  the  only  information  I  have  is  from  that  book. 
That  book  was  sent  to  me  by  the  treasurer. 

984.  Are  any  of  these  entries  in  your  handwriting  ? — No  ;  I  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  book ;  it  has  been  placed  in  my  hands.     I  do  not  know  that  I  have  hardly  looked  at 

since. 

985.  Whose  handwriting  is  it  ? — I  think  it  is  Mr.  Rutter  s  ;  he  acted  as  treasurer. 

986.  Is  it  Mr.  George  Cooper  s  ?— No. 

987.  Did  you  go  over  it  at  the  time  ?— I  did  not. 

988.  Did  you  audit  the  accounts  or  check  them  at  the  time  ? — No,  they  were  sub- 
mitted to  a  meeting  of  the  committee  once  or  twice. 

989.  In  your  presence  ? — Yes. 

990.  And' approved? — This  was  after  they  were  done;  we  only  saw  the  accounts 
when  they  were  rendered. 

991.  But  they  were  approved  ;  they  were  not  disputed  ? — They  were  not  disputed. 

992.  You  being  chairman  at  the  time  ?— I  was  chairman. 

993.  You  had  better  look  at  that  red  book  ;  the  first  two  pages  and  a  half;  do  they 
relate  to  gifts  of  this  kind,  money  bribes  ?— Almost  entirely ;  it  amounts  to  463f.  lOs.  4id. 
Here  is  a  little  sum  or  two  to  out  voters  which  I  expect  were  legitimate,  then  there  is 
another  621.  6s.  6d.  which  I  suspect  were  bribed  voters. 

994.  Those  were  all  irrespective  of  colourmen ;  you  wiU  see  there  is  another  sum  of 
about  400 i.  for  colourmen  ? — Yes,  that  is  so  ;  here  is  479i.  IBs.  for  colourmen^s  tickets. 
I  thought  the  463?.  and  the  479?.  were  those  two  amoimts  which  I  spoke  to  you  in  the 
first  instance  about ;  but  there  seems  to  be  a  great  deal  of  irregular  expense  which 
makes  up  the  sum ;  the  expenditure  is  1,785?.  lis.  2d.  which  is  between  the  two 
candidates  ;  in  round  numbers  I  stated  it  at  1,800?. 

995.  Are  there  any  other  items  in  that  book  besides  the  two  first  pages  and  a  half 
that  relate  to  direct  bribery  ? — Here  is  one  item  ;  tavern  bill,  treating,  &c. 

996.  How  much  is  that?— ^272  13^.  6c?. 

997.  For  how  many  days,  do  you  know  ? — I  should  say  a  week  active  canvass,  and 
some  days  before  that;  sheriffs  expenses  100?.  12s.  9d. ;  that  makes  up  the  amount 
altogether,  with  those  items. 

The  three  first  pages  of  the  red  book  put  in  by  the  witness  were  as  follows  : 
Canterbury  Election. — 30th  July  1847. 

George  Davey,  per  account 

Chas.  Groodwin        .  -  - 

R  C.  Guillen  -  -  - 

J.  Jacobs  •  .  -  - 

F.F.Cobb 

R  Pilcher 

B.  Mutton       -        -  -  • 

M.  Saunders  -  -  - 

W.Smith 
J.  Watts 
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je    8. 

d. 

Wm.  Lepine             -           -            _            , 

'        7     3 

6 

Ja&  Holland            .            .            .             . 

■       10     0 

0 

SoUy            -            -            .            - 

0     3 

0 

Thos.  White 

0     2 

6 

J.  L.  Gruby              .            _            _            . 

5     0 

0 

W.  Beer,  jun.             .            .            . 

5     0 

0 

J.  H.  Roberts          .        .        ,        . 

5     0 

0 

Jas.  Field            .              .              .              . 

5     0 

0 

R  Nye  • 

5     0 

0 

Wm.  Hy.  Stone             -            .            .        . 

5     0 

0 

T.  BoomuuQ,  jun. 

1  10 

0 

J.  Hewson            .              .              ,            . 

2     0 

0 

R  Qeering              -             .            _             . 

0     7 

0 

J.Wood 

3     0 

0 

Jno.  Dyason            -            -            .              . 

3     3 

6 

James  Philpott         -            ,            _            . 

3     0 

0 

J.  Jeans              -              .              _              . 

0  10 

0 

K  J.  and  S.  Austen 

2     0 

0 

J.  Roalfe 

3     0 

0 

W.  S.  Pahner            -            .            .            . 

2     0 

0 

Out  Voters. 

Barton,  from  Brighton 

2     0 

0 

Two  Stacey's,  ditto 

4     0 

0 

Two  Cackett's,  Faversham 

2     0 

0 

P.  W.  Duly,  Reading 

5     0 

0 

J.  Longley,  Faversham 

2     0 

0 

T.  Pawson,  Maidstone 

3     0 

0 

J.  Roalfe,  Hastings 

3     0 

0 

T.  Roalfe,  London 

1     0 

0 

T.  Denne,  Heme  Bay 

0  10 

0 

R  Narley,  Hastings 

4     0 

0 

H.  A.  Hope,  London 

3     3 

0 

Jno.  Lidders,  per  accoiuit 

2     2 

0 

H.  Hills,  ditto          -            -            -            . 

0  11 

6 

W.  Pilcher,  ditto            -            -        .          . 

7    0 

0 

J.  Jacobs,  ditto        -            -            -            . 

20     0 

0 

A.  Abrahams,  ditto 

3     0 

0 

463  10    4 


62     6     6 

998.  How  many  voters  were  on  the  register  at  that  time  ? — That  is  difficult  to  say, 
there  are  so  many  double  votes ;  there  were  something  like  1,500  absolute  voters. 

999.  Was  lOOL  for  the  sheriff  a  legitimate  sum  for  expenses  under  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ? — We  have  generally  paid  about  that. 

1000.  Who  has  the  control  or  who  checks  the  sheriff's  expenses? — ^We  once  or  twice 
have  taken  an  opinion  upon  it  in  London ;  we  found  we  never  could  object  to  it ;  there 
are  no  grounds  for  that. 

1001.  To  whom  did  you  pay  that  sum? — It  was  paid  to  the  sheriff  for  the  time 
being. 

1002.  To  the  under  sheriff  ?— To  the  under  sheriff. 

1003.  Only  1,600  voters  on  the  roister  and  100?.  expenses,  there  being  four  candi- 
dates ? — ^There  were  seven  polling  places. 

1004.  But  four  candidates  ? — Yes,  and  we  pay  for  two. 

1005.  Have  you  any  other  books  of  account  of  1847  ? — ^Nothing  whatever. 

1006.  Specify  in  thistt  book  where  the  direct  money  payments  end  ? — I  cannot  do  that ; 
you  can  do  it  as  well  as  I  can  from  inspection.  I  (Ud  not  put  that  book  in  and  there- 
fore I  cannot  speak  to  it  as  a  document. 

1007.  Do  all  these  payments,  ending  with  W.  Burgess,  lOi.,  Thomas  Davies,  22Z.,  all 
refer  to  direct  bribery  ? — I  should  think  so,  but  I  do  not  know. 

1008.  Then  comes  Tliomas  Hobday's  band,  QU, — ^Yes ;  that  is  some  higher  amount 
than  we  have  paid  lately. 

1009.  Then  comes  tavern  bill,  treating,  &c.  ? — Yes. 

1010.  I  see  in  the  next  page  a  very  suspicious  entry,  consisting  of  about  eleven  items 
headed  "gifts ;''  do  you  mean  to  say  that  those  are  not  bribery  ? — It  depends  on  whom 
they  were  given  to  ;  they  would  not  be  given  to  voters. 

1011.  They  do  amount  to  50Z.  105.  of  the  bilL     Is  James  Fadarb  a  voter  ? — Yes, 

1012.  And  was  he  then  ? — ^Yes  ;  I  should  think  he  is  a  messenger. 

1013.  He  is  entitled  as  the  receiver  of  a  gift.     James  Thurston  ? — He  is  a  voter. 

1014.  Bichard  Bird  ? — It  may  be  for  services  ;  he  was  active. 

1015.  It  is  put  as  a  gift? — It  is  so  here. 

1016.  The  services  are  paid  elsewhere  ? — ^Yes. 

1017.  Alfred  Sabine,  is  tliat  senior  or  junior  ? — Senior. 
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IMr.  r.Breniyien.        1018.  Is  h^  a  voter  ?— Yes. 

1019.  Delo  and  son? — They  were  both -very  active  in  the  canvass,  canvassing  derks. 

14th  May  1853,         1020.  Still  canvassing  clerks  and  others.are  paid  elsewhere,  these  are  receivers  of  gifts  ; 
are  these  voters  ?— Yes,  they  are  both  voters. 

1021.  Town  sergeants,  are  they  voters  or  not? — ^Most  of  them  are. 

1022.  Did  they  vote  for  you  ?— The  greater  part  do. 

1023.  And  these  are  voters?— Yes. 

1024.  Is  C.  Martin  a  voter? — I-do  not  know, 

1025.  M. Saunders? — Saunders  is  a  voter. 

1026.  Here  is  a  gift  by  Pilcher,.2i.  10«.,-who  was  that  given  to?— I  do  not  know. 

1027.  Was  it  given  to  a  voter  ?-^I  cannot  teU. 

1028.  Was  Pilcher  a  bribery  agent?— No  ;  Pilcher  was  steward  of  Lady  Conyngham. 

1029.  No  doubt  he  was,  but  was  he  on  this  occasion  a  bribery  agent  ? — I  do  not  know 
what  constitutes  a  bribery  agent,  I  am  sxu:e. 

1030.  Did  you  bribe  anybody?-^ No.      .  ..         ^ 

1031.  Did  he  make  a  gift  or  give  money  ?— Not  that  I  know  of 

1032.  You  have  him  down  here  as  making  a  gift  ?— .Very  likely  in  the  canvass  he 
might  have  made  a  present  to  some  person  to  induce  him  to  come  ;  to  some  out  voter  that 
probably  was. 

1033.  Or  he  might  have  done  it  in  a£t  of-  generosity  at  the  time,  still  it  was  within 
his  province  to  do  so  if  he  chose  I — Within  the  province -of  any  member  'vv'ho  takes  an 
active  part  to  do  those  things. 

1034.  Greorge  Davy  ? — George  Davy  is  a  yoter. 

1035.  J.  Minter  a  voter  ? — Yes^ 

1036.  Then  comes  this  item  under  the  head  of  flags,  ribbons,  &c.  Solly,  flags  20L — Yes, 
painting  them  probably. 

1037.  Do  you  think  that  was  for  work  and  labour  ? — Yes,  all  bon&  fide. 

1038.  Not  a  farthing  too  much  charged  2 — No,  I  should  tiiink  not,  a  quantity  of  flags 
being  ordered ;  there  would  not  be  flags  x>rdered  that  were  not  deemed  necessary. 

1039.  Suppose  the  same  quantity  of  flags  were  now  required  by  Solly,  would  the  same 
money  be  paid,  do  you  think ? — I.think  so. 

1040.  Hayward,  flags  Hi.?— Yes.      •  -^  . 

1041.  Wootten,  40Z.  9s.? — I  -think  that  was,,  if  I  remember,  for  some  flags  for 
Mr.  Smythe,  a  large  pink  flag  that  hung  out  witLbows  and  decorations.   . 

1042.  In  1847?— Yes. 

1043.  Was  he  pink  then?— There  were.some  few  of  his  friends,  of  which  Mr.  Goodwin 
was  pretty  much  the  head,  who  established  a  committee,  and  Mr.  Wootten  was  chairman 
of  the  committee  for  Mr.  Smythe.-  I  think  Mr.  Smythe  rather  repudiated  it ;  however, 
they  had  a  very  fine  pink  flag  floating  there  during  the  election,  and  I  think  it  is  for  that. 

1044.  Solly  per  Wootten.  SoUy  again  and  Wootten  again  ?—  Most  likely  for  painting 
or  gilding  the  poles. 

1045.  10«. in  addition?— Yes. 

1046.  Now  we  come  down  to  one  or  two  small  sums,  and  then  comes  A.  Sabine's 
account.     Is  that  Alfred  Sabine,  junior  ? — Yes. 

1047.  .^29  l8.  4d  ?— Yes. 

1048.  Which,  with  the  small  sums  I  have  omitted,  makes  105J.  4«.  7d.  for  flags, 
ribbons,  &c.  ? — Yes,  he  manages  the  procession. 

1049.  There  are  those  tickets,  are  they  colour  tickets  ? — They  would  be  so. 

lOoO.  Now  these  first  two  pages  and  a  half,  with  no  heading  at  all,  and  another 

headed  out  voters,  the  total  amount  of  that  is  463i.  10«.  4d!.  ;  of  the  first  amount  the 

.  xumamed  account,  and  an  account  of  out  voters,  62/.  6s.  6d.     Are  both  those  items  bribery 

items  or  not  ? — The  out  voters  were  not  I  should  think,  they  are  paid  something  like 

relative  to  the  distance  from  which  they  come. 

1051.  They  were  travelling  expenses  ? — ^Yes^  travelling  expenses. 

1052.  But  I  see  among  them  such  entries  as  these :  John  Siddon,  per  account,  2t  2«., 
W.  Pilcher,  per  account,  7i.,  J^cob  Jacobs,  per  account,  20?.,  A.  Abrahams,  per  account^  SI. ; 
does  your  last  observation  apply  to  those  as  weU  as  the  smaller  sums  of  11.,  and  the  other 
small  items  of  that  kind  which  seem  to  refer  to  travelling  expenses  ? — I  suspect  Jacob 
Jacobs  was  for  obtaining  voters. 

1053.  That  is  for  buying  them  ? — Yes,  I  know  that  he  had  an  account. 

1054.  We  may  take  it  for  granted  the  463/.  10«.  4dl,  -^rhich  comes  under  the  unnamed 
or  first  account  in  this  book,  were  all  expended  in  that  way  ? — I  should  presume  so,  but 
I  know  very  little  about  it  further  than  that. 

1055.  Is  there  any  distribution  with  respect  to  a  gift  ?  Does  that  mean  money  given 
after  the  election,  do  you  think  ? — No ;  I  think  that  has  been  considered  for  valuable 
services  during  the  election.  I  think  when  persons  have  made  themselves  very  zealous, 
and  taken  a  great  deal  of  pains,  devoted  their  whole  time  to  it ;  it  has  often  been  con- 
sidered it  was  fair  to  make  them  some  small  present,  and  I  believe  that  has-  been  the 
practice  very  constantly  up  to  the  last  election,  when  it  has  been  discontinued.  There 
are  many  arduous  duties  we  have  to  perform.  Many  of  these  gifts,  Delo's  for  instance, 
canvassing  the  whole  town,  perhaps  getting  a  list  up  previous  to  the  election.     There 
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18  no  other  tnode  of  paying  them  for   valuable  services  rendered   to  tbat  partieular  Mr.J.Brmtjs^^; 
intereat  but  by  making  them  a  present  at  the  election.  ^ — . 

1056.  You  do  not  remember  that  head  money  was  ever  paid  in  this  borough  ? — No,     I**  May  IWS., 
I  think  it  never  has  been.  ■  ■  ■  ■  .^^m.  ;.  ^ 

'  1057.  I  think  you  added  afterwards,  you  did  not  wish  to  give  any  precise  opinion  of 
the  history  of  the  city  anterior  to  the  Reform  Bill? — Anterior  to  1847;  in  fact,  I  had 
very  little  to  do  with  election$  previous  to  that. 

1058.  You  are  aware  before  the  Reform  Act  the  householders  of  Canterbury  had  no 
vote  ? — ^They  had  no  vote. 

1059.  That  the  franchise  was  vested  in  the  freemen  exclusively  ?« — Yes;  a  little  more 
extended  than  it  is  now,  because  the  daughters  of  freemen  also  enfranchised  their  hus- 
bands, which  was  done  away  with  on  the  Reform  BilL 

1060.  You  have  no  doubt,  I  suppose,  as  it  has  been  stated  in  evidence  elsewhere, 
tiiat  author  to  the  Reform  Act  a  species  of  custom  existed  in  this  city  entitling,  ^is  it 
was  thought,  every  freeman  to  ^nployment  or  hire  as  a  colourman  or  hall-keeper,  or. 
in  some  other  way  at  an  election  ? — ^That  is  a  question  you  have  asked  several  times,  as 
far  ^s  colourmen  are  concerned. 

1061.  You  are  aware  it  is  stated  that  all  freemen  on  both  sides  were  entitled,  if  they 
obose,  to  claim  it  at  so  much  per  day  ? — Yes ;  at  per  day  for  the  days  of  election. 

1062.  How  do  you  distinguish  such  a  custom  or  practice  as  that  from  the  practice 
fanularly  termed  head  money  ? — By  name ;  I  do  not  know  how  to  distinguish  it  by  any 
other  name. 

1063.  If  every  man  in  the  city,  having  a  vote,  conceives  himself  entitled  to  receive 
at  per  bead  per  day  a  certain  sum  of  money  in  respect  of  a  fictitious  service,  is  not  that 
head  money  ?— Not  as  I  imderstand  it.  What  I  should  understand  as  head  money  was, 
that  any  voter  indiscriminately  on  the  list  might  have  a  gratuity  given  him  per  head, 
whether  it  was  an  election  or  not ;  perhaps  something  annually. 

1064.  Do  you  wish  to  explain  your  former  answer  in  that  way  ?— Yes  ;  it  is  not  head 
money,  that  is  not  by  name. 

1065.  Do  you  mean  in  that  sense  it  is  not  head  money  ? — Yes. 

1066.  You  do  not  mean  to  deny,  in  the  way  I  have  described,  that  such  a  practice 
existed  ? — I  have  said  in  the  first  instance,  I  believe  it  did,  from  remembrance  in  Lord 
Clifton's  time. 

'  1067.  Were  you  personally  concerned  in  the  change  that  took  place  in  1832,  by  which^ 
instead  of  freemen  being  employed,  persons  who  were  not  freemen  or  electors  but  recom-* 
mended  by  such,  were  substituted  ? — I  cannot  tell  you  when  that  exactly  was  fixed. 
When  the  alteration  took  place  I  can  hardly  tell  you.  I  know  it  has  been  the  impression 
of  later  years,  and  it  has  been  acted  upon. 

1068.  Were  you  personally  concerned  in  that  change? — I  do  not  remember;  it  is 
twenty  years  ago,  and  I  cannot  remember  it. 

1069.  You  do  remember  that  at  a  subsequent  period  you  took  the  opinion  of  coimsel 
upon  the  question  of  bribery,  or  that  you  learnt  in  some  way  or  other  that  you  had  been 
guilty  of  bribery  unintentionally,  and  you  then  contrived  the  present  system  of  avoiding 
the  act  of  bribery  ? — I  did  not  state  that ;  we  never  took  any  opinion  but  we  learnt  this, 
—one  or  two  tickets  were  shown  to  me  and  it  was  said,  here  is  your  name  to  that  as 
chairman,  this  before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  would  be  deemed  bribery. 

1070.  And  then  you  devised  the  mode  of  evading  the  Act  ? — It  was  devised. 

1071.  That  was  you  say  in  1837  ?— In  1837. 

1072.  It  has  been  stated  in  evidence  it  was  in  1832,  and  it  was  with  reference  to  that 
point  I  put  the  question  to  you  just  now  ? — The  time  I  alluded  to  was  when  there  was  a 
petition  from  Mr.  Gipps  against  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  return.  It  is  easily  ascer- 
tained whether  it  is  1832  or  later  ;  I  cannot  say  ;  I  cannot  remember  dates. 

1073.  Then  you  devised  this  scheme,  and  you  say  from  that  period  down  to  1850  it 
continued  to  be  acted  upon,  although  you  were  sensible  it  was  making  matters  worse 
instead  of  better,  and  it  was  not  imtil  you  learnt  from  Mr.  Paget  in  1850  that  besides 
the  moral  objection  to  the  practice  there  were  strong  legal  objections  to  it  that  you 
determined  to  abandon  it ;  was  that  so  ?--It  amounts  to*the  same  thing.  I  do  not  know 
there  were  any  resolutions  made  to  that  effect,  but  the  effect  is  the  same. 

1074.  That  was  done  by  Mr.  Paget  ? — Yes,  and  Colonel  Romilly  too. 

1075.  Was  Mr.  Paget  consulted  on  the  part  of  the  committee  ? — No. 

1076.  On  whose  part  was  he  consulted? — He  was  acting  as  the  friend  of  Colonel 
Romilly. 

1077.  Acting  as  Colonel  Romilly's  counsel  ? — He  was  acting  as  his  professional  friend. 

1078.  To  whom  did  he  make  this  statement  ?— He  made  it  to  us  all ;  he  made  it  to 
me  over  and  over  again. 

1079.  Who  do  you  mean  by  us  all ;  do  you  mean  the  committee  ? — Yes,  to  Alderman 
Neane  and  Alderman  Plummer  and  others  ;  it  was  stated  in  ^ety  instance  ;  there  was  no 
disguise  about  it. 

1080.  You  have  stated  in  1850  there  was  no  contest,  although  one  was  apprehended  ? 
—Yes. 

1081.  How  do  you  suppose  from  what  you  then  learnt  would  that  election  have  termi- 
nated, supposing  the  contest  had  gone  on.     Supposing  Mr.  Vance  had  gone  to  the  poll, 
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Mr.  J.  Brent,  sen.    and  supposing  your  committee  had  adhered  to  your  new  view  of  the  purity  principles 

— —  I  think  we  all  fancied  it  would  have  gone  against  us.    We  were  not,  in  the  common 

14th  May  1853.    sense  of  the  word,  prepared  for  a  contested  election ;  there  was  no  preparaticm  made  in 
* any  way  for  ensuring  a  return  ;  there  was  nothing  ftuther  than  canvassing  the  voters. 

1082.  Did  Mr.  Paget  go  on  to  give  you  hopes  that  if  you  did  not  succeed  on  that  occa- 
sion, you  not  bribing  or  treating  would  be  able  to  imseat  Mr.  Vance,  he  being  guilty,  (Hi 
petition  ?— No,  w.e  never  thought  of  it ;  it  was  always  considered  completely  out  of  odcu- 
lation  a  petition,  knowing  the  costliness  of  it. 

1083.  You  are  aware  that  the  costliness  of  a  petition  depends  mainly  on  the  grounds 
of  proceeding  before  the  House  of  Commons  ?— Yes. 

1084.  And  that  a  single  case  of  bribery  proved  is  sufficient  to  set  aside  a  return  ? — 
Yes. 

1085.  Were  you  aware  of  that  in  1850  ?— Yes. 

1086.  Therefore  you  were  aware  that  such  a  petition  might  have  been  prosecuted  ai 
comparatively  small  cost? — We  are  aware  of  this.  Everybody  who  turned  their  attention 
to  it  would  have  been  aware  of  the  nature  of  the  case ;  it  was  not  from  any  consideration 
that  we  had  abstained  from  corrupt  practices  that  we  contemplated  at  all  a  petition.  I 
assure  you  that  was  not  the  case. 

1087.  Your  knowledge  that  you  would  be  entitled  to  present  such  a  petition  was 
coincident  in  point  of  date  with  your  new  resolution  not  to  bribe  ? — It  was  a  long  time 
previous  to  that. 

1088.  What  was  ? — Our  knowledge  that  bribery  proved  would  be  sufficient ;  we  had 
that  before  us  in  1832  and  1834. 

1089.  Then  it  would  naturally  occur  to  you  in  1850  ?— Yes,  we  were  aware  of  that. 

1090.  Mr.  Vance  retired  ultimately  on  the  eve  of  the  election  the  night  before  ? — ^Yes, 
12  o'clock  at  night  on  Saturday. 

1091.  How  did  he  retire ;  did  he  publish  a  printed  address  or  write  a  private  note  ? — 
The  way  I  heard  of  it  was  that  he  called  at  the  Fountain  and  called  Colonel  RomiUy  up  ; 
wrote  him  a  note,  and  said  that  he  would  trouble  him  no  further,  as  he  meant  to  leave, 
and  that  he  was  on  his  road  to  Ashford  to  meet  the  mail  train. 

1092.  Colonel  EomiUy  was  staying  at  the  Fountain  ? — Yes. 

1093.  Mr.  Vance  was  his  opponent,  and  staying  where  ? — At  the  Rose. 

1094.  He  called  up  not  his  own  conmiittee,  but  Colonel  RomiUy,  to  inform  him  that 
the  matter  was  at  an  end  ? — I  have  no  doubt  that  he  had  been  witli  his  committee 
previous. 

1095.  But  he  announced  it  to  Colonel  Romilly  ? — That  was  the  first  that  was  known 
about  it  in  the  morning. 

1096.  Was  anybody  with  them  at  the  time  ? — No,  he  came  in  his  chaise. 

1097.  Was  anybody  present  at  the  interview  ? — Colonel  Romilly  was  in  bed. 

1098.  Was  anybody  present  at  the  interview  between  him  and  Colonel  Romilly  ? — Not 
that  I  know  of  I  say  Colonel  Romilly  was  in  bed,  and  I  presume  there  would  be 
nobody  with  him  then. 

1099.  Not  in  bed,  but  at  the  interview  was  anybody  present?— Not  that  I  heard  of; 
I  never  heard  there  was  ;  it  was  not  necessary. 

1100.  Is  Mr.  Vance  now  member  for  Dublm  ? — He  is. 

1101.  Has  he  visited  Canterbury  since  that  period? — I  do  not  think  he  has.  I  never 
heard  of  it,  but  I  never  spoke  to  Mr.  Vance  in  my  life. 

1102.  Have  you  any  doubt  the  withdrawal  of  Mr.  Vance  was  owing  to  some  private 
negotiation  between  the  two  committees',  or  between  the  two  candidates  ? — Did  you  not 
ask  me  that  just  now  ? 

1103.  Yes. — And  I  told  you  certainly  not,  we  knew  nothing  whatever  of  it. 

1104.  Who? — That  our  committee  knew  nothing  of  his  retirement 

1105.  Or  those  who  managed  what  you  call  the  under  current? — Oh  dear  no,  there 
was  a  complete  surprise,  and  they  were  very  much  pleased  on  Simday  morning  when 
they  found  it 

1106.  Was  it  owing  to  any  private  communication  between  the  candidates? — I  am 
satisfied  it  was  not 

1107.  It  might  have  been  without  your  knowing  it? — ^No. 

1108.  Or  by  their  lawyers  ? — ^No  lawyers. 

1109.  Mr.  Aris  acted  for  Colonel  Romily  ? — Mr.  Aris  was  in  bed.  I  assure  you  there 
was  not  the  slightest  communication  on  the  subject,  and  I  was  much  more  astonished 
than  I  think  his  own  party  were  to  find  that  he  was  gone. 

1110.  Did  you  say  that  the  members  of  his  committee  had  said  that  it  was  owing  to  a 
corrupt  imderstanding  ? — Yes,  since  he  had  gone. 

1111.  Who  said  that  to  you,  by  name  ? — I  think  I  told  you  just  now  I  did  not  know. 
I  think  it  was  notorious.     I  really  do  not  know  the  name. 

1112.  You  might  know  which  of  his  committee  ? — You  know  what  it  is ;  what  every- 
body says. 

1113.  Which  of  his  committee  among  others  said  so;  I  do  not  say  in  particular? — I 
really  do  not  know.  I  cannot  teU  you.  I  would  tell  you  if  I  did  know,  because  I  could 
have  no  object  in  withholding  it. 
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1114.  Was  any  application  made  to  Mr.  Vance  to  come  forward  since  that  time?— I    Mr  J  BrtnL  jm 
should  think  not,  because  I  believe  a  very  ill  feeling  is  existing  between  him  and  his         *    ' 
fomerfii^da^  14th  x\fay  185a. 

1115.  ind  lie  pay  his  expenses  on  that  occasion  ? — I  do  not  know.  _____« 

1116.  Yon  do  not  know  who  paid  them  ?~I  did  hear  much  in  the  same  sort  of  way,  a 
rumour  that  some  very  large  amounts  were  asked  of  liim  for  payment,  large  sums  which' 
he  refused,  and  it  was  in  consequence  of  that  he  left. 

1117.  And  who  has  paid  them  since  ?— Probably  not  paid  at  all.  Bills  remaining  in 
abeyance,  I  should  think.     I  do  not  know  ;  that  is  only  rumour. 

1118.  Let  me  ask  you  with  respect  to  your  own  financial  expenditure.  You  have 
stated  cert^  expenses  that  have  been  incurred,  and  certain  payments  that  you  have 
made ;  I  did  not  gather  whether  you  stated  from  what  sources  you  procured  those 
funds  ? — Which  are  you  asking  for  ?  there  are  two  electiona 

1119.  Generally;  during  the  time  that  you  have  acted  as  treasurer?— I  have  acted 
as  treasurer  at  two  elections,  and  I  have  always  received  the  money  from  the 
candidates. 

1120.  On  both  occasions?— On  both  occasions. 

1121.  At  the  time,  or  afterwards  ?— There  was  a  very  short  time  in  1850,  and  I  heard 
the  money  was  paid  into  my  account  a  day  or  two  days  before  the  election ;  but  the 
other  amounts  on  the  last  election  I  received  during  it,  and  some  of  it  since  the 
election. 

1122.  And  some  before  ?— No,  none  before ;  not  in  1852. 

1123.  Some  dming  the  election?— Some  during  the  election,  paid  to  me  oOl.  at  a 
time. 

1124.  With  regard  to  the  sum  paid  to  you  in  anticipation  of  the  election  of  1850,  was 
that  anterior  to  Mr.  Vance's  retirement  ? — Yes ;  previous. 

1125.  I  understand  the  whole  of  the  expenses  of  the  election  of  1850  was  paid  to 
you,  as  £ax  as  the  candidate  was  concerned,  previous  to  Mr.  Vance's  retirement  ?  — 
Oh  yea 

1126.  How  much  was  so  paid  to  you? — I  have  got  an  account  for  1850 ;  I  have  not 
given  you  that ;  I  have  all  the  vouchers  here  ;  these  are  all  the  vouchers  and  the  bills. 
{producing  the  same). 

1127.  Give  us  the  general  amount  first ;  you  are  now  giving  us  an  uncontested  elec- 
tion.    What  is  the  sum  total  ?— The  sum  total  is  210i.  15a.  Sd. 

1128.  When  was  that  paid  to  you  by  Colonel  Romilly  ?  {The  witness  refers  to  a  small 
marble  paper  covered  book) — February  28,  1850. 

1129.  When  was  the  election? — It  was  March  the  4th  or  5th. 

1 130.  Was  that  the  last  payment  Colonel  Romilly  made  to  you  on  that  occasion  ? — The 
only  one,  because  it  over  paid,  and  I  have  since  returned  the  balance. 

1131.  How  much? — ^The  difference  between  450i.  and  210i. 

1132.  Then  Colonel  RomiUy  paid  you  4501  ? — Yes,  we  were  going  into  a  contest,  and 
we  thought  our  expense  would  be  something  similar  to  other  occasions. 

1133.  Colonel  Romilly  paid  you  450?  in  anticipation  of  a  contest  about  six  days  before 
the  election,  and  the  contest  not  taking  place  you  subsequently  returned  him  the  amount 
minus  210L  ? — Yes,  that  is  the  case. 

1134.  There  being  no  contest  on  that  occasion,  how  much  was  paid  to  the  sheriff*? — 
56Z.  14«.  5d 

(The  marble  paper  covered  book  was  handed  in.) 

1135.  I  see  here  the  same  name  William  Davy  ? — That  is  committee  room. 

1136.  i^lO  ?^10^.  and  stationery  included. 

1137.  You  will  find  there  is  a  separate  item  for  stationery,  21.  Is.  6d.  ? — Yes,  then  that 
is  my  mistake. 

1138.  I  find  a  committee  room  was  hired  fix)m  Burgess  for  lOi.  ? — Yes,  the  same  man 
we  had  previously.     The  difference  in  time  makes  the  difference  in  price. 

1139.  The  same  name  Rutter  51.  lis.  9d.  ? — That  is  an  account  rendered  by  Rutter  for 
disbursements ;  he  had  paid  something  for  the  carriage  of  gaQie  and  little  articles  during 
tiie  election,  and  preparing  the  lists ;  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  election,  but  he  sent 
me  in  that  bill  and  begged  me  to  pay  it 

1140.  To  whom  was  the  game  sent,  and  with  respect  to  whom  were  those  other  expenses 
incurred  ? — For  the  electors  generally. 

1141.  For  the  voters  ? — No,  not  for  the  voters  ;  it  was  a  long  time  previous  to  that,  a 
little  running  expenses. 

1142.  Dunng  the  contest? — That  book  is  merely  made  out  for  my  own  guidance,  it 
was  put  down  merely  to  call  my  attention  to  the  amounts  I  paid  on  my  own  vouchers. 

1143.  Wliat  I  want  to  know  is  this  :  you  say  51.  lis.  9d.  was  paid  to  Rutter  in  respect 
of  a  number  of  little  things  ? — I  can  give  you  the  items. 

1144.  My  question  is  this  :  do  those  matters  in  respect  to  which  those  payments  were 
made  refer  to  any  gratifications  ? — Not  a  6d. 

1145.  Hear  the  question  :  have  those  items  reference  to  any  gratifications  of  any  kind 
whatever  in  which  the  electors  ,who  voted  on  the  occasion,  or  who  would  have  voted  on 
that  occasion,  had  any  part  ? — No,  not  the  slightest ;  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
considemtion  of  the  electors. 
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Mr.  J.  Brent,  sen.        1146.  The  carriage  of  game  and  other  things  ?— That  was  a  long  while  previous. 

'-i^^-:  114J7.  But  it  was  sent  to  the  electors  ? — I  capnot  tell  you. 

14th na J  1B53.         1148.  Here  is  A.  Sabine  ;  why  is  his  name  put  down  with  a  blank?— It  is  not  a 
-*-^— — ■•^^=-'       blank ;  it  was  a  simple  account ;  it  is  *Jl,  odd,  the  whole  expense  of  our  colourmen. 
There  were  what  are  called  colourmen  hired  to  carry  colours. 

1149.  What  was  this  lOZ.  paid  to  Davy  for? — Committee  room. 

1 150.  Burgess  is  put  down  committee  room  ?— We  have  two  committee  rooms,  one  for 
the  general  polling  and  making  of  the  lists,  and  the  other  for  consultations^and  other 
private  discussions ;  we  have  always  done  it. 

'  1151.  You  mean  to  say  that  iiis  book  contains  all  you  know  about  the  expenses  of 
the^  election  of  1850  ? — Yes,  I  believe  it  contains  the  whole  of  the  expenses  ;  I  do  not 
think  anybody  else  paid  a  fiai,hing  besides ;  I  do  not  think  the  gentlemen  of  the  com- 
mittee have  ever  seen  that  book,  and  they  have  never  paid  a  6d.  to  my  knowledge. 

1162.  You  said  at  an  early  period  of  your  examination  that  the  corruption  of  1847  and 
^  previous  years  was  aU  managed  by  persons  of  whom  you  and  the  majority  of  the  com- 
mittee had  no  knowledge  whatever,  that  is  to  say  of  whose  actions  you  had  no  know- 
ledge whatever,  and  you  compared  it  to  an  under  current,  and  you  said  there  always  is 
an  imder  current  on  these  occasions  ;  to  what  members  of  the  Liberal  committee  does  tiiat 
statement  of  yours  refer,  give  theit  names  ? — I  should  say  the  names  are  pretty  much 
those  you  hav^  seen  put  down,  such  as  Jacobs,  and  Davy,  and  Cullen,  and  perhaps  in  that 
instance  Goodwin  would  be  a  member  of  it. 

11 53.  Abrahams,  is  he  one  ? — I  have  no  idea  what  that  can  be. 

1154.  Both  the  Davys?— No,  not  William  Davy;  that  must  be  George  Davy  if 
anybody. 

1155.  Who  employed  them  ?— *The  committee,  at  least  they  were  members  of  the  com- 
mittee, a  sort  of  sub-committee  many  of  them  were. 

^  1156.  Who  appointed  them  ? — We  have  never  any  regular  appointment ;  any  firiend  of 
the  Liberals  generally  conceive  they  may  go  into  the  committee  room  and  unite  them- 
selves with  them. 

1157.  Where  did  this  under  current  sub-committee  meet  t — I  do  not  know  of  its  being 
a  sub-committee  meeting  ;  it  must  have  been  out  of  doors. 

1158.  They  did  not  hold  their  meetings  if  they  had  any  in  the  committee  room? 
—No. 

1159.  But  they  worked  at  home  ?  — I  suppose  they  did. 

•  1160:  In  what  way  did  they  make  their  report  to  you.  They  had  reports  to  give 
personally  to  you  of  their  receipts  and  expenditure  ?--Most  likely  at  intervals  to  some 
individual  member  whom  they  happened  to  meet  with. 

1161.  Did  you  put  an  unlimited  confidence  in  them,  and  did  you  demand  no  vouchers 
or  proof  that  they  had  actually  spent  the  money  in  corruption? — I  expect  there  were 
none.  ^ 
'    116'2.  Whose  duty  would  it  be  to  audit  those  accounts  ? — The  committee  generally. 

1163.  You  were  chairman  of  the  committee,  you  say  you  know  nothing  about  it? — 
I  do  not. 

1164.  Who  did  what  you  declined  to  do  or  neglected  to  do  ;  who  superintended  and 
revised  their  proceedings  ? — I  should  say  Mr.  Smythe  did  a  great  deal  in  that. 

1165.  Whatyear  was  that?— 1847. 

1166.  Who  took  the  same  trouble  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — It  was  done  jointly. 

1167.  Mr.  Smythe  acted  for  himself  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — In  that  case  he 
would,  in  fact ;  I  only  say  I  suppose  so. 

1168.  You  believe  so? — I  believe  he  was  in  communication  with  many  parties  who 
thought  it  very  desirable  that  a  certain  number  of  votes  should  be  obtained,  not  feeling 
confident  in  the  canvass. 

1169.  Did  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  take  no  part  in  that  part  of  the  business? — I 
cannot  tell  you. 

1170.  In  1841  again,  who  undertook  that  work  when  you  had  two  other  Liberal 
candidates  in  the  field,  one  of  them  Mr.  Twisden  Hodges,  when  Mr.  Bradi^aw  and 
Mr.  Smythe  were  returned  in  the  red  interest  ? — That  is  one  of  the  cases  I  know  little 
about ;  Edward  Plummer  was  chairman  of  that  committee.  ^ 

1 171.  You  say  he  was  chairman  of  the  committee  when  the  bye  election  took  place,  and 
another  one  was  returned  ? — So  he  was  in  other  instances. 

1172.  You  took  no  part  in  that  ? — None  but  voting. 

1173.  If  there  was  a  contest  you  did  take  no  part  in  it? — I  cannot  tell  you  the 
different  elections. 

1174.  Have  you  a  book  for  1841  ? — No. 

1175.  Have  you  the  papers  with  you  ? — No. 

1176.  Have  you  the  papers  at  home  ? — No  ;  I  had  nothing  previous  to  that  election. 

1177.  Previous  to  1847  you  have  nothing? — Nothing.  I  was  not  very  well  pleased  at 
both  those  elections  and  stood  quite  aloof 

1178.  Speaking  with  reference  to  Mr.  Smythe  and  the  statements  which  he  made  in 
1847,  do  you  remember  his  saying  this  in  1852,  that  the  colours,  whether  red  or  blue,  had 
cost  him  a  thousand  pounds,  or  any  statement  to  that  eflfect  ? — ^No,  I  do  not  think  I  ever 
heard  him  say  that,  but  I  heard  him  say  it  cost  him  7,000?.  at  the  first  election. 
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1173.  Did  you  never  hear  him  make  any  remark  whatever  about  altering  the  initials    Mr.  J.  BretU^aen. 
on  the  colours  borne  at  the  last  election  ? — No.  

1180.  Did  you  never  hear  of  the  same  colours  being  made  to  do  service  for  different     Hth\May  1858. 

candidates  ? — I  heard  him  on  the  hustings  make  some  strong  remarks  to  the  parties       -— -rr 

bearing  the  colours, — "  Those  are  my  colours;  what  do  you  do  with  my  colours T 

1181.  What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? — He  was  speaking  to  the  people  who  were  carrying 
tbenu 

1182.  What  colours  were  those? — His  former  ones,  red. 

1183.  What  was  he  then  ?— He  was  blue. 

1184.  And  he  claimed  the  red  colours  as  his  own  ? — ^Yes. 

1185.  What  did  he  say  he  had  paid  for  them  ? — He  did  not  tell  me. 

1186.  Did  he  not  tell  them  ? — No ;  he  said,  "Those  are  my  colours;  why  do  you  not 
give  me  my  colours?"  or  something  of  that  sort.  . 

1187.  Do  you  think  Mr.  Smythe  can  give  some  information  as  to  the  working  of  this 
under  current  in  1847  ? — I  have  no  doubt  he  can  in  1847;  in  1852  we  had  no. commu- 
nication with  him. 

1188.  Can  you  explain  this  item  {referring  to  the  marble  paper  covered  book), 
"  Printing  Reform  Association  "  ? — There  was  an  association  formed  during  that  election, 

.y^hicb  the  major  part  of  the  committee  considered  were  inclined  to  carry  their  views 
rather  further  thai  we  could  concur  in,  and  therefore  we  kept  rather  aloof,  they  pre- 
.suming  that  all  would  vote  for  Colonel  RomiUy  in  the  long  nln,  but  still  they  fancied 
that  he  did  not  go  &r  enough  for  them,  and  therefore  those  amounts  were  not  paid  until 
afterwards ;  and  after  the  election  there  was  a  little  bill  for  printing  that  they  had 
incurred  in  handbills,  and  one  thing  and  another.  We  had  all  got  very  j&iendly  again, 
and  there  seemed  to  be  a  wish  on  the  part  of  Colonel  Romilly  more  particularly, — I  do 
not  know  of  anybody  else,-T-and  that  money  was  paid,  the  printing.  We  paid  the  bill 
fo^  printing  a  few  placards.     There  was  a  discussion  going  an. 

1189.  This  refers  to  a  payment  by  Colonel  Romilly's  committee  of  an  item  which  they 
were  not  perhaps  legally  responsible  for  ? — Not  responsible  for  in  any  way. 

1190.  That  is  the  explanation  you  give  of  it  ? — Yes.  I  hardly  know  who  the  parties 
were ;  they  were  all  friendly  disposed,  and  the  amount  was  so  small  we  did  not  think  it 
worth  while  making  any  objection  to  it. 

1191.  I  am  requested  to  put  this  question  to  you,  whether  those  parties  had  not  held 
off  in  the  outset,  and  subsequently  came  over  on  the  payment  of  those  expenses  ? — Oh 
no.  Some  said,  when  the  money  was  paid,  it  was  extremely  humiliating,  and  were  very 
angry.     They  never  hung  off. 

1192.  Can  you  furnish  us  with  a  list  of  any  character  of  parties  who  received  pay- 
ments as  oolourraen  in  1847  ? — No ;  they  would  be  almost  the  same  men  we  have  had  so 
frequently  before  us. 

1193.  Would  not  Mr.  Rutter  know  them? —Oh  yes,  Mr.  Rutter  would  know  them. 
They  are  usually  voterg.  The  poor  voters  receive  them ;  I  dare  say  extensively.  Most 
likely  each  voter  recommends  his  two  friends,  and  has  his  two  tickets ;  extensively. 
Almost  all  the  poor  voters  have  them. 

1194.  Could  you  not  get  a  list  among  the  records  ? — I  cannot.  Although  they  are 
records  they  are  never  kept.  I  should  not  have  kept  these  papers  now  except  they 
are  my  own  vouchers  of  expenditure. 

1195.  Then  none  of  those  applications  are  kept  ? — That  I  know  nothing  about;  those 
that  were  produced ;  I  did  not  know  they  were  in  existence. 


John  Aris,  recalled.  John  Arts* 


1196.  Have  you  any  of  the  other  recommendations  in  1847  ? — I  think  I  may  find  a 
list  of  1847.  I  think,  if  my  recollection  serves  me,  there  were  700  or  800  rec^ved  in 
1847. 


Alderman  Brent,  recalled.  Alderman  Brent. 


1197.  How  many  recommendations  came  in  in  1850 1 — Not  a  great  many;  the  time 
was  very  short ;  there  was  hardly  time  to  think  of  it. 

1198.  Did  not  the  reconunendations  come  in  at  once? — Not  until  the  middle  of  the 
canvass. 

1199.  Mr.  Vance  did  not  retire  \mtil  twelve  o'clock,  or  a  few  hours  before  the  nomi- 
nation ? — If  I  spoke  of  what  I  absolutely  know,  I  do  not  think  any  came  in  on  tliat 
election. 

1 200.  How  do  you  account  for  that  ?— I  do  not  know.  It  was  so  generally  under- 
stood on  the  canvass  that  none  would  be  given  when  we  met  with  a  voter  at  the 
domiciliary  visits.  It  was  taken  care,  whenever  the  question  was  put,  to  say  that  no 
colourmen.  would  be  paid. 

1201.  On  this  occasion  in,  1852,  when  it  was  generally  understood  there  would  be  no 
such,  practice,  recommendations  came  in  by  the  hundred  ?— That  is  very  easily  accounted 
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Alderman  Brent,    ^^^y  because  there  were  a  great  number  of  recommendations  going  on  on  the  other  side. 
...I.  The  blue  party  thought  that  they  would  be  very  ill  treated  if  they  did  not  get  some  also, 

lith  May  1853.     and  they  sent  in  very  generally,  supposing  they  could  obtain  colourmen's  tickets,  and  one 
— ^—        blue  party  went  away  afterwards  and  got  them  from  the  other  side. 

1202.  Did  Mr.  Vanc3  stand  on  purity  principles  in  1850? — Not  at  aU.  I  do  not 
know  that  he  canvassed. 

1203.  Did  he  stand  on  purity  principles  ? — No. 

1204!,  Then  the  Reds  would  send  in  recommendations  to  his  committee? — ^There  were 
none  at  the  time  he  was  here.  I  believe  there  were  no  recommendations ;  but  you  can  get 
it  from  some  gentleman  on  liis  committee. 

1205.  In  1850,  then,  there  were  no  recommendations  on  either  side,  but  in  1852  there 
were  ? — ^Yes,  on  both  sides,  I  should  think  then.  I  do  not  know  what  recommendations 
were  sent  in  by  Mr.  Vance's  friends,  I  never  heard  of  any ;  it  was  altogether  so  hasty,  hia 
attendance  here  and  retiring  ;  he  was  not  here  so  long  as  Colonel  Romilly. 

1206.  In  1850  you  said  the  committee  and  canvassers  were  unanimous  against  giving 
any  hopes  whatever  ?— Yes. 

1207.  In  1852,  we  were  informed  by  a  witness,  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  in  the 
committee,  and  we  were  referred  to  you  for  information  aa  to  who  the  committee  men 
were  who  wished  those  reconmiendations  to  be  attended  to  ? — I  think  that  must  be  a 
mistake.  I  never  remember  hearing  of  that ;  the  impression  on  my  mind  was  that  the 
opinion  of  aU  the  committee  was  that  we  should  go  on  the  purity  principles  completely. 
I  do  not  think  any  other  was  ever  thought  of  It  might  have  been  mentioned  by  some 
person  out  canvassing,  an  over  zealous  friend,  but  I  never  heard  it. 

1208.  When  it  was  discussed  in  committee  or  among  the  committee  or  made  the 
subject  of  conversation  among  the  men  of  business  employed  on  the  election,  did  you 
ever  hear  a  single  member  of  the  committee  or  a  single  man  of  business  express  an  opinion 
that  it  would  be  perhaps  imprudent  to  refuse  the  recommendations  ? — I  do  not  think  I 
did.  I  think  I  have  heard  some  say,  if  you  do  not  do  that  you  will  lose  your  election. 
I  do  not  know  that  they  were  members  of  the  committee. 

1209.  Those  persons,  to  use  your  expression,  actively  employed  on  the  election  ? — Not 
actively  employed. 

1210.  Actively  engaged  ?— That  is  not  the  term,  but  taking  a  strong  interest  in  it. 

1211.  Who  were  they  ? — I  no  not  know. 

1212.  But  the  fact  is  so? — I  do  not  know  it.  I  say  I  think  it  was  very  likely  it 
was  so. 

1213.  Do  you  believe  it? — Yes,  I  believe  it,  and  I  will  tell  you  why.  I  believe  it 
because  of  the  earnest  mode  in  which  it  was  constantly  put  by  members  connected  with 
it  that  they  would  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it  and  if  they  did  they  would 
immediately  make  their  bow.  I  suspect  from  that  there  must  have  been  something 
said. 

1214.  If  you  believed  it,  but  the  Blues  generally  did  not  belie\e  it,  that  might  account, 
might  it  not,  for  the  number  of  recommendations  that  came  in  ? — I  do  not  think  enough 
for  that ;  I  do  not  think  it  was  current  enough  for  that.  My  opinion  is,  it  was  entirely 
owing  to  its  being  notorious  that  the  opposite  party  were  giving  a  large  number  of 
colourmen's  tickets,  so  much  so  that  we  heard  they  were  going  to  give  2,000  colourmen's 
tickets ;  it  was  that  which  occasioned  the  number  of  requisitions  to  come  in  to  us. 

1215.  As  you  have  gone  on  canvassing  so  frequently,  and  had  an  opportunity  of  going 
round  Canterbury,  you  will  perhaps  tell  us  whether  the  colourmen  generally  belong  to 
the  mere  freemen,  or  to  the  mere  householders,  or  to  the  freemen  and  householder  class  ? — 
I  should  think  they  belong  to  all  the  indigent  parties,  not  more  the  freemen  than  house* 
holders,  except  that  there  are  a  greater  number  of  them  in  indigent  circumstances ;  the 
householders  of  1 01,  a  year  are  generally  supposed  to  be  in  a  little  better  circumstances 
than  a  great  number  of  the  freemen ;  many  of  the  firemen  are  labouring  men  and  very 
badly  off. 

1216.  How  many  freemen  do  you  suppose  are  in  those  circumstances;  200? — Yes,  I 
should  think  so  ;  more  than  that. 

1217.  How  many ;  250  ?— I  cannot  tell. 

1218.  It  appears  that  colour  tickets  have  been  distributed  to  the  tune  of  something 
like  400  on  a  side  ?—  Yes, 

1219.  And  that  they  carried  double  ?— Yes. 

1220.  That  will  include  many  more  besides  the  indigent,  supposing  the  indigent  in 
all  cases  to  have  taken  the  bribe  ? — I  tell  you  I  do  not  Imow  the  number  of  the  indigent; 
but  when  colourmen's  tickets  were  current  those  who  were  not  absolutely  in  want  of 
it  would  think  it  was  a  little  gratuity,  and  that  it  was  something  that  was  due  to  them, 
so  that  they  might  be  able  to  oblige  their  friends.  If  you  take  400  voters,  that  will  make 
800  colourmen. 

1221.^  You  think  if  both  sides  had  distributed  freely,  according  to  the  old  practice, 
colour  tickets  at  the  last  election,  one  half  of  the  constituency  would  have  been  recipients; 
is  that  your  opinion  ? — Yes,  entirely. 

1222.  More  than  that  ?— No,  not  more  than  700  or  800.  I  should  think  it  would  be 
about  half. 

1223.  At  least  half? — At  least  half  would  have  sent  in  recommendations.  It  is  not 
that  they  are  all  indigent ;  I  do  not  mean  that. 
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1224.  I  understand  when  Colonel  Romilly  came  forward  in  1850  he  expressed  his    jUdermanBrenL 
determination  not  to  use  any  bribery,  or  any  illegal  means  by  bribes,  direct  or  indirect,  i 

to  secure  his  election  ? — That  is  the  feet.  '  14th  May  1853. 

1225.  ^450  was  paid  into  yoiu*  hands  during  the  canvass  in  1850  ?— Yes ;  before  we        

went  into  the  election. 

1226.  Was  that  the  sum  which  had  been  fixed  by  the  committee  as  sufficient  for  the 
legitimate  purposes  of  the  election  ? — I  .think  it  was  done  in  this  way  :  I  saw  Colonel 
Romilly  in  town  ;  it  was  just  during  the  period  that  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  going 
to  be  raised  to  the  peerage ;  it  was  a  great  object  that  we  should  keep  that  to  ourselves; 
we  fencied  it  would  be  a  good  card  to  play,  that  we  might  have  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  a  candidate  without  any  note  of  preparation  being  sounded.  The  consequence 
was  that  I  called  in  town  upon  Colonel  Romilly ;  I  saw  him,  and  I  asked  him  whether  he 
would  like  to  come  forward ;  I  thought  there  was  a  very  good  opening  and  a  good  chance 
of  success.  He  then  said  it  would  not  suit  him  to  go  into  a  large  expenditure.  I  i*eplied 
that  1  did  not  think  a  large  expenditure  was  necessary.  He  said,  "What  do  you  think  is 
necessary  ?"  I  said,  "  If  things  come  to  the  worst  400/.  or  500/.  will  be  the  outside  we 
**  shall  want.  Of  coiirse,"  I  said,  "  in  that  case  you  confine  yourself  to  strictly  legal 
"  expenses,  but  to  those  liberal  expenses, — a  little  expenditure  for  a  band  and  colours, 
"  and  a  committee  room,  and  things  of  that  sort, — which  are,  generally  speaking,  the 
"  custom  in  Canterbury ;  I  think  if  all  at  once  they  are  discontinued  in  all  probability 
"  it  would  have  a  bad  effect."  He  said,  "  I  am  prepared  with  a  sum  of  that  sort  if 
"  you  think  it  is  suflicient."  I  heard  no  more  of  that  until  I  found  that  450/.  was 
paid  in  to  my  account.  He  was  quite  aware  that  I  should  only  spend  that  wliich  was 
absolutely  necessary.  I  told  him  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary,  going  into  it,  that  we 
should  be  provided  with  funda 

1227*  You  intimated  to  him 'that  between  400/.  and  500/.  would  be  the  outside  ? — 
Yes. 

1228.  Had  you  any  expectation,  or  did  you  know  that  any  expectation  was  entertained 
on  the  part  of  the  committee,  that  he  would  pay  anything  beyond  that  sum  ? — I  believe 
not ;  I  do  not  think  one  of  them  thought  that  he  would ;  I  do  not  think  any  one  of  the 
gentlemen  of  the  committee  before  to-day  knew  what  sum  was  paid  in.  It  was  hardly  a 
committee ;  it  was  a  mere  canvassing  party.  Colonel  Romilly  came  down  himself  and  was 
very  intimate  and  upon  good  terms  with  all  the  gentlemen  about  him,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  they  hardly  thought  of  asking  a  question  of  that  sort,  and  nothing  has 
ever  brought  it  before  them,  so  that  I  could  state  what  the  sum  was ;  but  that  is  the 
sum. 

Adjourned  till  Monday  at  10  o'clock. 


Second  Day. — Monday  16th  May  1853. 

Alderman  Brent,  recalled. 

1229.  Can  you  furnish  us  with  any  of  those  colour  tickets  ? — To  what  election  do  you 
allude.  ? 

1230.  Any.  We  want  to  see  a  colour  ticket  ?— I  have  none  whatever  in  my  possession, 
but  I  think  there  are  some  in  existence  in  1847,  but  I  do  not  know  of  any  ;  I  have  not  one 
in  my  own  possession  in  any  way  ;  I  have  got  nothing  but  these  papers  which  are  vouchers 
of  those  two  books  and  biUs  all  paid  that  I  had  with  me  on  Saturday  ;  those  are  the 
only  papers  I  have  in  any  way.  You  have  three  books  of  account,  one  for  1850,  the 
account  for  1852,  and  the  book  which  was  a  copy  of  the  account  in  1847,  those  are  all,  and 
I  have  in  my  hand  the  vouchers  of  the  two  latter  books. 

1231.  Now  this  election  of  1852,  is  that  your  own  book  (referring  to  the  small  black 
book)  ? — That  is  my  own  book  that  I  had  on  Saturday. 

1232.  When  was  this  book  made  up  ? — ^That  book  has  been  made  up  immediately  after 
the  election ;  it  is  a  mere  simple  rough  accoimt  of  the  transactions  as  they  occurred.  I  think 
I  can  explain  to  you  that  I  had  the  whole  of  the  management  of  the  fiinds  during  both 
those  elections,  and  those  receipts  I  put  in  show  the  amounts  I  received  in  the  period  of 
the  election,  and  those  are  also  all  the  disbm'sements,  and  for  which  I  have  the  vouchers 
here,  every  one  of  them,  and  those  are  all  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  that  took  place 
during  those  elections. 

1233.  This  book  of  1847  you  say  you  had  from  Mr.  Rutter  {referring  to  the  small  red 
hook? — That  is  a  copy  of  it.  I  had  the  original  book  placed  in  my  hands  as  chairman  of 
the  committee  after  the  election  some  time,  of  which  that  is  a  copy  ;  it  was  merely  lent 
to  me  by  Mr.  Rutter,  then  the  treasurer  for  thetime  being,  of  wliich  that  is,  I  believe,  a 
fiic-simile 

1234.  Who  made  up  this  book?— I  presume  Mr.  Rutter;  that  is  the  original,  this  is 
merely  a  copy,  which  I  believe  to  be  a  perfect  fee-simile. 

1235.  Where  is  the  original  ?— Mr.  Rutter  has  that,  no  doubt. 

;  1236.  That  passed  out  of  your  hands?- 1  returned  it  to  him  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days.  I  thought  (having  acted  as  chairman  of  the  committee,  not  as  treasurer,  which 
two  offices  were  distinct)  it  would  be  well  for  myown  satisfection  to  have  a  copy  made 
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Alderman  Brent, 
16th  May  1853. 
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JUdermcM  Brent    of  that  book,  and  that  is  a  copy.     You  recollect  some  remarks  I  made  that  were  not  per- 
—  haps  pertinent  to  it,  that  I  thought  you  could  not  go  beyond  1850,  therefore  I  was  not 

JGtlLMay  185S.     aware  that  I  should  be  examined  to'  anything  upon  1847,  of  which  I  confess  I  know  very 
'       little  or  very  indistinctly  now. 

1237.  I  suppose  Mr.  Rutter  can  produce  us  the  original  book? — I  have  no  doubt 
he  can. 

1238.  I  understand  this  book  is  not  in  your  handwriting  at  all  ? — It  is  not. 

1239.  And  it  is  made  up  for  your  own  private  purposes  ?— Yes. 

1240.  When  was  this  book  made  up  ? — In  the  year  1847. 

J  241.  It  looks  very  new  for  a  book  so  old  ? — It  haa  been  kept  in  my  desk ;  I  assure 
you  I  have  had  it  in  my  possession  ever  since.  I  swear  that  neither  of  those  accoimts  are 
in  any  way  manufactured  for  the  purpose,  they  are  genuine,  and  in  fact  my  accounts 
which  I  put  in. 

1242.  Were  you  ever  concerned  yourself  in  personal  bribery? — Never  in  an  instance. 
I  think  I  explained  to  you  we  did  not  consider  the  granting  of  the  colourmen's  tickets 
bribery ;  independent  of  that  I  was  not.  I  have  known  it  to  take  place,  I  do  not  mean  to 
disguise  that ;  I  have  heard  of  it,  but  it  was  after  the  fact. 

1243.  Hearing  and  knowing  are  two  different  modes  of  acquiring  knowledge  ;  have  you 
ever  known  within  your  own  knowledge  of  dii-ect  money  bribery  passing  ? — I  never  saw 
a  6d.  pass. 

1244.  You  might  not  have  seen  it  and  still  know  it  ? — I  wish  to  answer  distinctly  and 
clearly  that  I  was  never  personally  concerned  in  any  bribery. 

1245.  Have  you  ever  had  any  advantages  yourself  or  your  family  arising  out  of  elec- 
tions ? — I  think  that  would  be  a  very  difficult  question  to  answer. 

1246.  It  is  a  very  easy  one,  I  should  think  ? — No,  it  is  not ;  I  believe  there  are  very  few 
gentlemen  who  have  taken  an  active  part  in  the  politics  of  the  country  but  what  may 
have  been  held  in  some  degree  of  estimation  by  the  Government  of  the  time  being,  and 
I  do  not  jnean  to  disguise  from  any  mock  modesty  but  what  I  felt  that  I  was  of  great 
service  to  the  Liberal  candidates  when  they  appeared  in  Canterbury,  and  I  believe  the 
Government  of  that  time  of  day,  even  as  early  as  Lord  Melbourne,  estimated  my  services, 
and  tliat  in  consequence  of  that,  and  not  of  any  election  or  in  any  way  connected  with 
it,  I  have  had  one  or  two  good  appointments  for  my  sons ;  it  is  notorious  there  are  very 
few  persons  in  my  position  but  what  have.  I  have  lately  been  appointed  Deputy  Lieu- 
tenant by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county,  and  I  consider  that  has  not  to  do  with  any 
particular  exertion  of  mine,  only  I  was  known  to  be  a  friend  of  the  Liberal  cause. 

1247.  How  many  sons  may  you  have  ? — Four. 

1248.  You  say  two  of  those  have  got  good  places  ? — Four  have  very  good  places. 

1249.  Are  they  Government  places  ?~   Government  places. 

1250.  When  was  the  first  appointment? — About  seventeen  years  ago. 

1251.  And  the  second  ? — Perhaps  about  fourteen. 

1252.  And  the  third? — About  three  or  four  years. 

1253.  Would  that  be  approaching  to  1847?— No,  I  think  it  would  have  been  nearer 
1850.  What  I  mean  is  three  years  ago  ;  this  is  1853  you  know,  and  that  would  be  nearer 
1850  ;  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  1847. 

1254.  That  is  about  the  time  of  Colonel  Romilly's  re-election,  the  third  appointment  ? — 
No,  it  was  not ;  Colonel  Komilly  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it,  and  was  not  known 
to  us  at  the  time. 

1255.  Was  it  about  that  time  ? — It  must  have  been  previous  to  that,  because  he  waa 
not  known.     I  should  have  no  objection  to  ftirnish  those  dates  if  I  had  them  with  me. 

1256.  When  was  the  fourth? — Just  as  the  Whig  Government  went  out,  before  Lord 
Derby's  Government  came  in ;  it  was  not  itself  ratified  until  after  ;  in  fact  the  order  waa 
made  out  for  the  appointment  in  Somerset  House,  and  although  the  Government  had 
been  out  for  several  days  it  was  one  of  the  appointments  which  Lord  Derby's  Govern- 
ment considered  they  ought  to  sanction  as  having  been  made  by  their  predecessors. 

1257.  Do  you  know  a  man  called  Thomas  Admans  of  Broad  Street? — Yes ;  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  lives  in  Broad  Street  now  ;  I  knew  the  man  formerly,  a  baker  of  that 
name. 

1258.  Did  you  ever  give  him  any  money  with  reference  to  his  vote?— I  believe  not ;  I 
have  not  the  least  idea  or  recollection  of  it.  I  confine  myself  to  what  I  said  before,  that 
I  never  had  anything  whatever  to  do  with  any  personal  bribery,  therefore  I  presume 
I  have  not.      I  have  not  the  least  idea  that  I  ever  did. 

1259.  You  say  these  are  good  appointments  your  sons  have  had  ;  what  is  the  value  of 
the  highest  appointment,  the  annual  value  ?— They  are,  as  you  are  quite  aware, 

1260.  I  am  not  aware  of  anything  ;  I  do  not  know  what  they  are  ? — Two  are  landing 
waiters,  and  they  are  appointed  at  150i.  a  year,  and  as  there  are  changes  they  pass 
through  their  class  and  become  more  valuable  to  the  Government,  and  they  receive 
larger  amounts. 

1261.  Are  these  four  gentlemen  in  the  Customs  ? — No  ;  two  in  the  Customs  and  two 
in  Somerset  House. 

1262.  Are  the  Somerset  House  appointments  as  valuable  as  the  Customs  ? — ^Not  near ; 
something  like  90Z.  to  lOOi. 

1263.  They  begin  and  rise  ?— They  b^in  at  90L 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  EXISTENCE  OP  BRIBERY  in  the  CITT  op  CANTERBURY.  43 

1264.  Are  any  of  your  daughters  married  ?— Yes.  Jfthmirrn  Jmhr 

1266.  Have  your  sons-in-law  partaken  of  the  benefit  of  the  Government  estimation  of  — ^ 

your  services ? — ^Never  in  consequence  of  that;  a  daughter  is  married  to  a  gentleman     Ifltli  May  1868.: 
who  was  at  the  time  she  was  married  in  the  Customs  at  Liverpool,  and  I  think  his  ■■'  ' 

appointment  was  given  him  by  Sir  Denis  le  Marohant ;  he  was  a  stranger  to  me,  s<Mne 
two  or  three  years  affcerwards  ;  nothing  to  do  with  me  or  my  interest. 

1266.  Is  that  Mr.  Myall  ?— Mr.  Myall ;  he  is  brother  to  Mr.  Edward  Myall  the 
member  for  Rochdale. 

1 267.  Do  you  know  a  man  called  Baldock  ? — No. 

1268.  Did  you  never  get  a  place  for  the  son  of  a  man  of  that  name  in  the  Excise 
through  Lord  Albert  Conypgham  ?— I  have  some  fidnt  recollection  we  did  ;  there  were 
places  of  that  sort  given,  but  I  considered  they  were  all  Intimate.  There  is  a  degree  of 
patrcmage  which  is  attached  always  to  the  members,  and  if  any  men  of  our  immediate 
political  friends  applied  for  them,  all  I  had  to  do  was  to  put  their  names  either  before  the 
Treasury  or  before  the  member  of  the  day.  There  is  an  annual  appointment  of  hop 
assistants ;  we  generally  put  a  list  of  those  before  the  parties.  There  are  appointments  in  * 
the  Excise  and  in  the  Customs ;  there  are  several  I  have  been  the  means  of  obtaining 
by  applying  to  the  member  of  the  day ;  that  is  a  sort  of  influence  which  I  fsmcy  is 
Intimate. 

•  1269.  It  is  always  exercised  in  &voar  of  your  political  friends  ? — By  me  it  was ;  I 
should  not  think  of  recommending  any  person  but  a  political  friend. 

.  1270.  One  of  your  cdourmen  ? — Not  a  oolourman  ;  that  is  hardly  a  firir  question ;  auy 
voter,  he  might  be  a  colourman  or  not.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  colourmen  ;  "they 
were  merely  a  transitory  sort  of  appointment  for  the  day,  and,  as  we  considered,  they 
conferred  uses  and  services  for  the  amounts  that  they  were  paid. 

1271.  You  did  not  tell  us  that  on  Saturday ;  you  told  us  just  the  reverse,  that  the  men 
who  had  the  colour  tickets  did  nothing  but  hand  over  the  colour  tickets  to  their  friends  ? 
— ^I  told  you  to  a  great  extent  that  was  so.  I  must  make  this  exception,  which  is  very 
decided  indeed,  that  in  1850  and  1852  there  was  not  a  single  colourman's  tidket  issued 
iii  any  way  whatever  but  for  services ;  there  were  no  colourmen's  tickets,  merely  a  number 
6f  men  were  sent  down  to  Mr.  Sabine  who  had  the  management  of  the  procession  for  him- 
to  take  them  into  the  procession  to  carry  the  colours  ;  nor  do  I  believe  they  were  our 
political  friends ;  they  were  taken  indiscriminately ;  any  man  who  made  the  application,  if 
he  was  a  good  stout  active  fellow,  was  sent  to  him  to  appoint ;  there  was  not  any  idea  of' 
colourmen's  tickets  being  given  I  am  quite  sure  by  the  direction  of  ihe  members.  For- 
merly colourmen's  tickets  were  given  as  you  had  it  before  in  evidence. 

1272.  Did  you  never  give  any  money  to  a  man  called  James  Busher  ?— Never.  I  mi^t 
have  given  such  a  man  as  James  Busher  a  shilling  to  drink,  or  to  get  rid  of  him  ;  I  never 
gave  him  anytiiing  for  his  vote  ;  I  should  not  have  thought  of  such  a  thing ;  he  is  a  person 
of  very  loose  and  irregular  habits,  and  very  often  troublesome  at  the  election.  I  may  have 
done  this  in  the  course  of  many  elections.  I  may  have  put  my  hand  in  my  pocket  and 
have  given  him  a  shilling  to  get  something  to  drmk. 

1273.  You  never  gave  him  as  much  as  3t  ? — Never  thought  of  such  a  thing. 

1274.  This  Mr.  Bddock,  for  whose  son  you  got  the  place  in  the  Excise,  did  he  vote  for , 
Lord  Albert  before  or  after  he  got  the  place  ? — I  should  suspect  he  has  been  a  constant 
voter  on  the  blue  side  if  it  is  Baldock  at  St.  Martin's  HDl ;  he  keeps  a  public  house  there ; 
if  so,  he  has  been  a  steady  regular  friend,  like  those  who  we  always  lo<uced  upon  and  who 
we  considered  from  this  long  sort  of  service  that  if  a  little  patronage  was  to  be  disposed 
of  to  anybody  we  thought  those  were  the  persons  deserving  of  it,  but  without  the  least* 
ide^  of  influencing  the  vote. 

1275.  That  is  not  my  question.  Had  he  voted  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  before  you 
got  the  place  for  his  son  in  the  Excise  ? — I  do  not  recollect  the  time  ;  he  did  get  the  plaoe^^ 
that  is  the  point.  I  think  his  name  was  mentioned,  and  he  did  get  an  exciseman's  place, 
but  I  do  not  know  when  it  was. 

1276.  My  question  is  when  it  was? — I  do  not  know,  but  I  presume  he  voted  both 
before  and  afterwarda 

1277.  When  you  got  him  the  place  for  tibe  son  was  there  any  understanding,  express  or 
tacit,  between  yourself  and  him  that  he  should  continue  to  support  Lord  Alfred  or  the 
bhie  interest  ?— Not  a  word  I  assure  you. 

1278.  I  do  not  ask  whether  any  words  passed,  but  whether  you  procured  it  for  him- 
upon  the  imderstanding  that  he  was  to  continue  to  support  the  blue  interest  ?— I  think  I 
have  answered  that ;  I  say  no,  no  understanding  whatever. 

1279.  Not  even  tacit  ? — How  can  I  say  what  understanding  there  was  if  nothing  was 
stated. 

1280.  Was  your  object  in  getting  it  for  him  to  reward  him  for  his  past  services,  or  to 
secure  his  services  in  time  to  come  ? — I  should  say  entirely  as  a  reward  for  his  past 
services  ;  it  was  in  consideration  of  his  having  always  been  a  steady  friend  of  the  blue 
party. 

1281.  Therefore  you  did  know  he  had  voted  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  before  he  got 
the  place  ? — There  is  no  question  but  that  he  voted  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  as  long 
ago  as  Lord  Fordwich's  time  and  Lord  Clifton's ;  he  has  been  a  regular  old  blue  as  long 
as  I  remember  Canterbury. 
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jUderman  Brent.        1282.  Did  you  not  say  if  he  had  not  continued  to  be  a  political  friend  you  for  one 

-—  would  not  have  applied  for  the  place  ? — No. 

10th  May  185S.  1283.  Therefore  it  was  as  much  with  a  view  to  secure  him  to  the  blue  interest  as  to 
— — — ^-^  reward  his  past  services  ? — You  are  rather  putting  words  into  my  mouth  in  that  case.  I 
never  stated  to  that  effect.  I  never  should  think  of  giving  or  affording  any  patronage  to 
a  party  who  was  not  a  friend  of  the  cause  ;  I  think  if  the  distribution  of  any  patronage 
was  intrusted  to  my  hands  I  should  only  have  applied  to  the  members  for  those  who 
were  friends  of  the  cause;  that  is  what  I  stated,  and  that  is  what  I  repeat. 

1284.  Therefore  if  he  had  merely  served  the  cause  in  times  paat  and  did  not  mean  to 
serve  it  in  time  to  come  you  would  not  recommend  him  ? — If  he  did  not  do  it  most 
probably  I  should  not,  if  he  was  no  longer  of  our  party. 

1285.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Abraham  Abrahams  ? — ^Yes,  I  know  him. 

1286.  Did  he  vote  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  or  Mr.  Smythe,  or  boUi,  in  the  election 
of  1847  ? — I  should  presume  for  both,  but  I  do  not  know  I  assure  you. 

1287.  He  voted  for  the  blue  interest  ? — He  voted  for  the  party ;  it  was  blue  and  jonk 
together  ;  as  we  call  it,  a  coalition. 

1288.  What  did  he  get  for  his  vote  ? — I  do  not  know. 

1289.  What  was  he  promised  for  his  vote  ? — I  do  not  know.  I  never  saw  him  to  my 
knowledge,  except  in  the  canvass. 

1290.  Had  you  no  conversation  with  Mr.  Pilcher  on  the  subject  of  Abraham's  vote? — 
What  Mr.  Pilcher? 

J 291.  With  anybody  of  the  name  of  Pilcher,  Lady  Conyngham's  steward? — ^No, 
never. 

1292.  After  the  election  ? — Never  to  my  knowledge.  I  never  had  any  communication 
upon  the  subject  I  assure  you, 

1293.  I  will  ask  you  this  question, — did  you  and  Mr.  Pilcher  between  you,  or  eith^  of 
you,  give  or  promise  to  Abraham  Abrahams  the  sum  of  SI.  or  any  other  sum  for  his  vote^ 
at  that  or  any  other  election  ? — I  did  not.     I  knew  nothing  whatever  about  it. 

1294.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Blinks  ? — Yes. 

1295.  Was  he  employed  by  the  red  committee  at  any  election  ? — At  the  last  election 
of  1852  he  was,  I  believe,  actively  employed  for  the  red  committee  during  the  first  part 
of  the  canvass,  but  from  some  dissatis&ction  expressed  on  his  part  which  he  felt  on  the 
part  of  that  committee  he  tendered  his  vote  then  to  us,  and  stated  he  should  support  our 
cause  in  preference,  that  he  was  not  well  treated  by  the  other  party. 

1296.  What  election  was  that  ? — That  was  this  last  election  in  1852. 

1297.  What  did  he  say  was  the  nature  of  his  ill-treatment  ? — I  cannot  tell  you ;  it 
was  not  to  me  that  he  said  so  ;  I  think  you  would  get  that  from  either  Mr.  Holland  or 
Mr.  Curtis  of  Northgate ;  they  were  intimate  friends,  neighbours,  and  acting  togetiier,  and 
very  busy,  I  believe  he  has  been,  in  getting  up  evidence  for  this  commission. 

1298.  Did  he  quarrel  with  them  about  money  ? — I  expect  he  did. 

1299.  And  then  he  came  over  to  you  ?— He  came  over  to  us. 

1300.  Was  he  employed  by  you  to  work  for  your  side  ?— He  was  not  employed  further 
than  requested  to  do  it ;  there  was  no  pecuniary  consideration  given ;  I  think  he  volun- 
teered his  services,  as  he  stated  he  was  ill-treated  by  them. 

1301.  Did  he  receive  no  reward,  as  you  call  it,  after  the  election  was  over  ?^Not  Oi 
penny. 

1302.  If  your  side  had  sanctioned  it  would  he  ? — ^Not  a  farthing. 

1303.  Would  you  have  recommended  him  for  a  place  ? — It  depends  upon  circumstances ; 
places  are  not  very  numerou& 

1304.  Did  he  expect  one  ? — Certainly  not,  I  am  sure  of  it. 

1305.  Do  you  know  what  the  amount  was  about  which  he  and  the  Reds  differed  ? — 
No,  I  do  not ;  I  should  not  like  to  say  anything  from  what  was  so  vague,  what  I  have 
heard  ;  but  I  did  hear  that  he  was  employed  to  obtain  some  votes,  and  there  was  a  differ- 
ence as  to  the  price  he  was  to  give  for  them,  but  I  assure  you  I  do  not  know  of  myself 
anything  whatever  about  it ;  Mr.  Curtis  can  tell  you,  for  I  be^lieve  they  were  in 
communication. 

1306.  The  places  which  you  got  for  your  sons,  I  think  you  say  the  first  one  was  about 
seventeen  years  ago  ? — Yes,  as  far  as  I  can  remember. 

1307.  I  think  you  told  us  in  the  first  part  of  your  examination  on  Saturday  last  that 
it  was  not  imtil  1836  or  1837  that  you  first  began  to  take  an  active  part  or  a  warm 
interest  in  the  working  of  the  Liberal  cause  here  ? — I  can  tell  you  I  voted  as  long  ago 
as  for  Lord  Clifton  in  1820. 

1308.  You  stated  that  you  knew  nothing  of  the  working  of  any  election  previous  to 
that  time  ? — Not  so  far  as  money  concerns  went. 

1309.  That  would  be  about  seventeen  years  ago,  would  it  not,  when  your  active  part 
ija  the  borough  interest  began  ? — Yes ;  this  must  have  been  nearer  the  election  of  1 832, 
if  anything. 

1310.  What?— That  this  appointment  was  given  if  it  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  election  ;  if  you  want  to  infer  that  it  must  be  nearer  that  than  anything  recent 

1311.  I  do  not  want  to  argue  about  it,  but  I  want  to  know  the  fistct,  how  long  ago  is 
it  that  you  had  the  first  appointment  for  your  son  ?— Seventeen  years. 
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1312.  And  when  did  you  b^in  to  take  an  active  part  in  elections  in  this  city  for  the    AUerman  Bttm^ 
blue  interest? — 1820  as  fiar  as  voting  went,  and  I  was  a  member  of  Lord  Clifton's  •— . 
committee ;  I  rather  think  I  proposed  him  in  the  halL                                                               16th  May  185S« 

1313.  Did  you  not  inform  the  Commissioners  on  Saturday  that  you  were  unable  to  . 
speak  to  the  management  of  any  election  prior  to  1847,  because  the  personal  part  whidi 

you  took  in  these  things  only  b^an  about  the  year  1847  ? — Oh  dear  no,  I  did  not  say 
that ;  I  told  you  that  I  had  been  from  the  very  firat  a  warm*  partisan  and  political  friend 
of  the  blue  party,  and  throughout  all  the  elections,  as  far  as  giving  my  vote  and  acting 
as  member  of  the  committee ;  that  from  the  year  1820  I  took  an  active  part,  as  &r  as 
canvassing  voters  and  perhaps  public  speaking ;  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
finances. 

1314.  You  could  not  inform  us  what  proportion  of  freemen  or  householders  in  1832 
received  those  colour  tickets,  or  anything  about  1832  ;  you  stated  you  could  only  speak 
from  your  personal  knowledge  of  elections  that  had  taken  place  from  1847  inclusive ; 
was  not  tiiat  so  ?— From  my  own  personal  recollection  I  cannot  tell  you  anything  about 
the  number  of  freemen  and  householders ;  there  are  the  lists. 

1315.  Let  me  ask  you  what  change  took  place  in  your  connexion  with  the  blue 
interest  here  about  the  year  1837  ;  what  was  the  nature  of  that  change  ? — If  I  were  to 
run  through  the  elections  I  could  tell  you  a  great  deal  better.  In  the  year  1820 
Mr.  Stephen  Lushington  and  Lord  Clifton  were  candidates ;  they  were  both  of  them 
returned.  In  1826  Lord  Clifton  and  Mr.  Stephen  Lushington  again.  I  alwajrs  voted  for 
Lord  Clifton,  and  I  believe  I  proposed  or  seconded  him  on  the  hustings,  and  that  I 
actively  canvassed  for  him,  and  exerted  mydelf  to  the  best  I  possibly  could  to  ensure  his 
return,  and  that  was  Lord  Clifton,  afterwards  Lord  Damley.  In  1831  Mr.  Watson,  who 
had  been  put  up  in  the  election  of  1826,  became  a  candidate  bon&  fide ;  in  the  other 
instance  he  came  merely  to  try  the  chance  he  had  of  success.  In  1831  the  Honourable 
Richard  Watson  and  Lord  Fordwich  and  Mr.  Henry  Bingham  Baring  were  candidates. 
Lord  Clifton  had  had  two  or  three  contests  which  had  cost  him  a  great  deal  of  money ; 
I  have  heard  17,000i.  or  18,000Z. ;  but  it  was  before  my  time,  and  he  then  retired  and  took 
a  very  active  part  in  favour  of  Lord  Fordwich, 

1316.  That  was  before  your  time  ?— Oh  dear  no ;  this  is  in  1831. 

1317.  Did  you  not  say  at  this  moment  that  you  heard  of  17,000?.  or  18,000Z.  ?— That  is 
in  1818 ;  in  1818  there  was  a  very  great  contest ;  Mr.  Baker  and  Mr.  Lushington  had  been 
members  for  several  Parliaments,  and  there  was  some  difference  of  opinion  ;  they  did  not 
think  that  Mr.  Baker  acted  up  to  the  full  extent  of  a  large  party  here  calling  them- 
selves the  Independent  Club,  and  then  they  brought  forward  Lord  Clifton,  and  there  was 
a  violent  contest. 

1318.  When  was  this  ?— This  was  in  1818. 

1319.  Answer  my  question,  and  do  not  encumber  the  answer  with  facts  which  are 
irrelevant,  and  we  shall  save  a  deal  of  time.  My  question  is,  were  you  personally 
engaged  as  a  committee-man  or  chairman,  or  deputy  chairman,  or  in  any  other  capacity, 
and  what,  in  1832,  or  any  election  anterior  to  1847  ? — Yes,  in  1831  I  think  I  acted  as 
chairman ;  in  1832  the  same,  which  was  then  the  time  the  femous  Sir  William  Coui-tney 
came  here  ;  there  was  not  a  contest ;  he  came  and  polled  a  few  votes. 

1320.  I  must  remind  you  this  is  only  a  continuation  of  your  examination  on  Saturday, 
and  speaking  from  my  perfect  recollection  of  that,  and  also  the  recollection  of  the  Chief 
Commissioner,  I  cannot  see  that  your  statements  are  quite  in  accordance  with  what  you 
stated  on  Saturday  last  with  respect  to  the  part  you  had  in  elections  anterior  to  1847.  I 
certainly  ceased  to  examine  you  upon  the  subject  of  the  elections  anterior  to  1847  on  the 
representation  that  I  understood  you  to  make  that  though  you  voted  and  took  a  gene- 
ral part  in  elections,  your  intimate  and  personal  acquaintance  with  those  matters  only 
commenced  in  that  year ;  it  now  appears  that  you  were  chairman  of  an  election  committee 
in  1831,  and  as  I  understand  you  now  to  say  you  took  an  active  part  in  it,  as  active  a 
part  as  you  are  now  taking  in  elections  from  that  time  down  to  1847  ? — That  is  not  so, 
and  that  is  where  the  confusion  has  originated.  If  I  recollect  right,  what  you  asked  me  on 
Saturday  was,  did  I  take  any  part  previous  to  1847 ;  I  told  you  that  previous  to  1847,  in 
February  1841,  there  was  an  election, — Bradshaw,  Smythe,  and  Heniker  Wilson  stood, 
which  I  took  no  further  part  in  than  merely  giving  my  vote.  There  was  a  difference  of 
opinion  ;  I  thought  myself  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  was  brought  forward  merely  to  supei'sede 
Lord  Albert  Conjmgham,  and  that  that  was  not  fiur ;  I  took  no  part  in  that  affair.  In  1841 
the  general  election  came  on,  when  Bradshaw,  Smythe,  and  Twisden  Hodges  were  can- 
didates ;  I  took  no  part  in  that  election  except  perhaps  canvassing  a  vote  or  two  in  favour 
of  Mr.  Hodges,  but  in  1847  I  was  actively  engaged  as  chairman,  but  I  was  not  treasurer ; 
I  acted  as  chairman  and  did  the  out-door  work. 

:  1321.  I  asked  you  a  question  on  Saturday  which  I  will  here  repeat ;  your  answer  on 
Saturday  was  that  not  having  any  personal  acquaintance  with  those  things  you  could 
only  speak  from  hearsay.  Is  it  or  is  it  not  the  fact  that  anterior  to  the  election  of  1832, 
when  householders  for  the  first  time  voted  under  the  Reform  Act,  every  freeman,  that  is 
to  say,  every  one  of  the  constituency,  considered  himself  entitled  as  of  right,  and  did  re- 
ceive previous  to  giving  his  vote,  and  perhaps  previously  to  promising  it,  some  office, 
whether  called  that  of  colourman  or  of  hallman,  or  by  whatever  name  it  was  called,  en  • 
titling  him  to  payment  of  so  much  money  per  head  ?— To  use  your  own  term  I  will  say 
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4fi      EYIDENCE  taken  before  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  inquire  into 

Akimnim  BrenL    ^^  bad  a  tacit  xinderstanding  to  tlMtt  effect ;  we  had  never  made  a  compact  of  that  sort, 

— —  it  was  merely  fix)m  practice ;  if  he  asked  for  the  thing  it  was  given  to  him. 

(Btfi  IV^ J  16BS^  1322.  Was  it  the  universal  practice  upon  your  side  as  well  as  upon  the  other  side  that 
•»■  ■  ■  ■  .1  -  if  a  freeman  acting  upon  that  tacit  understanding  came  and  asked  for  that  specific  sum 
he  received  it  ? — After  he  had  promised  his  vote  he  took  it  as  a  matter  of  course ;  he  sent 
his  name  in  to  the  committee,  and  he  thought  he  should  have  his  two  colourmen's  tickets; 
in  most  instances  he  did,  but  there  was  very  rarely  anything  said  to  him  on  the  canvass 
about  it,  it  was  more  an,  understanding  between  themselves. 

1323.  I  ask  you  was  it  the  practice?— Yes. 
-    1324.  The  general  practice  upon  both  sides  ?— I  cannot  speak  to  the  other  side  ;  I  am 
not  in  the  secrets  of  the  other  side. 

1325.  Upon  your  side  ? — Upon  our  side  it  was. 
:,   1326.  There  being  at  that  time  no  voters  but  the  freemen  ? — Yes. 
I    1327.  Now  will  you  answer  the  question  I  put  to  you  about  a  quarter  of  an  hour  ago. 
In  what  year  did  you  first  become  connected  with  what  you  call  the  financial  part  of  it? 
— That  I  answered  on  Saturday  by  my  book.     The  first  I  had  to  do  with  was  1850  and 
1852,  then  I  had  the  whole  disbursements  pass  through  my  handa 

<  1328.  What  was  the  alteration  in  your  position  as  an.  active  member  on  the  blue 
interest  in  or  about  the  year  1837  to  which  you  spoke  on  Saturday  ?  — I  do  not  recollect 
when  the  time  was  when  the  alteration  took  place  about  householders. 
'  1329.  The  Reform  Bill  was  in  1832  ?— Then  householders  came  in.  Then  throughout 
the  elections  of  1832, 1835,  and  1837,  1841,  1841  twice,  1847  and  1847  I  should  think 
that  practice  was  pursued. 

1330.  You  said  on  Saturday,  having  been  an  active  supporter  of  the  Liberal  cause 
before  that  time  you  became  more  active  at  a  subsequent  period ;  when  was  that  ?— In  the 
year  1850. 

'  1331.  Not  until  then  ?— Not  until  then.  I  was  taking  a  very  active  part  in  1847,  but 
not  financially. 

:  1332.  Hand  up  to  the  Commissioners  aU  your  books  and  memoranda  relating  to  the 
elections  of  1831,  1832,  and  1835  ? — I  have  not  one.  I  have  not  a  paper  or  a  document 
of  that  sort. 

J  1333.  Have  you  any  with  respect  to  the  election  of  1837? — No,  I  have  not  a  single 
paf)er  of  any  sc^ 

1334.  Now  with  regard  to  1841  ?— Yes,  1841 ;  in  1841  I  took  no  part, 
"   1335.  The  only  elections  to  which  the  memoranda  now  in  your  possession  refer  are  the 
elections  of  1847,  1850,  and  1862  ?— Those  are  the  only  ones  I  know  anything  about,  and 
1847  is  a  great  deal  of  it  not  from  my  own  immediate  knowledge. 

1336.  The  system  of  direct  bribery  to  which  you  ^oke  as  prevailing  as  you  said  in 
1847,  and  the  system  of  colour  tickets  whidi  prevailed  at  the  same  time,  do  I  understand 
they  had  been  practised  and  as  largely  practised,  or  practised  to  any  extent,  by  your 
side  in  the  previous  elections  in  which  you  took  a  part  ? — I  think  in  not  one  in  whidi 
I  took  a  part ;  I  beheve  there  was  a  good  deal  of  that  sort  of  direct  bribery  in  the  two 
elections  of  1841,  but  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

1337.  In  1837  ? — I  do  not  think  there  was  anything  beyond  colourmen.  I  am  sure 
there  was  nothing  beyond  colourmen. 

1338.  1835? — 1835  there  was  nothing.  Mr.  Villiers  was  returned  and  unseated  by 
Mr.  Lushington. 

1339.  No  direct  bribery  ? — No  direct  bribery ;  colourmen's  tickets. 

1340.  Was  there  any  practised  upon  the  other  side  ? — That  I  cannot  tell  you ;  I  think 
not.     Mr.  Lushington  came  over  from  India. 

.1341.  Why  was  Mr.  Villiers  unseated? — He  was  very  close;  he  was  returned  by  a 
majority  of  two  or  three  ;  if  I  remember  parties  had  voted  twice,  or  there  was  a  difierence 
in  the  spelling  of  a  name. 

1342.  But  he  was  unseated  upon  a  scrutiny  ? — Yes. 

1343.  Was  there  any  bribery  practised  by  the  other  side  in  1837, — direct  bribery? — I 
can  hardly  tell  you  ;  there  was  not  to  any  great  eattent,  because  Mj.  Gipps  petitioned  the 
House,  and  then  that  petition  was  withdrawn ;  he  petitioned  against  the  return  of  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham ;  I  do  not  know  of  it ;  I  could  not  surmise ;  I  should  think  not  on  that 
account.     I  do  not  think  any  very  active  bribery  took  place  until  the  year  1841. 

1344.  On  Saturday  you  also  made  a  statement  of  what  you  received  in  1847? — Not 
that  I  received ;  that  the  whole  expense  of  the  election  amounted  to  tiie  sum  I  men* 
tioned  ;  I  did  not  receive  it 

.  1345.  You  made  a  statement  of  what  the  candidates  paid  at  the  election  of  1847  ? — 
Yes. 

1346.  And  there  were  some  hundreds  of  pounds — I  will  not  charge  myself  with  the 
exact  amount — which  did  not  appear  to  be  satisfactorily  accounted  for ;  you  were  not  able 
to  speak  to  it  when  you  were  asked  the  question  ;  what  became  of  that  sum  ;  you  have 
had  time  to  reflect  ? — I  really  know  nothing  about  it ;  I  put  in  a  book  which  I  told  you 
was  a  copy  of  the  expenses,  and  the  whole  of  them,  and  tiiat  is  all  I  know  of  the  expen- 
diture of  that  election. 

1347.  There  was  a  variance,  you  said,  and  you  could  not  explain  it  then  ? — You  asked 
me  from  memory  what  were  the  amounts  for  direct  bribery  and  for  colourmen's  tickets ; 
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I  said,  in  round  numbers  I  thought  the  whole  amount  of  the  expenditure  was  1,8002.    AUertnan  J^eHf. 
The  Cldef  Commissioner  put  those  two  simis  together,  and  he  said,  "  That  is  900i.,  what  r. — r 

became  of  the  other  9002.?"  And  I  then  referred  to  a  book  which  I  thought  a  mere  private     ^^'**  ^*y  ^^* 

memorandum  book  to  strengthen  my  memory,  and  it  was  merely  firom  that  book  I  knew ••  -  - 

the  fiwjts  ;  the  book  was  called  for  and  put  into  court,  and  that  was  all  the  information  I 
ean  give  you- 

1348.  Am  I  right  in  supposing  that  you  have  some  patronage  of  the  hospitals,  the 
Bluecoat  School,  and  what  are  called  charity  gifts  ? — No,  I  have  not ;  when  I  was  mayor 
if  there  was  a  vacancy  in  Maynard's  Hospital  and  Cotton  s  Spittal  I  should  have  the 
nomination  of  a  brother  there  ;  it  was  independent  of  aU  party  whatever  ;  whoever  the 
mayor  was  for  the  time  being  would  have  that ;  I  am  not  a  charity  trustee,  and  have 
nothing  to  do  with  that. 

1349.  Have  any  of  your  friends  any  such  patronage  ? — Yes. 

1350.  Did  you  ever  make  any  promise,  or  hold  out  any  hopes  to  any  fireman  of  getting 
any  of  these  things,  of  recommending  them  or  any  of  their  friends  for  any  of  these  things 
at  your  own  disposal,  or  at  the  disposal  of  your  own  friends,  in  return  for  votes  ? — I  think 
it  is  very  probable  that  during  a  canvass  names  of  that  sort  may  have  been  men- 
tioned ;  we  might  have  been  asked  for  Lovejoy's  charity,  which  is  10«.  at  Christmas,  and 
we  might  have  said,  "  Well,  I  will  do  my  best  to  obtain  it  for  you."  It  was  likely  that 
was  the  case. 

1351.  At  what  election  ? — Perhaps  every  election  I  have  had  anything  to  do  with. 

1352.  1850,  for  instance  ?— Oh  no,  not  in  1850. 

1353.  You  expected  a  contest  down  to  the  last  moment  ? — No  ;  we  were  very  guarded 
in  1850  that  there  should  not  be  the  slightest  promise  or  anything  offered. 

1354.  In  1852  ? — In  1852  not  the  sl^htest  thing,  to  my  knowledge. 

1356.  Why  ? — Because  we  were  determined  to  go  upon  what  has  been  a  little  sneered 
at  in  this  court, — the  purity  principle. 

1356.  You  believed  to  hold  out  these  inducements  was  to  corrupt  the  voter  ? — I  believe 
it  was  ;   it  must  necessarily  be  so. 

1357.  And  you  believed  that  when  you  made  these  promises? — You  can  put  any 
inference  you  like  ;  I  reaUy  believe  the  thing  was  done  if  any  were  asked  for  casually  ; 
they  are  trifling  things  ;  there  are  nearly  600  to  be  given  away  of  different  charities'; 
the  trustees  place  at  our  disposal  a  few  of  them  ;  if  we  found,  as  in  the  case  of  Baldock, 
there  was  a  very  good  friend  of  the  cause,  or  any  one  in  indigent  circumstances,  we  gave 
tiiem  the  recommendation. 

1358.  To  what  extent  was  that  practised  in  1847  ? — Not  to  a  very  great  extent,  because 
I  believe  it  was  attempted  to  carry  it  with  a  much  higher  hand  than  that. 

1359.  How  do  you  mean  ? — That  would  have  been  considered  so  slight  an  agency  that 
it  would  have  been  but  little  thought  of  I  do  not  think  that  anybody  would  have  con- 
sidered at  that  time  it  would  have  availed  ;  it  was  like  a  drop  of  water. 

1360.  You  thought  the  system  of  bribery  pursued  then  was  too  gigantic  for  that  ? — 
Yes  ;  I  think  it  was  attempted  to  carry  it  by  a  coup-de-main. 

1361.  Did  you  do  it  at  any  former  election? — Ah!  I  dare  say  it  was;  it  is  quite 
likely ;  it  is  not  an  improbable  thing  that  to  the  trustees  when  going  round,  many  of 
them  canvassing,  they  might  have  said  "  Will  you  give  us  a  Lovejoy  for  my  wife  ?"  and 
they  might  have  said,  yes. 

1362.  And  they  voted  accordingly  ? — They  were  friends  always  or  friendly  disposed. 

1363.  Can  you  explain  to  the  Commissioners  what  is  meant  by  a  10^  sandwich  ? — I 
have  not  the  least  idea  of  it ;  I  never  heard  the  term  before. 

1 364.  Do  you  know  a  family  of  the  name  of  Styles  ? — Yes,  and  a  very  notorious 
&mily  they  are. 

1365.  Perhaps  you  will  give  me  some  information  about  this  family  of  the  name  of 
Styles  ;  how  many  do  they  consist  of  in  family  ?— It  is  a  variable  family  ;  they  are  in 
very  low  circumstances ;  some  receive  parish  relief,  and  are  consequently  struck  off  the 
register  ;  they  would  vary  at  different  elections  from  eight  and  nine  to  ten,  themselves 
and  their  daughters  husbands. 

1366.  What  would  be  the  number  of  voters  in  that  family  ? — They  vary  from  time  to 
time,  but  you  may  say  in  round  numbers  ten ;  there  are  two  or  three  other  names  ;  Bradley 
married  a  Styles. 

1367.  Do  any  of  the  feimily  take  the  management  of  the  interest  of  the  whole  ?— I 
cannot  tell  you  that ;  they  were  a  family  that  we  never  calculated  upon  at  all  as  voters. 
When  we  canvassed  we  always  got  from  them  "  I  shall  say  ;"  they  always  went  against 
UB,  we  always  presumed  with  an  object,  and  that  they  were  in  the  market,  and  that  they 
were  always  waiting  for  a  better  price  which  we  never  offered  them  to  my  knowledge. 

1368.  Have  you  said  they  never  voted  for  you?— Yes,  I  do  not  beheve  in  any 
instance. 

1369.  And  you  have  said  as  far  as  you  know  they  were  never  bribed  ? — No,  never ;  not 
to  my  knowledge  ;  I  do  not  think  they  were. 

1370.  About  one  item  in  your  book  of  1850  ;  there  are  two  sums  of  lOZ.  each  for  two 
committee  rooms,  one  paid  to  Burgess  and  the  other  to  Davey  ?— Yes. 

1371.  For  how  long  were  those  committee  rooms  hired? — William  Davey's  must  have 
been  for  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks  before  the  election ;  a  place  of  constant  resort  where 
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Alderman  Brent,    we  met  to  concert  what  candidates  we  should  apply  to  and  so  on,  and  giving  the  house  a 

—  great  deal  of  trouble  ;  he  had  a  small  upper  back  room  we  were  obliged  to  turn  the  family 

16th  May  1853.     into,  and  they  were  obliged  to  go  into  the  shop,  and  giving  them  an  immense  deal  of 

■  trouble.     At  an  election  of  this  sort  I  did  not  think  they  were  overpaid  by  giving  them 

101,  for  the  committee  room.    Burgess's  is  a  very  large  room,  two  rooms  in  fact,  for  which 

we  gave  in  1852  twenty  odd  pounds  ;  201.  was  considered  for  the  room,  and  there  was 

some  expense  for  telegraphs  and  carriage  hire. 

1372.  How  long  was  that  committee  room  wanted  ? — It  may  be  considered  a  month, 
three  weeks  before  the  election,  and  the  week  for  winding  up  the  accounts  afterwards, 

1373.  Both  Davey  and  Burgess  too  ?— Yes. 

1374.  For  how  long  a  period  each  ?-~Three  weeks  at  least  in  1852. 

1375.  In  1850  ?— Not  so  long  as  that. 

1376.  In  1850  how  long? — Davey's  must  be  nearly  three  weeks  to  concert  measures 
before  the  election  ;  Burgess's  was  only  four  or  five  days. 

1377.  And  for  that  you  paid  lOL  ?— Yes. 

1378.  The  other  not  for  three  weeks  that  you  paid  lOZ.  ? — Yes ;  Burgess  s  was  a  much 
larger  room  than  the  other,  and  greater  accommodation. 

1379.  Was  there  any  question  during  that  election  between  your  committee  or  you,  or 
anybody  on  your  side,  with  either  of  those  persons  about  the  amount  of  remuneration  ? — 
Not  a  word  imtil  the  account  came  in  ;  at  settling  the  accoimts  in  neither  instance  was  a 
charge  sent  in,  there  is  a  difficulty  of  making  a  charge,  and  it  was  paid  to  them  consi- 
dering it  was  about  the  worth.  . 

1380.  Was  there  any  apprehension  you  would  lose  the  vote  of  either  if  it  were  n*?i 
paid  ? — Oh  dear  no,  I  am  sure  we  should  not,  they  were  too  staunch  for  that. 

1381.  But  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  one  for  four  days,  the  other  not  three  weeks,  got 
each  101.  for  the  hire  of  the  room  ? — Yes,  each  of  them,  and  at  other  elections  much 
more.  You  must  be  awai*e  we  must  have  committee  rooms  for  a  purpose  of  this  sort ; 
we  must  have  convenient  ones  ;  we  cannot  always  say  we  will  not  go  to  a  voter  in  the 
teeth  of  it  although  it  may  be  a  better  room,  that  would  be  an  invidious  thing  to  do. 

1382.  You  have  many  charities  in  Canterbury  ?— There  are  a  great  many. 

1383.  Since  the  passing  of  the  Municipal  Act  in  1835  they  have  been  imder  the 
management  of  the  charity  trustees  ?  —They  hava 

1384.  Those  charity  trustees  are  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor? — They  were 
appointed  then,  and  there  has  been  no  change. 

1385.  I  suppose  those  trustees  are  gentlemen  of  different  politics? — They  were  origin 
nally,  I  believe,  half  and  half  as  near  as  possible. 

1386.  What  is  about  the  proportion  now  ? — I  should  think  about  three  of  the  Conser 
are  dead  and  one  of  the  Liberals. 

1 887.  How  many  of  those  left  are  on  the  liberal  side,  and  how  many  on  the  conser- 
vative side  ? — Three  and  five. 

1388.  Which  side  are  the  five  ?— The  blue  side ;  I  iam  quite  sure  the  charity  trustees 
never  have  prostituted  in  any  way  the  patronage. 

1389.  Have  you  ever  heard  complaints  in  the  town  about  misappropriation  of  cha- 
rities to  political  purposes  ? — I  have  heard  a  great  many  complaints  from  persons,  reci- 
pients and  disappointed  parties,  but  I  never  heard  that  it  was  prostituted ;  I  am  sure  not 
by  the  trustees.  I  can  bear  testimony  to  this,  that  those  gentlemen  never  looked  to  party 
or  politics ;  I  think  they  were  a  perfectly  independent  body  of  trustees.  At  the  time  of 
the  election  I  was  excluded  from  having  been  an  old  trustee,  and  I  felt  a  little  sore  about 
it,  but  I  certainly  can  bear  my  testimony  to  this,  that  they  have  acted  both  honestly  and 
properly. 

1390.  Expressing  your  opinion  from  what  you  know  and  from  what  you  have  heard  of 
the  conduct  of  those  gentlemen,  you  do  not  believe  they  have  acted  otherwise  than  with 
the  strictest  integrity  and  impartiality  in  the  performance  of  their  duties  ? — I  do  not,  I 
assure  you,  and  I  am  glad  of  having  an  opportunity  of  saying  so. 

1391.  To  whom  would  you  give  the  recommendation  to  these  charities,  to  whom  would 
they  be  addressed,  to  Conservative  or  Whig  trustees  ? — I  do  not  think  it  is  thought  of ; 
it  is  for  indigent  persons. 

1392.  I  am  speaking  of  how  you  would  address  your  recommendations? — The  trustees 
would  not  take  recommendations  from  anybody  ;  they  meet  in  committee ;  if  I  were  to 
ask  in  the  name  of  a  poor  person  I  am  sure  either  the  one  side  or  the  other  would  give 
it  ma 

1393.  When  you  promised  in  return  for  votes  patronage  of  this  kind  you  would  address 
yourself  to  a  Tory  trustee  as  well  as  to  a  Whig  ? — Yes,  but  I  do  not  think  it  has  ever 
been  worked  at  all  here  as  a  means  of  obtaining  a  return  ;  I  do  not  think  it  has,  not  to 
serve  a  pai-ty. 

1394.  I  imderstood  you  to  say  that  it  had  been  to  a  limited  extent  ?— I  said  during  a 
canvass  a  man  might  be  asked  for  them,  and  they  would  be  promised. 
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Mr.  Henry  Cooper  sworn  and  examined.  ^^*  Henry  Cooper. 

1395.  Are  you  an  alderman  of  this  city  ?— I  am.  ^^^  ^*y  ^^^3- 

1396.  You  are  in  the  blue  interest,  are  you  not  ? — Yes.  ' 

1397.  Were  you  ever  a  committee  man  ? — Yea 

1398.  Were  you  a  committee  man  in.  1847  ? — No. 

1399.  Have  you  been  mixed  up  at  all  in  the  elections  beginning  in  1847  down  to  the 
present  time  ? — Not  beyond  voting ;  never  canvassed. 

1400.  You  have  taken  no  part  ?— No.  part  beyond  voting. 

1401.  Previous  to  1847  I  presume  you  were  an  active  partisan  ?  -Yes. 

1402.  You  have  heard  the  accoimt  given  us  by  the  several  witnesses  with  reference  to 
those  colour  tickets  ? — No,  I  have  heard  very  little  evidence  given  on  it.  I  was  only  here 
about  ten  minutes  on  Saturday,  and  I  have  heard  nothing  about  them  to-day. 

1403.  The  statement  is  that  a  voter  sends  in  an  application  for  one  or  two  colour 
tickets  as  it  may  be,  and  from  that  time  his  vote  is  booked  as  a  promise  ;  was  that  the 
system  ? — I  expect  if  a  person  had  not  promised  his  vote  he  would  not  apply  for  a 
ticket. 

1404.  You  think  the  promise  was  given  previous  ?— I  do,  generally  speaking. 

1405.  Then  that  the  tickets  are  given  not  for  his  own  use  but  for  the  use  of  any  friend 
that  may  be  named  in  the  application ;  is  tliat  so  ?— I  believe  if  a  man  a^iks  for  two  or 
tlu^e  tickets  he  cannot  use  tliem  all,  not  as  a  colounnan.  He  must  dispose  of  them  either 
to  lus  fiimily,  or  to  some  other  poor  man  he  wishes  to  serve. 

1406.  Very  often  it  was  given  to  the  members  of  the  femily  ? — I  believe  so. 

1407.  They  were  worth  5«.  a  day  ? — Yes,  latterly,  I  believe ;  I  think  they  used  to  be 
piore  formerly. 

1408.  What  were  they  formerly  ? — I  think  they  used  to  pay  a  man  better  formerly 
than  they  do  now  for  colourmen's  tickets  ;  they  would  very  often  give  them  10«.  a  day 
if  they  worked  and  carried  the  flags  themselves. 

1409.  If  not  ?— Then  only  58.  a  day. 

1410.  Did  you  ever  know  of  these  tickets  having  been  the  subject  of  sale  ?— Never. 

1411.  You  never  heard  that  represented  in  the  city  ? — Not  till  I  heard  it  during  the 
late  investigation  before  the  House  of  Commons.  I  never  knew  persons  sold  the  tickets  ; 
they  either  gave  them  to  members  of  their  own  family  or  others,  that  at  the  expiration 
of  the  time  they  might  go  and  get  the  money,  whatever  amount  they  were  entitled  to. 

1412.  What  was  the  election  immediately  preceding  1847  ? — There  were  two  in  1847 
and  two  in  1841. 

1413.  Two  in  1847?— Yes. 

1414.  Was  there  a  by-election  ?— Ye^ 

1415.  After  the  general  election  or  before? — Before  ;  three  or  four  months  before^ 

1416.  Who  made  the  vacancy? — The  death  of  Mr.  Bradshaw  in  1847  ;  Mr.  Bradsliaw 
died,  and  then  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  offered  in  liis  pLice,  and  then  there  wjw  the 
general  election  in  June  or  July  1847. 

1417.  Was  there  any  contest  at  the  time  of  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  Mr.  Bradshaw  s 
death  ? — No  ;  Mr.  Gipps  commenced  the  canvass,  and  it  was  expected  by  their  party  that 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham  would  not  offer,  but  he  did  come  and  offer,  and  upon  that 
Mr.  Gipps  resigned. 

1418.  Were  you  on  the  committee  then  ? — No. 

1419.  You  had  nothing  io  do  with  it  ? — Nothing  to  do  with  it ;  I  have  not  acted  on 
the  committee  for  the  last  two  or  three  elections. 

1420.  Were  you  on  the  committee  in  1841  ? — Yes. 

1421.  Did  you  issue  colour  tickets  in  that  year? — Yes,  a  great  many  ;  1,200. 

1422.  Who  was  the  blue  party  then  ?— Mr.  Heniker  Wilson. 

1423.  And  who  else  ? — The  Honourable  George  Smythe. 

1424.  George  Smythe  was  a  Blue  ? — George  Smythe  was  a  Tory. 

1425.  And  what  was  Heniker  Wilson  ? — He  was  a  Blue. 

1 426.  Who  were  the  other  two  candidates  ? — There  were  no  other  two. 

1427.  This  is  a  single  election  then  ?— Yes,  a  single  election  on  the  resignation  of  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham. 

•      1428.  Tliat  was  in  February  1841  ?— Yes. 

1429.  The  general  election  was  in  June,  if  I  recollect  right  ? — June  or  July  ;  I  do  not 
exactly  know  the  month. 

1430.  Who  succeeded  in  1841  ?— Tlie  Honourable  George  Smythe  won  his  election. 

1431.  You  acting  for  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  ? — Yes. 

1432.  And  issuing  1,200  colour  tickets  ?— Yes,  1,200  tickets. 

1 433.  Was  there  any  money  bribery  ?— A  good  deal,  I  believe. 

1 434.  On  your  side  ? — On  both  sides. 

1435.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  within  your  own  knowledge  of  any  individual 
receiving  a  money  bribe  ? — I  think  I  have  some  recollection. 

1436.  Have  the  kindness  to  tell  us,  will  you?— I  do  not  think  that  I  can  answer  that 
question, 

^  G 
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Mr.Henru  Cooper        1*37.  Why  not? — Because  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  fair  to  some  persons  who  are 
^^^'  since  dead.     It  would  not  be  right  to  speak  ill  of  them. 
16ih  May  1853.         1438.  Give  us  somebody  who  is  alive?— I  cannot  speak  positively  about  it,  but  I  do 

know  a  Mr.  Davey  who  is  now  dead  had  a  great  deal  of  money  intrusted  to  his  hands 

to  use  for  the  purpose  of  bribery. 

1439.  On  your  side? — Yes,  on  our  side. 

1440.  How  much  had  he  ? — Many  hundreds  of  pounds. 

1441.  Did  you  give  him  that  money  ? — No,  I  did  not. 

1442.  Do  you  know  who  it  was  ? — Yes,  I  do  know  who  it  was. 

1443.  Who  ?—  That  gentleman  is  dead.  It  was  the  chairman  of  the  committee  gave  it 
to  him. 

1444.  How  long  has  Mr.  Davey  been  dead  ? — I  think  he  has  been  dead  these  four  years ; 
four  or  five  years,  I  cannot  speak  positively. 

1445.  Are  We  to  xmderstand  that  Mr.  Davey  was  the  party  intrusted  with  the  bribing  ? 
— Yes,  decidedly. 

1446.  The  money  bribery? — Yes.  A  good  deal  of  money  at  that  time  was  offered  to 
the  Styles's  you  have  asked  just  now  about.  They  would  not  take  it  of  our  side  ;  they  said 
no,  they  could  do  better  with  the  other. 

1447.  Do  you  know  how  much  was  tendered  to  the  Styles's  ? — I  do. 

1448.  How  much  ? — lOOZ.  offered  for  their  votes. 

1449.  How  many  votes  were  there  ? — Eight  or  ten.  They  said  they  were  very  much 
obliged  for  the  offer,  it  would  enable  them  to  go  to  market  with  the  other  side. 

1450.  Do  you  know  what  that  election  cost  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  ? — I  think  between 
4,000i.  and  5,000?.,  about  4,000Z.  An  action  was  brought  by  his  chairman  to  recover  the 
money  for  the  colour  tickets.  He  went  away  and  left  the  colour  tickets  unpaid ';  the  chair- 
man had  to  pay  the  colour  tickets  and  brought  an  action  against  Mr.  Wilson  for  the  money, 
which  he  recovered,  about  600?. 

1451.  What  was  the  name  of  the  chairman  who  is  dead  ?— Mr.  Plummer. 

1452.  The  brother  of  the  present  deputy  chairman? — The  brother  of  the  deputy 
chairman  at  the  last  election. 

1453.  This  old  Mr.  Davey  that  you  spoke  of? — He  was  not  an  old  man. 

1454.  Is  it  the  same  gentleman  described  as  Mr.  Davey  senior  or  junior? — No,  quite 
another  man.  The  gentleman  was  a  miller  who  came  here  ;  he  was  secretary  to  the  fire 
insurance  office;  a  business  man,  related  to  the  Davey 's,  the  great  coal  merchants. 

1455.  Did  he  act  as  bribery  agent  in  1847  at  the  general  election  ? — No,  I  think  he  was 
dead  then.  I  do  not  know  how  long  he  has  been  dead  ;  he  has  been  away  from  Canterbury 
some  time. 

1456.  Who  was  the  bribery  agent  in  1847  ? — I  do  not  know. 

1457.  Can  you  give  us  the  names  of  any  parties  who  received  money  bribes  in  1841 
who  are  alive  ? — No,  I  cannot. 

1458.  I  suppose  we  have  no  chance  of  getting  a  list  of  the  colour  ticket  men  in  1841  ? 
— Not  the  least  chance  of  it ;  I  know  nothing  of  it.  Mr.  Brent  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  election  ;  it  was  conducted  by  Mr.  Plummer,  who  was  a  personal  friend  of  Mr.  Twisden 
Hodges,  and  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  was  introduced  by  Mr.  Twisden  Hodges,  and  Mr.  Pliunmer 
was  in  consequence  elected  as  chahinan  of  Mr.  Wilson's  committee. 

1459.  Do  you  know  any  tiling  of  the  election  of  1850  ? — Nothing  at  all. 

1460.  You  were  here  at  the  by-election  when  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  raised  to 
.  the  peerage  ? — I  was  in  London  on  the  day  of  the  election,  and  got  home  to  vote  in  the 

afternoon,  and  to  my  surprise  it  was  all  over. 

1461.  And  you  know  nothing  of  the  circumstances  that  induced  Mr.  Vance  to  retire  ?— 
No,  nothing  at  aU.     I  was  rather  surprised  that  he  did. 

1462.  You  smile  when  you  say  that? — Because  I  have  heard  so  many  reports  about 
it.     Some  think  he  was  bribed,  and  some  one  thing  and  some  another. 

1463.  Perhaps  we  shall  be  able  to  have  a  clue  to  what  the  real  truth  was  ? — I  cannot 
give  you  my  authority ;  it  was  only  general  chat.  "  He  never  would  have  treated  his 
party  as  he  did  if  he  had  not  been  bribed  to  go  away."     That  was  the  general  chat. 

1464.  Who  gave  you  the  information  about  Mr.  Vance  ? — I  cannot  teU  you  that.  It 
was  general  chat.     They  said  "  Oh,  he  must  have  been  bribed."     In  company  you  know. 

1465.  You  cannot  tell  a  single  person  who  said  so  ? — No. 

1466.  In  1841  you  say  you  gave  1,200  colour  tickets,  besides  money  bribery.    I  wish  to . 
know  whether  that  system  was  pursued  generally  with  reference  to  electors  on  both  sides? 
— At  that  time  ? 

1467.  Yes?— Decidedly. 

1 468.  You  would  not  say  that  the  one  was  more  venal  than  the  other  ? — At  that  elec- 
tion I  think  they  spent  a  great  deal  of  money,  and  they  would  have  spent  it  in  any  kind 
of  way  to  get  the  election,  both  of  them. 

1469.  Do  you  suppose  that  in  1841  the  constituency  was  about  the  same  in  nimiber  as 
it  is  now  ? — Very  little  variation. 

1470.  1,500  and  odd?— Yes,  that  is  about  it. 

1471.  Were  there  1,200  on  your  own  side  bribed  with  colour  tickets,  or  rather  600, 
because  they  each  had  two  ? — No  ;  some  had  three  or  four,  as  they  made  their  demands 
fcr  colour  tickets,  to  induce  them  to  give  their  votes. 
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1472.  Then  it  was  an  inducement  to  them  to  give  their  votes,  having  the  colour  Mr.  Henry  Choper. 
tickets  ? — Oh  yes,  decidedly,  I  should  say  both  sides ;  they  buy  votes  with  them  ;  some  

will  ask  for  more  colour  tickets  than  others.  I6th  May  1853. 

1473.  Was  there  any  rule  that  a  man  promising  both  the  candidates  in  one  interest        « ^ " 

had  more  colour  tickets  ? — ^No  ;  I  am  not  aware  of  that. 

1474.  If  a  man  was  not  a  very  sure  voter  he  would  have  a  chance  of  getting  a  greater 
nmnber  of  tickets  to  secure  him  ? — Yes. 

1475.  That  is  not  quite  consistent  with  what  you  told  me  at  the  beginning,  that  the 
man  promised  before  he  applied  for  the  colour  tickets  ? — They  generally  promised  their 
votes.  They  said,  "  I  am  of  your  party,  and  I  want  two  or  three  colour  tickets,"  and 
they  were  given. 

1476.  You  did  not  consid^  the  promise  quite  sure  till  the  colour  ticket  was  given  ? — 
It  was  the  general  rule,  on  which  people  said,  "  I  will  vote  on  your  side  if  you  will  give 
me  so  many  colour  tickets.''  The  general  principle  was  one  thing,  and  the  exception  was 
the  other. 

1477.  Do  you  think  there  was  as  much  bribery  on  the  other  side  at  that  election  as  on 
yours  ? — I  think  there  was  more,  or  else  we  should  have  beat  them. 

1478.  Do  you  think  there  were  as  many  colour  tickets  on  the  other  side  ? — There  were 
more,  as  will  be  proved  to  you  before  the  examination  is  over. 

1479.  By  the  exhaustive  process  how  many  men  do  you  suppose  were  left  as  voters  in 
the  city  who  had  not  received  money  or  colour  tickets  at  that  election  ? — I  do  not  exactly 
understand  that  question. 

1480.  You  say  you  liave  600  of  your  own,  besides  money  bribes,  and  the  otiier  side 
bribed  more  liberally  and  extensively  than  you  did  ;  I  want  to  see,  if  I  can,  how  many 
pure  men  were  left  as  voters  ? — I  should  think  they  must  be  all  considered  pure  who 
would  not  receive  tickets  or  money. 

1481.  How  many  do  you  think  were  left  in  the  town  who  you  could  put  your  hand 
upon? — I  do  not  know  hardly  how  to.  answer  that  question;  I  do  not  exactly  under- 
stand it. 

1482.  Do  you  think  there  were  200  voters  left  in  the  city  who  had  not  received  some 
consideration  for  their  vote  ? — I  believe  there  were  a  great  many  more  than  that ;  I 
consider  we  have  in  Canterbury  200  or  300  what  we  call  "  Swiss,"  who  are  always  to  be 
bought. 

1483.  A  "  Swiss "  is  a  man  who  is  to  be  bought  on  either  side  ? — Yes ;  that  is  the 
case. 

1484.  In  addition  to  the  "  Swiss  "  you  had  several  hundreds  whom  you  always  con- 
sidered your  own  men,  and  yet  you  coloured  them  ? — Yes,  that  was  the  case ;  that  was  a 
compliment  to  them  for  their  votes. 

1485.  How  many  do  you  think  you  had  on  your  blue  side  that  were  considered 
entitled  to  the  compliment  on  asking  ? — I  consider  if  you  take  the  constituency  of  Canter^ 
bury  there  are  about  600  men  on  each  side  who  may  be  considered  to  act  on  principle, 
the  other  200  or  300  generally  fight  shy,  and  those  who  pay  the  highest  for  them  get 
them. 

1486.  Are  you  speaking  of  the  present  time  ? — ^From  ever  since  I  knew  an3rthing  of 
the  elections  up  to  the  present  time. 

1487.  You  have  not  taken  an  active  part  in  elections  since  1847  ? — No ;  but  I  know  how 
it  has  been  working. 

1488.  How  do  you  know  ? — ^Because  I  have  heard  from  those  who  have  been  engaged 
in  these  elections. 

1489.  Who  are  they? — i^ersons  of  our  side  of  the  question  ;  they  tell  us,  "So-and-so 
will  not  vote  until  they  get  some  money." 

1490.  Who  is  your  chief  informant?  —  I  do  not  know  I  have  any  particular  chief 
informant. 

1491.  Things  may  be  worse  instead  of  better? — Very  likely ;  you  will  never  make 
them  better  while  you  leave  the  constituency  as  they  are  ;  you  may  inquire  as  much  as 
you  please  into  these  cases,  but  I  think  they  never  will  be  better. 

1492.  The  statement  you  made  just  now  may  be  too  flattering  an  accoimt  of  their 
morality  at  the  present  moment  ? — I  do  not  know  that. 

1493.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Housden  ? — Yes. 

1494.  I  think  he  voted  in  1847,  did  he  not  ? — I  do  not  know  how  long  he  voted. 

1495.  Edd  he  ever  receive  any  cash  from  you  ?— Not  a  farthing. 

1496.  A  cheque?— Oh  dear  no,  nothing  to  do  with  it;  I  never  had  anything  to  do 
with  paying  money  at  all  myself. 

1497.  Who  did  he  receive  it  from  ? — I  do  not  know  anything  of  him  as  to  his  receiving 
money. 

1498.  What  did  he  get  instead  of  money  ? — I  do  not  know  of  it. 

1499.  Did  you  never  hear  of  his  receiving  any  inducement  or  promise  ? — ^Never  a  single 
thing. 

1 .500.  Therefore  you  say  that  is  a  calumny  ? — I  should  say  this,  I  do  not  believe  the 
man  would  take  money  for  his  vote. 

1501.  Nor  anything  ? — Nor  anything.  I  know  one  William  Housden  who  is  a  tenant 
of  mine,  and  I  have  never  spoken  to  him  about  his  votes  ;  and  I  believe  this,  he  would  not 
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Mt.  Henry  Cooper,  take  any  consideration  for  his  vote.     He  might  do  as  others  have  done, — ask  for  colour- 

men's  tickets  to  give  to  the  poor  men  who  work  for  him  or  use  his  house.     I  have  never 

16th  May  1853.     done  anything  for  him  myself. 
•— *— —  1502.  That  he  did  not  get  from  you  ? — Nevei. 

1503.  You  say  you  think  there  are  about  200  or  300  persons  who  were  "Swiss  "1 — Yes. 

1504.  Who  would  vote  for  either  side,  according  to  the  $[reater  sum  of  money  they 
may  be  bought  with  ? — Yes. 

1505.  Of  those  200  or  300  men  how  many  do  you  think  are  freemen  ? — I  do  not  know ; 
I  should  think  it  probable  there  may  be  a  majority  of  them  freemen,  because  they  are 
rather  the  lower  class ;  but  from  my  little  experience  I  do  not  see  but  what  the  freemen 
are  quite  as  immaculate  as  the  lOZ.  householders. 

1506.  You  think  of  the  200  or  300  the  majority  of  them  are  freemen  ? — I  should  say  it 
must  be ;  because  you  admit  a  lower  class  of  persons  into  the  constituency  it  does  not 
signify  of  what  amount  of  occupation  he  holds  to  qualify  him  to  be  a  freeman ;  of  course  a 
lOZ.  householder  is  somewhat  different,  and  you  know  there  are  600  or  700  of  them  ;  there 
are  not  so  many  of  them  as  would  be  likely  to  be  accessible,  but  there  are  some  of  them 
who,  I  believe,  are  quite  as  bad,  or  rather  worse,  than  the  freemen. 

1507.  Take  the  lOL  householders  as  a  body,  do  you  think  that  as  a  body  they  are 
subject  to  the  influence  of  corruption  ? — I  should  not  say  the  majority  of  them  were ; 
some  of  them  are. 

1508.  About  what  proportion  do  you  think ?— I  cannot  say  that;  I  know  there  are 
a  great  many  verging  just  upon  the  rental  of  the  lOi.  householders,  and  some  of  those 
are  in  low  circumstances,  but  how  many  there  are  exactly  of  that  proportion  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  say. 

1509.  Do  you  think  there  are  a  hundred  lOZ.  householders  ? —I  should  think  it  very 
probable  that  there  is,  that  are  accessible. 

1510.  Do  you  think  a  larger  number? — I  should  say  that  would  be  probably  about 
the  extent  of  the  ten  pounders.  There  are  a  larger  proportion  of  the  lower  classes, 
freemen,  that  would  make  a  difference. 

1511.  You  say  about  100  would  be  the  extent  of  the  lOZ.  householders ;  what  do  you 
think  would  be  about  the  figure  of  the  freemen  ? — I  should  say  to  make  up  200  or  300 
there  must  be  a  majority. 

1512.  Are  there  200? — I  do  not  know  that  there  are  200  freemen  that  would 
absolutely  be  bought,  except  merely  by  two  or  three  colourman  s  tickets  as  a  gratuity 
for  having  lost  their  time  and  services. 

1513*  You  say  there  were  several  persons  who  received  colour  tickets,  and  voted  on 
your  side,  and  who  almost  constantly  voted  for  the  liberal  candidates  ? — In  what  election 
do  you  now  allude  to  ? 

1514.  Take  1847;  were  there  many  persons  who  received  colour  tickets  who  had 
previously  voted  on  the  liberal  side  ? — ^Always  on  the  liberal  side. 

1515.  And  do  you,  believe,  supposing  neither  party  had  distributed  colour  tickets, 
that  those  pei*sons  would  have  voted  on  your  side ;  supposing  botJi  the  conservative  and 
the  liberal  parties  had  come  to  the  determination  not  to  issue  colour  tickets,  do  you 
think  those  persons  would  then  have  voted  on  your  side  ? — Yes,  if  there  had  been  no 
colourman's  tickets  at  all.  But  if  one  party  gives  colourman's  tickets,  and  the  other 
party  does  not,  the  one  that  gives  the  colourman's  tickets  would  be  siu*e  to  win 
I  thought  you  were  desirous  of  knowing  something  about  previous  elections.  I 
have  known  of  previous  elections  before  the  colourman's  tickets  were  introduced  there 
were  people  used  to  be  employed  to  come  here  (the  hall)  and  take  care  and  make  room 
for  the  friends  of  the  respective  parties  for  which  they  used  to  be  paid  occasionally  1  Os. 
a  day  ;  and  also  ;  fter  the  election  the  members  of  Parliament  would  occasionally  give  in 
the  tiilie  of  Lord  Clifton  and  Mr.  Lushington  10».  for  a  split  vote  and  U.  for  a  double 
vote. 

1516.  And  then  tl.ese  colourman's  tickets  were  issued  after  the  Refonn  Bill  ? — Yes, 
after  the  Reform  Bill 

1517.  As  a  bribe  ?— Yes. 

1518.  As  a  bribe  and  a  blind  ? — Yes. 


J.  F.  J.  SuUir^  Jonathan  Foulke  John  Rutter  sworn  and  oxauiined. 

*^  1519.  What  are  your  political  principles  as  regards  the  two  great  partie.s?     Liberal 

or  Conservative  ? — ^I  believe  I  am  blue. 

1520.  A  Liberal  ?— Yes. 

1521.  Previous  to  1847  were  you  on  the  liberal  side? — 1  have  always  been  on  the 
liberal  side. 

1522.  Did  you  ever  keep  the  accounts  of  the  other  side  ;  the  red  accounts  ? — No. 

1523.  In  1847  did  you  keep  the  blue  accounts  ?— In  1847  I  did. 

1624.  Were  there  two  elections  in  1847?  Was  there  a  by-election  and  a  general 
election  ? — I  am  sure  I  forget. 

1525.  Whether  there  were  two  or  not  you  kept  the  accouuts?— I  kept  the  accounts 
of  one. 
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1526.  Who  were  your  candidates  ? — In  1847  our  candidates  were  Lord  Albert  Conyng-      J.  F.  J.  RuUer. 

ham,  Honourable  George  Percy  Smythe,  Mr.  John  Vance,  and  Lord  Thomas  Pelham  

Clinton.  16(h  May  1853. 

1527.  Your  candidates  were  Mr.  Smythe  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ?  —  Yes.  

1528.  Did  the  money  pass  through  your  hands  ?— Yes  ;  the  money  passed  through  my 
hands. 

1529.  What  was  the  amount  of  expenditure  by  those  gentlemen  ? — Mr.  Brent  gave 
you  the  amount,  I  think. 

1530.  Is  this  your  book  {ref ending  to  the  small  red  book)  ? — No,  that  is  not  my  book. 
This  is  the  account ;  Mr.  Brent  copied  it ;  here  is  his  note,  sending  it  back  to  me  with  his 
compliments  and  thanks.  I  received  1,800Z.  ;  900Z.  from  each  of  the  candidates  ;  and  the 
whole  was  spent,  except  161.  9«.  for  registration  fees  of  1847,  and  a  balance  of  14/.  8s.  lOcZ. 

1531.  You  say  this  book  in  1847  is  Mr.  Brent's  book  ? — Mr.  Brent  took  a  copy  from 
this  (prodiiciTig  a  paper), 

1532.  Is  that  the  original? — This  is  the  original  accoimt  which  was  passed  by  the 
committea     The  committee  met  at  my  house  and  ticked  off  all  the  vouchers. 

1533.  Will  you  hand  that  in  ?  —Certainly  (it  was  handed  in), 

1534.  Have  you  a  separate  account  against  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  and  a  separate 
account  against  Mr.  Smythe  ? — I  gave  a  separate  account  to  Mr.  Smythe,  and  a  separate 
account  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  and  the  balance  left  was  lU.  Ss,  lOd.,  which  was 
spent  since  in  the  registration,  and  you  will  find  the  items  there. 

1535.  Were  the  accoimts  the  same  that  you  gave  to  Mr.  Smythe  and  Lord  Albert  ?— 
Yes,  I  gave  the  same  accoimt. 

1536.  They  are  both  copied  from  the  same  original  ? — Yes,  from  that  paper.  I  think 
it  was  passed  by  the  committee.  Mr.  Brent  and  myself  ticked  them  off,  and  I  produced 
vouchers  for  every  single  item,  because  I  was  very  particular  about  it. 

1537.  Just  look  at  that  (Jtanding  the  little  red  book  to  the  witness).  The  first  item  at 
the  top  of  the  page  is  a  sum  exceeding  400i. ;  it  is  brought  forward,  and  it  does  not  say 
what  it  is  for  ?— This  sum  of  463i.  10a.  4d  is  left  open  ;  but  there  is  treating  and  bribery 
and  everything  else  in  it.  There  is  no  mistake,  but  you  do  not  know  what  to  call  it. 
I  was  particularly  requested  to  put  it  under  different  heads,  and  I  did  so  at  the  request 
of  one  of  the  candidates. 

1 538.  Is  ifc  put  under  different  heads  ? — Yes  ;  I  put  it  imder  that  head 

1539.  But  your  first  item  there  appears  applicable  to  notliing?— I  said  nothing  about 
it  because  it  is  left  open,  and  the  candidates  must  know  as  well  as  ourselves  what  was 
meant. 

1540.  What  would  be  the  vouchers  for  a  thing  of  which  you  had  no  item,  but  paid  to 
a  particular  person  ? — You  have  the  names  of  the  parties  there  given  in  that  paper. 

1541.  You  say  you  were  very  particular  in  passing  your  vouchers  ;  what  would  you 
have  as  a  voucher  from  the  men  you  bribed  ;  would  the  committee  see  any  receipt  ? — 
They  were  bribed  through  agents,  and  the  agent  would  know  the  money  paid  them. 

1542.  Did  the  agent  give  you  a  receipt? — He  gave  me  an  account  of  who  was  paid, 
which  I  showed  the  committee.  The  only  voucher  I  am  short  of  is  the  voucher  for  150?., 
we  could  not  get  that,  and  at  last  it  came  with  six  or  seven  and  twenty  names  to  it,  but 
that  I  have  not  got. 

1543.  Was  that  Goodwin  s  ? — Yes ;  I  have  hunted  in  all  directions  for  it.  It  was  some 
time  before  he  gave  the  list.  The  committee  wished  to  have  it  I  stated  I  had  paid  the 
money. 

1544.  Who  paid  Goodwin? — I  paid  Goodwin. 

1545.  You  paid  him  yourself? — Yes,  by  order  of  the  committee. 

1546.  You  paid  him  loOl.  ?— Yes. 

1547.  What  for  ? — It  was  agreed  he  was  to  have  150^. 

1548.  For  what  ? — There  was  a  list  of  thirty-two  or  thirty-three  names  given  him,  and  he 
was  to  get  them  in  the  best  way  he  could  to  vote  for  us. 

1549.  Was  it  left  to  him  how  to  distribute  that  150/.  ? — It  was  left  to  him,  I  do  not 
suppose  he  was  the  party  arranged  with.  Mr.  Goodwin  will  tell  you,  but  I  forget  whether 
he  was  the  party  really  arranged  vidth  or  not. 

1550.  Have  you  got  your  vouchers  here?— Yes. 

1551.  Let  us  see  them,  these  very  vouchers  for  this  election  of  1847? — Here  is  a 
bundle  (the  witness  handed  in  a  bundle  of  papers). 

1552.  You  made  Goodwin  an  agent  for  the  purpose  of  bribing  thirty  voters  ? — Yes. 

1553.  Can  you  give  me  any  other  agent  ?  Tliere  is  a  man  you  gave  30^.  to, — Mr.  Cullen  ? 
—Mr.  Cullen  came  to  me  the  morning  of  the  election  and  said  he  must  have  some  money, 
and  I  let  him  have  some  money.  He  had  been  engaged  distributing  the  colom'  tickets 
over  night ;  he  was  in  a  great  deal  of  trouble  ;  he  had  got  some  voters,  and  he  wanted  some 
money,  and  I  let  him  have  some  money,  I  think  some  Ibl.  or  20Z.  to  the  best  of  my  recol- 
lection, and  I  then  consulted  some  of  the  members  of  the  committee  about  it,  and  then  he 
had  various  sums,  till  at  last  (you  will  find  Cullen's  account  there)  the  committee  required 
particulars,  and  then  I  was  ordered  to  pay  it.  Mr.  Cullen  s  of  course  was  part  bribery, 
part  treating,  part  one  thing  and  part  another,  expenses  at  one  tavern  and  expenses  at 
another. 
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J.  F.JuRuHer.  1664.  Cullen  is  alive,  I  suppose  ? — I  believe  so.     He  is  not  living  in  the  town 

1655.  Where  does  he  live  ? — I  do  not  know  ;  he  has  been  living  in  France  some  time, 

16th  May  1853.     and  sometimes  in  England  ;  I  do  not  know  where,  I  am  sure. 
1556.  There  is  another, — Mr.  Jacobs,  50Z.  ? — You  will  find  his  accoimt. 

1557.  Is  that  for  the  same  purpose  ? — It  will  speak  for  itself ;  he  was  paid  pretty  near 
in  a  lump.  You  will  see  some  names  there,  and  you  will  see  two  subscriptions  as  well 
ordered  to  be  paid  by  the  chairman. 

1558.  Is  Mr.  Jacobs  in  the  town  ? — No,  I  do  not  think  he  is. 
1569.  You  think  he  is  gone  ?— I  think  he  is  gone. 

1560.  Mr.  Cobb,  35il.  ? — He  is  gone ;  I  think  I  paid  him  the  whole  at  once. 

1561.  How  long  have  these  parties  been  out  of  the  town  ?— Mr.  Cobb  has  not  been 
gone  so  long ;  I  have  not  seen  him  in  the  town  for  two  or  three  months. 

1662.  How  long  has  Mr.  Jacobs  been  gone  ?— I  think  he  has  been  gone  a  year  and  a 
half;  four  years  I  am  told ;  I  do  not  know  it  of  my  own  knowledge. 

1563.  You  do  not  know  where  he  is  ?— I  think  he  is  at  Yarmouth. 

1564.  Yarmouth  in  Norfolk? — Yes ;  he  was  in  Yarmouth  twelve  montlis  ago ;  I  met 
him  in  London  and  he  said  so,  or  else  I  should  not  have  known  anything  about  it. 

1666.  What  v^  Jacobs  ? — He  was  a  broker,  I  believe  ;  I  do  not  know  what  trade  he 
follows  now. 

1666.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? — I  think  it  is  Jacob  Jacobs. 

1567.  I  see  in  this  accoimt  the  small  sums  of  4{.,  6!.,  10{.,  52. ;  did  those  pass  direct 
from  your  hands  ? — Not  to  parties  to  bribe  them,  to  some  parties  who  came  for  them ;  you 
will  see  the  names  of  the  parties  to  them. 

"  1568.  As  I  understand,  you  never  put  the  money  yourself  in  the  hands  of  the  voter  ? — 
No,  I  merely  paid  as  treasurer ;  I  never  bribed  a  man  in  my  life ;  it  is  the  same  thing. 

1569.  You  knew  perfectly  well  the  other  man  was  going  to  bribe  ? — Yes,  I  knew  per- 
fectly well  he  was,  no  doubt  of  it,  and  I  believe  all  the  members  of  the  committee  knew 
the  same  thing. 

1570.  William  Beer,  junior,  5Z.  ?— Yes. 
1671.  Was  he  a  voter  ? — He  was  a  voter. 

1572.  Who  gave  him  that  5Z.  ? — There  are  two  or  three  names  there  that  I  cannot  give 
who  the  parties  were  that  I  paid ;  they  came  with  an  order  from  some  of  the  members  of 
the  c6mmittee ;  that  passed  the  committee  at  the  time  ;  then  I  could  recollect  it ;  now  six 
years  ago  I  cannot ;  when  it  passed  the  committee  I  could. 

1573.  Take  the  case  of  William  Beer,  was  it  5i.  for  his  vote? — There  is  not  the  least 
doubt  of  it,  I  should  say. 

1574.  ^5.  by  yourself  for  his  vote  ? — 5Z. ;  I  did  not  give  it  to  Beer  myself. 

1575.  Who  did  you  give  it  to  ?— I  cannot  remember  at  this  time  six  years  ago  who  I 
gave  it  to.  At  the  time  I  passed  the  accounts  with  the  committee  I  told  them  who  it 
was  for. 

1576.  J.  H.  Roberts,  5/.;  was  that  for  his  vote  ? — Of  course  it  must  have  been  for  his 
vote,  or  he  might  have  been  spending  money  in  bringing  out-voters  in.  Every  voucher 
I  have  endeavoured  to  bring  that  I  could  get,  and  I  have  brought  you  every  voucher  I 
have  got ;  you  have  them  there. 

1577.  Was  there  a  man  called  William  Delo  in  your  employ  ? — Delo  has  been  an  active 
agent  for  the  blue  party  for  some  years. 

1578.  Was  he  employed  by  you  to  make  those  payments  ? — Delo  paid  several  small 
bills  that  were  brought  in.  I  did  not  like  to  trot  round  and  pay  them  myself,  and  he 
trotted  round  and  paid  them  for  me. 

1579.  Do  you  think  Delo  was  likely  to  have  paid  Beer  this  money  ? — I  do  not  think 
he  was,  but  I  cannot  remember  six  years  ago. 

1580.  What  do  you  say  was  the  smn  total  you  paid  in  1847  ? — I  have  given  it  you 
there  ;  I  cannot  recollect  without  you  give  me  my  papers. 

1581.  I  find  1,705Z.  ? — I  paid  it  all,  with  the  exception  of  16^.,  in  1847  for  registrations, 
and  14i.  balance  which  I  had  in  hand. 

1582.  Here  is  a  balance  sheet,  a  debtor  and  creditor  account  ? — There  you  will  find  it. 

1583.  You  credit  Lord  Albert  with  900i.  and  Mr.  Smythe  with  900Z.  ?— Yes. 

1584.  And  you  bring  down  14i.  8«.  lOd.  a  balance;  that  disposes  of  the  whole 
1,800Z.  ? — ^Yes.  I  think  I  may  say  l,600i.  was  spent  for  the  election.  There  was  100?. 
and  odd  spent  at  the  Fountain  for  all  the  good  things,  and  40i.  or  50Z.  at  Mr.  Christie's, 
where  after  the  election  there  was  some  jollification. 

1685.  Do  you  know  anything  particular  in  that  election  with  reference  to  the  colour 
tickets  ? — I  know  that  I  paid  them  as  treasurer.  I  attended  in  the  room  and  paid  them  ; 
Mr.  Aris  and  Mr.  George  Cooper  were  present,  and  we  did  the  best  we  could  to  get 
through,  a  and  a  very  tedious  and  hard  job  it  was. 

1586.  Do  you  know  any  man  called  Southee,  a  sub-agent? — I  think  myself  that 
Southee  and  Goodwin  were  the  two  men  that  had  the  150/.  I  think  those  are  the  two 
gentlemen  who  attended  to  that. 

1587.  Southee  was  with  Goodwin  in  that? — Yes,  in  the  transaction  I  think  he  was. 

1688.  You  say  you  received  900Z.  from  each  of  the  two  candidates  ? — Yes. 

1689.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  anybody  else  ? — No  money  from  anybody  else.. 
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1590.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  Mr.  Pilcher ? — I  will  be  very  candid  with  you.  J.F.J.  RuUer. 
I  have  brought   my  banker's  book  here.      Here  is  my  banking  account     On  the  __ 
28tli  July  500^.  is  paid  to  my  credit  by  Mr.  Brent ;  on  the  30th  of  July  200i.  cajah,  and  16th  May  185S. 

August  SOOL  ;  that  is  Mr.  Smythe's  500i.    That  makes  up  l,000i.  Afterwards,  on  the  6th,  ■ 

SOOL  paid  by  Mr.  Smythe ;  the  10th  of  August  400t ;  that  I  should  say  was  paid  in  by 

Mr.  Pilcher ;  I  think  it  was,  but  I  do  not  know ;  and  on  19th,  lOOi.,  making  up  the 
l,800i.     That  is  paid  into  my  account. 

1591.  You  think  part  of  the  money  furnished  by  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  came 
through  the  hands  of  Mr.  Pilcher  ? — He  paid  in  the  400^.  He  met  me  in  the  street  and 
said,  "  I  have  paid  in  the  4:001.  to  your  account,  that  makes  the  900i."  I  think  I  am 
correct  in  that,  but  I  could  not  swear  positively  to  it  at  this  distance  of  time. 

1592.  What  did  the  other  election  in  February  1847  cost.  This  is  the  general  election 
in  June  1849  ? — You  must  not  aek  me  that.  I  did  not  pay.  I  never  was  treasurer 
before,  and  I  did  not  like  the  job  then,  but  I  was  talked  into  it.  I  did  not  like  to  be 
paymaster. 

1593.  Who  was  the  paymaster  or  treasurer  in  February  1847  ? — I  think  myself  it  was 
Mr.  Pilcher.  I  am  not  certain.  I  am  on  my  oath,  and  I  am  fearAil  of  stating  anything 
that  may  be  wrong.  That  was  the  single  election  where  Mr.  Gipps  retired.  I  suppose 
you  are  alluding  to  when  Mr.  Qipps  retired  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  came  in. 

1594.  You  are  right  in  that ;  and  you  think  Mr.  Pilcher  would  be  the  party  ? — I  think 
he  did.     I  know  he  paid  the  colourman's  tickets.     They  were  paid  at  Mr.  Mount's.  • 

1595.  Was  there  the  same  system  of  colourman's  tickets  going  on  then  ? — Yes ;  I  never 
knew  any  other  way. 

1596.  Do  you  suppose  at  the  single  election  in  February  1847  there  was  the  same 
system  of  direct  money  bribery  ? — I  do  not  think  there  was  any  bribery  then. 

1597.  You  think  it  was  confined  to  colour  tickets  ? — I  think  it  was  confined  to  colour 
tickets. 

1598.  There  was  no  polling  on  that  occasion,  was  there? — No  polling,  but  there  were 
colour  tickets,  and  colour  tickets  paid. 

1599.  You  anticipated  a  contest,  and  Mr.  Qipps  withdrew  ? — Yes;  and  the  colourmen 
were  paid. 

1600.  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  came  in  omopposed  ? — ^Yes. 

1601.  Did  you  appear  for  either  party  in  1852  ? — No,  I  was  with  Mr.  Smythe.    ' 

1602.  He  stood  ? — He  said  before  he  went  to  the  election  he  should  not  stand.  He 
went  up  there,  and  the  show  of  hands  was  in  his  &vour,  but  he  said,  "  Certainly,  I  shall 
have  nothing  to  do  with  it.''  Before  he  went  I  never  expected  he  was  going  to  take  a 
show  of  hands,  because  he  said  decidedly  he  should  not. 

1603.  Was  any  money  spent  by  him  ? — I  know  of  none,  not  to  any  amount  at  all 
events.     It  covld  not  be  to  any  amount. 

1604.  No  colour  tickets  ? — No,  no  colour  tickets. 

1605.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  election  in  1850  when  Mr.  Vance  came  forward 
against  Colonel  Romilly  ? — No.  After  1847  Mr.  Brent  came  to  me,  and  I  told  Mr.  Brent 
I  had  got  too  old  for  these  matters,  and  I  wanted  to  have  done  with  them  and  have 
nothing  to  do  with  them,  and  if  I  had  not  considered  Mr.  Smythe  hardly  trieated  I 
should  not  have  not  have  moved  for  Mr.  Smythe. 

1606.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  election  of  1841  ? — Mr.  Heniker  Wilson's  ? 

1607.  Yes? — I  think  some  weeks  before  the  election  came  on  Mr.  Cooper  came  to  me, 
and  asked  me  to  belong  to  a  committee  to  get  up  the  books.  We  had  a  private  committee 
room,  because  we  could  not  mix  myself  with  it ;  merely  to  get  up  the  books,  with  in- 
spectors and  so  on  to  assist  him  to  go  to  the  polL 

1608.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  colour  tickets  in  that  year,  1841  ? — Oh  yes ;  I 
think  Mr.  Pliunmer  paid  them,  and  I  was  present  one  afternoon  when  he  was  paying. 

1609.  The  same  system  ? — ^Yes,  the  same  system. 

1610.  You  heard  Mr.  Cooper's  account  of  it,  is  it  correct  ?— Yes,  I  should  say  no  doubt 
of  it.  • 

1611.  Do  you  know  anything  yourself  of  any  money  payments  on  that  occasion?— I 
know  nothing  of  money  payments,  not  for  bribery. 

1612.  The  only  occasion  you  know  of  money  payments  was  in  1847  ? — In  1847. 

1613.  The  second  election  ? — Yes. 

1614.  There  are  here  many  vouchers.  Among  others,  you  have  handed  in  a  document 
headed  "  Mr.  Delo,"  and  it  says,  "  Received  of  Mr.  Rutter  the  sum  of  12i.  John  Delo." 
Endorsed  "Delo,  7?.,  51.;  12Z.  paid."  To  what  election  and  to  what  items  does  that 
refer  {handi/ng  tite  papefi^  to  the  vrU7ie88).—Tlm  is  7i.  I  say  "  2  Delos  "  at  the  back. 
One  is  71.  and  the  other  6^.,  making  12Z.,  and  this  is  a  receipt  for  the  12i.,  ''  Received  of 
Mr.  Rutter  the  sum  of  12?.     John  Delo."     The  son  had  51.  and  the  father  7i.  for  their 

services.  .  j     i  i. 

1615.  For  their  votes  ?— Oh  dear  no  ;  he  was  working  at  the  election,  and  always  has 

for  the  liberal  party. 

161 6.  In  what  capacity  ? — Sometimes  as  canvassing  derk ;  in  one  capacity  and  another, 
and  I  think  he  is  a  man  who  has  always  earned  his  money  too. 

1617.  I  find  here  a  receipt  for  2L  in  this  form  :  "  Dear  Sir,— Pray  give  our  friend 
"Mr.  Richard  Beard  21  for  expenses  incurred,  and  all  will  be  right  I  am,  dear  Sir,  yours 
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j;  F.  J.  RuUer.     "  truly,   R.  Pilcher.     Patricksboume,  Wednesday.      Received  of  Mr.  Rutter  the   sum 

"  of   2i.    Richard    Beard."      Endorsed    "  P.   Beard,    2?./'    and    addressed   to    yourself 

16th  May  1853.     Watling-street,  Canterbury;  that  is  to  "Mr.  Rutter,  Watling-street,  Canterbury."    Was 

that  money  given  for  the  puipose  of  securing  Mr.  Beard's  vote  ? — No  ;    this  must  have 

been   given  afterwards ;    Mr.  Richard  Beard,  poor  feUow !    was  very  ill,  and  I  believe 
he  went  to  Mr.  Pilcher,  and  asked  Mr.  Pilcher  to  give  him  something  for  charity. 

1618.  What  is  the  meaning  of  "  and  aU  wiU  be  right "  ?— I  do  not  know  ;  I  suppose 
Mr.  Pilcher  would  have  thought  he  would  be  satisfied. 

1619.  You  are  quite  sure  that  it  is  not  a  receipt  for  a  bribe  ? — I  do  not  believe  tliat 
was. 

1620.  You  are  quite  sure  of  it  ? — Oh  dear  no. 

1621.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  all  these  vouchers  you  have  handed  in,  dated 
and  undated,  relate  to  the  election  of  1847  ?— I  do  indeed,  every  one  ;  I  may  have  made 
a  mistake  •  I  have  been  hunting  up  all  the  papers  for  you. 

1622.  Did  that  letter  refer  to  the  election  of  1847? — Yes,  that  evidently  does;  you 
find  it  in  the  account. 

1623.  I  find  also  this  document  among  the  Vouchers:  "  Canterbury,  August  1,  1847. 
"  To  the  free  and  independent  gentlemen  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  committee  of  Can- 
"  terbury."  It  is  signed  "  William  Martiu,  No.  59,  Broad-street,"  and  the  writer  states, 
**  This  is  a  case  that  I  am  about  to  lay  before  you  of  a  base  injury  that  I  sustained  in  a 
"  former  election,  which  I  nearly  lost  my  life  in  going  in  North-lane  to  receive  my 
"  colours,  which  incurred  a  very  heavy  expense,  being  not  able  to  do  any  work  for  many 
"  weeks,  and  being  lately  married  made  my  expenses  the  greater.  Being  advised,  as  my 
"  friends  are  all  true  supporters  of  the  cause,  to  lay  my  case  before  you,  I  feel  sorry 
"  that  I  was  not  able  to  tender  my  vote,  having  lately  taken  out  my  copy,  but  I  hope 
"  on  all  future  occasions  you  will  not  find  me  wanting.  Gentlemen,  I  hope  you  will  lay 
"  it  before  his  Lordship  ;  hoping  whatever  his. Lordship  will  be  pleased  to  bestow  will  be 
"  gratefiiUy  received  and  gratefully  acknowledged."  Endorsed,  "  Martin  to  be  paid 
"  three  guineas,  John  Brent  ?" — I  suppose  Mr.  Brent  ordered  it  to  be  paid. 

1624.  Look  at  that  writing  of  the  endorsement,  and  tell  us  whose  it  is  (handiTig  the 
paper  to  the  witness)  ? — The  endorsement  "  Martin"  is  mine  ;  "  To  be  paid  three  guineas, 
"  John  Brent,"  must  be  Mr.  Brent's  ;  I  suppose  so  ;  but  Mr.  Brent  is  here,  and  he  will 
tell  you  whether  it  is  his  writing  or  not. 

1625.  Is  this  the  form  of  procedure  ;  does  that  letter  appear  to  have  gone  through  the 
usual  form  of  procedure  in  cases  where  a  person  having  an  eye  to  the  present  or  a  future 
election  applies  for  money,  and  gets  it ;  is  that  the  course  that  the  committee  would  take 
with  such  an  application  ? — No  ;  I  suppose  that  has  been  an  application  to  the  chairman, 
and  the  chairman  has  handed  it  to  the  committee  in  order  to  be  paid. 

1626.  That  is  the  usual  course  ? — No  ;  if  there  had  been  a  letter  written  in  that  kind 
of  way  of  course  the  chairman  would  entertain  that.,  and  say  whether  it  would  be  paid 
or  not. 

1627.  That  letter  appears  to  have  taken  the  usual  coui-se  in  such  cases? — Yes;  that 
letter  has  gone  through  the  committee,  and  every  one  of  these  accounts. 

1628.  It  would  not  go  to  a  sub-committee  ? — No  ;  no  sub-committee ;  they  were  passed 
at  my  house. 

1629.  Was  all  the  financial  business  of  the  election  of  1847  done  by  the  conunittee  at 
large,  and  not  by  a  sub-committee  ? — It  was  done  by  the  committee  at  large,  and  I  think 
they  met  at  my  house  two  or  three  times  to  pass  these  bills  and  order  me  to  pay  them. 

1630.  And  you  saw  to  every  payment  ? — I  paid  them  ;  I  did  not  see  every  payment 
because  Mr.  Delo  paid  part  of  them  for  me. 

1631.  They  saw  every  account  and  vouchers? — I  gave  the  accounts  to  the  committee, 
and  they  passed  them. 

1632.  And  the  committee  saw  every  voucher  ? — Yes. 

1633.  Including  these  items  with  no  heading,  but  forming  the  first  part  of  the  account  ? 
— Excepting  those  I  have  explained. 

1634.  And  every  member  of  the  committee  who  was  present  saw  them  ? — Tliey  could 
if  they  pleased ;  they  were  sitting  in  the  room  for  the  purposa 

1635.  No  concealment  was  practised  on  the  committee,  and  no  document  kept  back  ? — 
No  concealment  was  practised  by  me,  and  they  were  all  ticked  off*,  as  you  see  by  the 
accounts. 

1636.  When  were  the  ticks  made? — The  ticks  were  made  by  the  committee  at  the 
time  ;  and  I  had  taken  the  trouble  to  coimt  Ihe  colourman's  tickets  in  fifties  ;  they  were 
all  on  the  table,  and  the  committee  opened  one  or  two  of  them.  I  wished  them  to 
count  them  that  it  might  be  completely  clear.  It  is  an  unpleasant  thing  to  be  treasurer, 
and  to  have  any  doubt  made  about  money. 

1637.  Who  is  James  Fedarb  ? — He  is  a  man  who  generally  acts  as  a  messenger ;  a 
very  poor  likely  fellow.  - 

1638.  Has  he  a  vote  ?— Yes. 

r   1639.  Did  he  vote  for  the  blue  interest  ? — Yes. 

1640.  Here  is  a  receipt  "  Canterbury,  11th  of  August  1847,  received  of  Mr.  Rutter 
by  order  of  the  committee  for  extra  services  li.,  James  Fedarb ''  ? — That  was  ordered 
by  the  committee  to  be  p^id. 
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1641.  What  is  the  meaning  of  "  extra  services"  ?— Some  extra  services  ;  I  cannot  say      J.F,J*Bmiter. 
at  the  present  time  ;  it  was  not  as  a  bribe.     He  was  always  engaged  as  a  messenger.  ■  ■ 

1642.  I    find  there   were  about  sixty-three   persons    employed   at    the    election    as     ^^^^  ^^7  1853. 

messengers,  and  that  the  total  amount  entered  under  that  head  is  791.  17fi.  6d.  ? — I        

suppose  that  is  correct. 

1643.  At  what  rate  are  messengers  paid  per  day  ? — Does  it  not  state  there  ? 

1 644.  Was  there  any  rule  of  payment  per  day  per  head  ? — If  you  ask  me  six  years 
ago  I  cannot  say,  but  I  think  there  you  will  find  it. 

1645.  Were  any  men  put  on  as  messengers  whose  services  were  not  greatly  required 
in  that  capacity  ? — It  generally  is  so  at  elections,  and  I  dare  say  it  was  so  then.  You 
generally  put  on  at  elections  men  who  do  not  attend  at  all ;  you  cannot  want  sixty  or 
seventy  messengers  a  day. 

1646.  Here  is  Mr.  Davey  senior's  receipt  for  a  committee  room  12Z.,  dated  28th  of 
August  1847.  How  many  days  was  that  committee  room  required  for? — I  cannot  tell 
you ;  it  was  aU  the  election. 

1647.  Do  they  always  get  lOl.  or  121.  for  a  committee  room  without  reference  to  the 
number  of  days  for  which  it  maybe  required  ? — In  general  they  do. 

1648.  And  Mr.  Burgess  is  down  for  lOl.  also  at  the  same  time? — Yes,  that  is  for  a 
committee  room  opposite,  and  if  you  were  to  see  the  wear  and  tear  I  would  not  let  my 
committee  rooms  go  for  less. 

1649.  Here  is  a  paper  without  a  date  but  endorsed  ooL  ;  4:81.  Os.  IQd.  subtracted ;  balance 
61  19s.  2d  "  Ordered  J.  B."  And  it  appears  to  be  a  list  of  payments,  "  Paid  J.  White  61," 
and  so  on.  To  what  does  that  refer  ?— That  refers  to  bribery.  It  is  not  all  bribery  in  that 
account ;  4iSl.  was  paid. 

1650.  Attend  to  this  list,  "  Paid  J.  White  61."  Who  is  J.  White  ?— He  must  be  a  voter, 
I  suppose, 

1651.  Is  it  John  White? — I  could  not  tell  you. 

1652.  Is  he  the  man  that  absconded  on  the  occasion  of  the  last  election  petition  ? — That 
I  do  not  know.     I  have  got  the  list  here. 

1653.  What  have  you  got  there  ? — I  have  got  the  poll  book.  I  cannot  remember  these 
names  six  years  ago.  I  should  think  it  is  John  White.  (Refei^^g  to  the  poll  book  of 
1847.)  There  are  two  John  Whites  ;  John  White  of  Waltham,  John  White  of  St.  Mar- 
garet  s,  and  John  Wliite  of  St.  Paul's.     It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say. 

1654.  To  which  of  them  was  the  money  paid  ? — I  do  not  know. 

1655.  To  which  of  them  was  it  not  paid  ? — I  cannot  tell  you  ;  here  are  four  or  five 
John  Whites. 

1656.  Are  all  four  Jolm  Whites  in  your  interest  ? — Here  is  John  White  of  Waltham 
voted  blue  ;  John  White  of  St.  Margaret  s,  Tory  ;  John  White,  St.  Gregory,  a  Blue.  I 
cannot  say  which  it  is, 

1657.  It  is  not  very  probable  you  paid  it  to  the  Tories? — No  ;  I  should  not  have  paid 
it  to  the  Tories  if  I  had  known  it. 

1658.  How  many  John  Whites  are  there  in  that  list  that  appear  to  be  ^f  the  blue 
side  ? — There  are  three  John  Whites,  Tories,  and  two.  Blues. 

1659.  It  was  paid  to  one  of  them? — Yes  ;  they  voted  blue  on  that  occasion.  As  to 
saying  what  politics  they  ai-e  I  cannot  teU  you. 

1660.  "  Paid  C.  White  61."  ?— That  is  to  Charles  White  of  Bridge,  I  think. 

1661.  Did  he  vote  for  you  ? — Yes  ;  that  is  the  reason,  I  suppose  it  is  him  ;  he  voted 
for  iLS  ;  because  there  is  another  C.  White  who  voted  twice  on  that  occasion. 

1662.  Look  at  the  book  ;  was  the  money  given  to  C.  White  a  bribe  ? — I  should  suppose 
so.     I  do  not  know  that  it  was  given  to  C.  White  of  Bridge. 

1663.  There  is,  "J.  ditto,''  by  which  I  suppose  it  is  "J.  White,  6Z. ;"  that  will 
exhaust  the  two  John  Whites  who  are  Blues  ?~I  really  do  not  know ;  perhaps  that  is 
T.  White. 

1664.  Did  he  vote  for  you  ?— T.  White  ? 

1665.  Yes? — There  are  two  or  three  Thomas's. 

1666.  Did  this  man  receive  this  money  for  voting  for  you,  as  a  bribe  to  this  man  ? — 
I  do  not  find  liis  name  here.     I  do  not  know  which  it  is.     I  am  sure  I  cannot  say. 

1667.  There  is  J.  J.  Wliite  or  T.  J.  White,  who  is  that  ?— We  have  no  T,  J.  White. 

1668.  Is  it  J.  J.  White  ?— No  J.  J.  White  here. 

1669.  J.  J— o — n  White  put  down  here  as  61.  What  does  that  refer  to.  Is  it 
Jonathan  Wliite  ? — I  have  no  names  of  that  description  here. 

1670.  Is  the  entry  here  a  bribe  or  not  ? — I  suppose  it  is  a  bribe  of  course. 

1671.  There  is  T.  or  J.  M.  Beer;  is  that  a  bribe? — I  suppose  it  was.  I  am  only 
supposing  he  voted  for  us. 

1672.  Here  is  "  Day  6^.  ;"  is  that  a  bribe  ? — Those  that  are  down  there  must  be  bribes. 

1673.  AU  of  them  ? — I  suppose  so. 

1674.  Then  I  will  read  these  over  to  you,  and  if  you  find  they  are  not  bribes  you  will 
say  so  ? — I  cannot  tell  you  whether  they  are  bribes  or  not.     It  is  only  the  names  sent  in. 

1675.  But  you  suppose  they  are  ? — Yes. 

1 676.  That  is  what  I  understood  you  half  an  hour  ago,  or  I  should  have  pursued  the 
examination,  that  you  could  not  tell  yourself,  except  by  your  agents,  some  of  whom  were 
dead  ? — Yes,  I  could  not  tell.  If  you  ask  the  question  over  again  I  wiU  endeavour  to 
answer  it  as  well  as  I  can. 
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J.  f,  J.  Rutter.         1677.  Here  is  J.  Admans  ;  he  receives  SI.  ]   did  he  vote  for  you? — John  AdmansI 

. r  He  could  not  have  received  a  bribe.     Is  it  Thomas  ? 

16th  May  1853.         1678.  T.  Admans.     Did  Thomas  vote  for  you? — He  voted  for  us,  Thomas  Admans  ; 
•        but  whether  he  is  the  pei-son  mentioned  there  I  cannot  tell  you. 

1679.  Then  there  is  an  entry,  "  M.  5Z.,"  who  does  that  refer  to  ? — I  cannot  tell  yoa 

1680.  And  all  the  other  matters  refer  to  pajTuents  for  Guildhall  and  other  expenses. 
These  names  which  I  have  read  I  cannot  find  in  the  list  you  were  asked  upon  why  are 
they  omitted  ? — There  is  the  agent's  name  there. 

1681.  Who  was  the  agent  who  did  it  ?  Was  it  this  G.  Davey  ? — Yes.  I  thought  there 
would  be  a  name  to  it. 

1682.  Is  he  alive  or  dead  ? — Be  is  alive. 

1683.  Is  he  in  Canterbury  ? — Yes,  he  is  in  Canterbury. 

1684.  Look  at  that  handwriting  on  the  back,  and  tell  me  whose  it  is  (/landing  the 
paper  to  the  v^itness)  ? — I  suppose  it  is  Mr.  Brent's. 

1685.  What  is  it  ?— "  Ordered  J.  B." 

1686.  Do  you  suppose  that  to  be  Mr.  Brent's  handwriting  ? — Yes. 

1687.  What  does  that  endoi-sement  mean  ?  That  he  had  inspected  the  account,  and 
ordered  the  payment  ? — Yes  ;  it  means  he  has  ordered  the  payment. 

1688.  Here  is  a  letter  from  R.  Pilcher.  "  Dear  Sir, — I  promised  Mrs.  Stone  that  her 
husband  should  be  considered  under  the  charitable  list,  and  if  her  sons  were  to  have 
colour  tickets  which  will  be  IL,  say  add  U.,  total  51.  I  intend  calling  on  you  to-day 
with  my  account.  Stone  is  very  poor."  And  the  endorsement  is  W.  H.  Stone,  order 
of  Mr.  Pilcher  5L,  paid  7th  August  1 847.  Tliat  is  quite  correct  ? — I  paid  it  according 
to  his  order. 

1 689.  Was  it  paid  at  that  date  ? — I  should  suppose  so  ;  I  am  sure  I  cannot  tell  you. 

1690.  Was  it  paid  for  liis  vote  ? — I  do  not  know  ;  I  am  sure  they  are  very  poor  crea- 
tures, and  I  dare  say  Mr.  Pilcher  gave  them  the  money. 

1691.  Here  is  James  Busher  down  for  4/.,  and  then  comes  a  variety  of  expenses, 
"Cart,  Smeed,  expenses,  and  J.  H.  Lepine,  London,  II.  lOs."  making  a  total,  with  the 
4Z.,  of  7i.  Ss.  6d.  It  is  endorsed,  "  Ordered,  J.  B.,"  and  "  Paid,  C.  Lepine."  Look  at  the 
words,  "  Ordered,  J.  B.,"  and  see  in  whose  handwriting  that  is? — That  I  cannot  say;  I 
suppose  it  is  Mr.  Lepine's. 

1692.  You  have  no  doubt  that  money  was  paid? — I  have  no  doubt  the  money  was 
paid,  and  there  is  the  receipt  of  it. 

1693.  Who  is  Lepine?— He  lived  at  Northgate  at  that  time,  but  he  has  left  Canter- 
bury. 

1694.  I  see  James  Holland's  voucher  for  the  payment  that  is  ticked  off  here.  In  the 
list  that  was  given  in  by  you  it  states  that  he  has  received  it  on  account  of  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  and  the  Honoin^able  G.  P.  Smythe.  Did  you  state  that  their  accounts  were 
kept  separately,  or  that  merely  accounts  were  fiirnished  to  them  separately? — The 
accounts  were  kept  jointly,  and  I  furnished  each  of  them  a  copy  of  the  account, 

1695.  Then  what  was  done  for  one  was  done  for  the  other  ? — Yes. 

1696.  Did  Mr.  Smythe  or  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  take  any  personal  part  in  the 
jQnandal  business  ? — It  was  left  with  the  committee. 

1697.  They  did  not  interfere  ?— They  did  not  interfere. 

1698.  Did  they  know  nothing  about  those  bribes  ? — I  should  say  they  must 

'    1699.  Then  they  did  interfere  ? — I  should  think  they  must  have  known  about  the 
bribes  ;  I  do  not  know. 

1700.  Then  do  I  imderstand  you  they  did  interfere  ? — I  do  not  imderstand  your  ques- 
tion ;  if  you  wiU  put  it  again. 

1701.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  you  think  they  must  have  known  about  it? — 
Because  they  paid  the  money  for  it. 

1702.  But  at  the  time  it  was  going  on,  I  mean  ? — At  the  time  it  was  going  on. 

1703.  Then  they  were  consulted? — Whether  they  were  consulted  or  not;  I  think 
Mr.  Smythe  was  consulted,  at  all  events. 

1704.  Who  consulted  Mr.  Smythe? — I  do  not  know  who  consulted  him.  I  know 
Mr.  Smythe  said,  we  must  spend  so  much  money  ;  we  must  have  the  election. 

1705.  To  whom  did  he  say  that? — I  heard  him  say  so.  I  did  not  hear  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  say  so,  but  I  heard  Mr.  Smythe  say  so,  **  We  must  have  the  election." 

1706.  This  man,  C.  Martin,  was  he  canvassed  in  1850? — You  are  asking  me  questions 
I  reaUy  cannot  answer  you.     In  1850  I  know  nothing. 

1707.  Were  you  employed  id  any  way  ? — I  cannot  speak  about  the  election  of  1850, 
whether  he  was  canvassed  in  any  way.  I  was  merely  a  member  of  the  committee  ;  I 
had  no  payments  to  make. 

1708.  Who  conducted  the  canvass  in  1850  for  Colonel  Romilly  ?-^  I  do  not  know ;  I 
had  nothing  to  do  with  that  election. 

1709.  Do  not  you  know  who  went  about  with  Colonel  RomiUy  ? — I  particularly  told 
you  at  first  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that  election.  If  I  had  anything  to  do  with  it  I 
would  tell  you. 

1710.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  canvassing  in  1852? — No,  I  know  nothing 
about  it. 

171 1.  Nothing  whatever  ? — No. 
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1712.  You  do  not  know  which  way  C.  Martin  voted  in  1852? — I   know  nothing'    J,  F.  J.  Ruiter. 
about  it.  — '— 

1713.  Hand  me  up  that  book?— This  is  merely  the  poll  book  of  1847.     I  wish  to  have     ^^^^  ^^y  ^^^• 
it  back  again.     {The  hook  was  handed  in.)  ~— 

1714.  Have  you  another  poll  book  ? — I  think  I  have  another. 

1715.  Did  you  show  Mr.  Gipps  the  poll  book  ? — In  this  election  ? 

1716.  Yes. — I  am  sure  I  could  not  say. 

1717.  Try  and  recollect  if  you  showed  Mr.  Gipps  a  marked  poll  book  with  the  prices 
down  against  the  names  of  the  men  ? — Mr.  Plumptre  Gipps  ? 

1718.  Yes.— Not  at  all  Ukely. 

1719.  Are  you  sure  you  did  not?  -I  do  not  know;  I  am  sure  I  did  not ;  I  do  not 
understand  the  question, 

1720.  Had  you  ever  in  your  possession  a  marked  poll  book  with  the  prices  down 
against  the  names  of  the  voters  ?— Not  with  the  prices  down,  certainly  not.  I  know 
what  you  are  aUuding  to.  This  got  out  of  my  hands.  Here  is  a  poll  book  with  a  cross 
against  them.  Those  crosses  are  against  the  men  likely.  That  is  the  reason  I  asked  you 
to  let  me  have  the  book  back  again. 

1721.  Perhaps  the  crossing  wiU  assist  us  ? — You  will  see  a  little  tick,  a  little  cross. 

1722.  Those  little  crosses  indicate  what  ? — Those  little  crosses,  unless  I  have  crossed 
one  erroneously,  indicate  that  they  are  men  that  will  take  money,  that  want  something. 

1723.  Those  ticks  were  made  within  your  own  knowledge  ? — I  think  those  ticks  were 
made  a  little  while  after  1847. 

1724.  Just  look  at  that  account  which  is  among  the  papers  you  have  handed  in,  "  The 
committee  to  G.C."     Who  does  that  stand  for  ? — Mr.  George  Cooper. 

1725.  Who  is  Mr.  George  Cooper  ?  The  gentleman  that  was  examined  on  Saturday? 
— Yes. 

1726.  J  see  an  entry  here,  "Thomas  Bower,  who  was  made  a  messenger  three  days 
for  Clinton  and  Vance,  4Z.  ? — Yes,  I  see  there  is  such  an  entry. 

1727.  How  came  you  to  pay  a  man  who  was  a  messenger  for  yom*  opponents  ? — That 
you  must  ask  Mr.  Cooper  about ;  he  was  a  member  of  the  committee. 

1728.  Then  the  next  entry  is  "Thomas  Jeans,  his  pal,  21.  lOs.  What  does  that  mean  ? 
— Mr.  Cooper  must  inform  you  ;  he  is  a  member  of  the  committee. 

1729.  You  say  you  cannot  explain  that  in  your  book?  You  have  in  addition  to  the 
ticks  the  letter  t  against  the  names  of  several  ? — These  are  some  private  memorandum  of 
mine.     T  means  "  Tory." 

1730.  Has  it  any  other  meaning  besides  Tory  ? — No  other. 

1731.  Does  it  mean  a  Tory  who  takes  money? — No  ;  I  merely  marked  them  Tories. 

1732.  If  it  has  a  small  cross  against  it  does  it  mean  anything  else  besides  Tory? — It 
means  Tories  and  Blues  too  if  it  has  a  cross. 

1733.  If  it  has  a  cross  or  a  ^  against  the  name  it  means  that  they  are  persons  who  are 
open  to  take  money  ? — I  do  not  think  the  t  does.  Yoii  wiU  not  find  t  very  often.  The 
truth  is  that  they  were  likely  men  to  take  colourman's  tickets  or  money.  It  is  a  very 
little  matter  whether  you  give  ten  colourman's  tickets  or  whether  you  give  a  51.  note.  I 
cannot  see  any  difference  in  it  myself 

1734.  I  am  desired  to  ask  you  whether  you  know  anything  of  a  gratuity  of  20/.  or  251. 
given  to  Mr.  George  Cooper  ? — I  only  heard  Mr.  Pilcher  state  this  to  me.  He  came  to  nie 
one  day,  and  he  wanted  to  make  me  a  present  of  a  piece  of  plate,  and  I  objected  to  it.  And 
he  said,  "  Well,  but  these  grSii  men  they  do  not  like  services  for  nothing,  and  they  hope 
you  will  accept  it."  He  said,  "  I  hope  you  will  accept  it  for  Mr.  Cooper  has  had  it," 
20/.  or  something  of  that  sort.  And  I  think  I  have  a  letter  here  which  will  show  you 
what  I  did ;  it  is  a  private  letter,  and  you  may  read  it  Qianding  a  letter  to  the  Com- 
misaioTiers). 

1735.  When  was  it  that  that  Mr.  Pilcher  told  you  of  this? — That  letter  will  give  you 
the  d»te  ;  I  do  not  know  whether  it  has  any  date  to  it. 

1736.  I  think  it  is  creditable  to  both  of  you,  and  need  not  be  disclosed  ? — I  wish  to  read 
it  that  it  may  be  known  I  have  not  taken  any  money.  It  says,  "  Dear  Mr.  Rutter, — 
We  wanted  you  to  have  a  little  memento  of  our  triumph,  and  trust  that  on  reflection 
you  will  aUow  us  to  present  you  with  some  trifle  to  remind  you  of  two  friends  sincerely 
grateful  to  you  for  your  most  kind  and  earnest  exertions  in  their  belialf.  Yours  most 
sincerely,  Albert  Conyngham." 

1737-  And  you  declined  to  receive  any  memento  whatsoever  ? — I  declined  to  receive 
anything  ;  I  never  had  any  pay  at  all.  There  is  no  date  to  this,  but  it  was  shortly  after 
the  election  of  1847,  and  dated  Tuesday. 


Mr.  George  Cooper  recalled. 

1738.  Is  what  Ml*.  Rutter  has  just  stated  as  having  been  told  to  him  by  Mr.  Pilcher 
correct,  that  you  had  received  a  gratuity  of  from  20Z.  to  25/.  ? — It  is. 

1739.  What  was  the  amoujit?— I  do  not  bear  in  mind  the  amount,  whether  it  was 
201.  or  251.      Mr.  Pilcher  called  upon  me   and  said  it  was  the  wish   of  Lord  Albert 
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Mr^George Cooper*  Conyngham,  as  I  had  been  very  active  and  had  lost  a  vast  deal  of  time,  that  he  wished 
""^  me  to  take  some  remuneration,  and  I  did. 

16th  May  185S.         1740.  Have  the  goodness  to  explain  this  account  rendered  by  you  to  the  committee  of 
"""——*■—        Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe.    The  first  head  is  ninety-five 
colour  tickets  47i.  IO5.,  if  we  understand.     Tliomas  Bowen,  who  was  one  of  tlie  mes- 
sengers three  days  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  4Z.  ? — I  recollect  very  well  giving  the  money. 

1741.  Why  he  was  a  messenger  of  your  opponents? — Yes,  but  you  wiS  find  he  voted 
on  the  other  side  of  the  question. 
]74!2,  He  voted  for  you  ? — iTes. 

1743.  What  did  you  give  liim  the  4i.  for  ?  For  his  vote  ? — He  was  not  our  messenger  ;  it 
was  to  make  up  the  loss  he  sustained  by  leaving  the  other  party  ;  he  would  have  been 
paid  as  a  messenger  by  the  other  party  if  I  had  not  paid  him. 

1744.  Would  he  have  been  paid  only  27^.  a  day? — I  paid  him  according  to  the  rate 
I  understood, 

1745.  Was  that  the  rate  he  was  paid  at  ? — Not  27s. 

1746.  You  gave  him  4i.  for  three  days  ? — It  was  for  more  days  than  one. 

1747.  Yes ;  il.  for  three  days,  that  is  IZ.  68.  8c/.  a  day,  is  it  not? — Yes,  it  would  be  of 
course ;  I  do  not  bear  in  mind  the  exact  amoimt. 

1748.  Rather  a  high  pay,  was  it  not  ? — Yes,  they  paid  very  high  generally. 

1749.  How  did  you  contrive  to  get  hold  of  your  opponents  messenger  to  vote  for  you  ? 
— I  apprehend  the  man  came  to  me. 

1750.  And  that  4Z.  you  think  had  nothing  to  do  with  it? — It  was  to  reimburse  him. 

1751.  Had  the  4i.  anything  to  do  with  the  vote  ? — I  do  not  know  ;  it  might  be  con- 
sidered to  have  to  do  with  the  vote  ;  the  man  came  and  wished  to  vote  for  our  party  ; 
he  had  always  wished  to  do  so  previously ;  he  had  been  entrapped,  and  he  said,  "  If  you 
refuse  to  reimburse  me  I  shall  lose  that  money." 

1752.  And  do  you  think  he  would  have  voted  for  you  if  he  had  not  been  employed  as 
a  messenger  ? — He  had  done  so  on  previous  elections. 

1753.  What  is  the  meaning  of  the  next  entry,  "Thomas  Jeans,  his  pal,  1L  10s."? — 
He  is  an  old  voter. 

1754.  What  does  "  his  pal "  mean? — I  do  not  know  why  I  should  call  him  "  his  pal," 
except  that  they  were  together. 

1755.  Oh,  do  you  mean  the  pal  of  Thomas  Bowen  ? — Yes. 

1756.  Was  he  a  messenger  too  upon  the  other  side  ? — I  think  not. 

1757.  What  did  Jeans  have  21,  10s.  for? — He  was  a  messenger  upon  tlie  liberal  side. 

1758.  Were  those  the  only  messengers  you  paid  ? — I  cannot  speak  to  whether  the}'  are 
or  are  not;  that  account  renders  an  account  of  the  whole  I  did  pay.  I  have  not  borne  it 
in  mind  at  alL 

]  759.  Here  are  three  other  Jeans — John,  Edward,  and  James, — who  each  had  \L  ;  what 
was  that  for  ? — As  messengers  or  colourmen. 

1760.  Do  you  mean  to  represent  it  had  nothing  on  earth  to  do  with  their  votes? — 
Notliing  at  all,  no  more  than  their  services ;  some  of  those  men  came  and  said  they 
l>erformed  additional  services,  and  I  had  the  opportimity  of  giving  the  U.  as  a  gratuity. 

1761.  You  have  heard  it  stated  by  Mr.  Rutter  that  there  was  bribery  to  a  very 
considerable  extent  on  that  occasion  by  .your  party ;  having  heaid  that,  and  seeing  these 
entries,  have  you  any  doubt  but  these  were  bribes  for  their  votes  ? — They  were  not  bribes 
for  tlieir  votes. 

1 762.  You  are  sure  of  that  ? — I  am  quite  certain.  % 

1763.  What  reason  have  you  for  believing  they  were  not  bribes? — I  know  they 
were  not. 

1764.  Do  you  know  they  rendered  service  to  the  value  of  those  sums  ? — I  do. 

1765.  What  is  the  meaning  of  the  letter  T  ;  do  you  know  that? — The  letter  T  I  have 
heard  spoken  of  before. 

1766.  What  does  it  mean  by  a  tick  against  the  letter  T?  Does  that  mean  they  are 
Tories  whose  services  can  be  had  ? — That  is  a  question  I  cannot  answer  without  I  saw 
the  tick ;  if  they  were  made  by  myself  I  do  not  know  that  I  should  be  able  to  say  at 
this  time. 


CoUmdF.RomWy. 


Colonel  Frederick  Romilly  sworn  and  examined. 

1767.  Were  you  a  candidate  on  the  liberal  interest  in  this  city  in  1850  and  1852  ? 
Yes,  I  was. 

1768.  Are  you  locally  connected  with  the  city  ? — I  am  not. 

1769.  Have  you  any  family  connexion  at  all  with  the  city  and  neighbourhood  ?— None. 

1770.  Who  introduced  you  first  to  the  city  to  the  electors  ? — Before  answering  that 
question  will  you  allow  me  to  ask  the  Commissioners  if  it  is  their  intention  to  examine 
me  with  respect  to  the  election  of  1850,  before  they  examine  me  with  respect  to  the 
election  of  1852. 

1771.  I  propose  to  begin  with  1850,  for  we  have  an  especial  reason  for  wishing  to  go  into 
that  ? — ^The  person  who  introduced  me  to  Canterbury  upon  that  occasion  was  Alder- 
man Brent 
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1772.  I  believe  he  came  to  London  ? — He  came  to  London.  Colonel  F.RomUfy. 

1773.  Was  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  being  created  Lord  

Londesborough  ?  -Yes.  1®^  May  1853. 

1774.  Was  it  stated  to  you  it  would  be  advisable  to  keep  that  a  secret  ? — I  think  it  was.        '  — 

1775.  I  mean,  was  the  intended  promotion  of  his  Lordship  generally  known  ? — The 
promotion  of  Lord  Londesborough  was  nunoured  before  that,  but  I  think  it  was  thought 
desirable  that  the  precise  moment  of  it  should  be  kept  a  secret. 

1776.  Was  it  stated  to  you  by  the  alderman  what  the  probable  cost  of  an  election  here 
would  be  single-handed  ? — The  first  time  I  saw  him  there  was  some  conversation  upon 
the  subject  of  expense,  but  I  cannot  recoUect  at  this  moment  that  he  mentioned  any 
special  sum  as  being  the  probable  cost. 

1777.  Previous  to  your  coming  to  Canterbury  upon  that  occasion  was  there  any  sum 
mentioned  ? — No  sum  that  I  remember. 

1778.  Was  there  any  sum  paid  by  you? — None. 

1779.  None  paid  by  you  ? — None  paid  by  me. 

1780.  Was  there  any  sum  paid  by  you  to  him  previous  to  the  election  ? — None. 

1781.  Not  after  you  came  to  Canterbury? — Within  what  period  after  I  came  to 
Canterbury  ? 

1782.  Before  the  election? — No,  none. 

1783.  At  any  time  did  you  make  any  payment  of  any  sum  to  Mr.  Alderman  Brent? — 
Oh,  yes. 

1784.  When  was  that  ?— In  1850. 

1785.  With  reference  to  the  election  of  1850  ? — I  beg  pardon ;  none. 

1786.  You  made  none  ? — No. 

1787.  Did  you  make  any  payment  to  anybody  with  reference  to  the  election  of  1850  ? 
— I  did  not 

1788.  When  you  came  down  in  1850  did  you  find  any  other  candidate  in  the  field  I — 
I  did  not. 

1789.  Did  any  candidate  appear  in  the  field  ? — Mr.  Vance  appeai'ed  in  the  field  on 
Saturday  the  2d  of  March,  the  Saturday  before  the  election. 

1790.  You  had  been  in  Canterbury  then,  I  suppose,  some  days  canvassing  before  he 
appeared? — I  think  the  whole  week  I  can  tell  you  exactly.  I  think  I  came  to  Canter- 
bury on  the  25th  of  February. 

1791.  Was  anything  stated  to  you  by  Mr.  Brent  or  any  one  else  with  reference  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  elexjtions  had  been  carried  on  here  by  colour  tickets  ? — There  was  on 
that  day,  on  that  Saturday.  If  you  will  allow  me,  I  will  state  what  took  place  with 
reference  to  that  subject  upon  that  Saturday.  On  that  Saturday,  when  Mr.  Vance  was 
in  the  field,  I  remember  a  discussion  taking  place  with  reference  to  the  issuing  of  colour 
tickets ;  it  was  with  Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  I  am  inclined  to  think,  although  I  am  not 
certain  of  that ;  that  Mr.  Paget  was  also  present.  We  entered  into  the  nature  of  colour 
tickets,  and  what  their  meaning  was,  and  when  we  ascertained  that  they  were  payments 
made  without  any  service  being  rendered  for  them,  and  that  that  had  been  the  practice, 
wc  gave  strong  injimctions  that  none  should  be  issued. 

1792.  That  was  on  the  Saturday  ? — That  was  on  the  Saturday. 

1793.  Are  you  aware  that  applications  were  sent  in  for  colour  tickets  ? — Not  on  that 
election,  I  am  not  aware. 

1794.  When  was  the  day  of  nomination  fixed  for  ? — The  Monday  following ;  the  4th  of 
March. 

1795.  Previous  to  the  nomination  day  had  Mr.  Vance  withdrawn  ? — He  had. 

1796.  Do  you  recollect  the  circumstances  under  which  that  gentleman  withdiew  ? — 
Perfectly. 

1797.  State  them  ? — I  had  gone  to  bed  at  the  Fountain,  and  was  asleep,  and  was 
aroused  by  the  porter,  who  came  into  my  room  and  gave  me  a  note  fi'om  Mr.  Vance, 
which  I  read  by  his  light,  and  which  informed  me  that  he  thought  it  right  to  me  to  give 
me  the  earliest  information  of  his  having  abandoned  the  contest. 

1798.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Vance  upon  that  occasion  ? — I  did  not. 

1799.  Had  you  had  any  communication  with  Mr.  Vance  on  that  day,  the  Saturday  ? — 
None  whatever. 

1800.  Had  you  any  communication  personally  with  Mr.  Vance  during  the  time  he  was 
in  the  town  as  a  candidate  ? — None. 

1801.  No  interview  with  him? — None  whatever. 

1802.  Do  you  know  if  anybody  had  had  an  interview  on  your  behalf  and  with  your 
knowledge  ? — I  do  not  know. 

1803.  Do  you  know  of  a  party  of  the  name  of  Pilcher  who  was  the  agent  of  Lady 
ConjTigham  ? — ^Yes. 

1804.  Do  you  know  if  Mr.  Pilcher  had  had  an  interview  with  him  ? — I  do  not. 

1805.  Have  you  the  letter  Mr.  Vance  addressed  to  you  in  your  bedroom? — I  am  not 
sure.     I  think  it  is  possible  I  might  find  it  in  London  in  some  old  drawer. 

1806.  Did  he  state  in  that  letter  any  reason  for  withdrawing? — None  whatever,  but 
he  issued  an  address  next  morning  in  which  he  stated  a  strong  reason  for  withdrawing. 

1807.  Which  was  that? — Which  was,  as  I  understood  it,  that  he  thought  that  success 
was  impossible  without  bribery. 

H  3 
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Clolo94dF.RomiMy  .       1808.  Did  you  pay  any  money  with  reference  to  that  election  of  1850  ? — No,  I  have 
— —  answered  that. 
i6th  May  1863-         1809.  I  asked  you  if  you  paid  any  previously.    Were  there  no  expenses  attending  that 
'        *         election  ? — Very  likely.     I  did  not  pay  any. 

1810.  Will  you  tell  us  how  those  expenses  were  met  ? — I  cannot. 

1811.  You  do  not  know  ? — I  do  not  know. 

1812.  Who  managed  the  financial  part  of  your  election? — Alderman  Brent. 

1813.  Who  paid  to  Alderman  Brent  the  fiinds  to  carry  it  on  ? — I  do  not  know. 

1814.  Had  they  come  from  London  ? — I  do  not  know. 

1815.  Have  you  no  beUef  upon  the  subject  ? — I  have  conjectures,  if  conjectures  are 
valuable  for  you. 

1816.  Certainly,  if  you  will  have  the  goodness  to  state  them  ? — They  are  simple 
conjectures. 

1817.  I  think,  Colonel  Romilly,  it  does  not  often  happen  that  a  gentleman,  a  perfect 
stranger,  is  brought  down  to  represent  a  borough,  and  the  expenses  do  not  come  out 
either  of  his  own  pocket  or  those  of  his  near  relations,  kindred,  or  friends  ;  you  ought 
to  know  where  you  think  they  came  from  ? — I  have  no  reason  for  knowing  whatever, — 
understand  that, — I  have  no  reason  for  knowing. 

1818.  If  you  give  us  the  clue  perhaps  we  shall  be  able  to  get  at  the  parties  who  you 
suspect  ? — I  cannot  give  you  a  clue  ;  it  is  pure  conjecture  on  my  part. 

1819.  Who  do  you  conjecture  ? — I  do  not  conjecture  anybody. 

1820.  Give  us  your  pure  conjecture  ? — If  I  were  called  upon  to  say  where  I  supposed 
the  money  had  come  from  I  should  suppose  it  had  come  from  a  private  fimd  which  it 
is  notorious  is  at  the  disposal  of  parties  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  expenses  that  they 
think  will  maintain  their  party. 

1821.  Do  you  mean  to  state  that  you  have  reason  to  believe  that  this  money  cam6 
from  the  Reform  Club  ? — I  do  not  mean  to  say  so. 

1822.  Is  that  your  belief? — It  is  very  difficult  to  answer. 

1823.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  it  ? — I  have  reason  to  believe  it. 

1 824.  Do  you  conjecture  it  came  from  the  Reform  Club  ? — I  do  not  conjecture. 

1826.  Will  you  state  from  what  source  you  conjecture  it  to  have  come  ? — I  have 
afready  stated  that  I  suppose  it  to  come  from  a  private  fund,  that  is,  I  suppose  it  to 
come.  I  have  no  reason  for  knowing  that  it  came  from  it,  or  believing,  beyond  the 
knowledge  of  the  &ct,  which  I  believe  is  common  to  most  persons,  that  there  is  a 
private  fond. 

1826.  Do  you  mean  at  Downing  Street  or  the  Treasury  ;  we  are  speaking  of  1850? — 
I  do  not  mean  either. 

1827.  Did  Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  when  he  saw  you  in  London,  tell  you  the  expense 
would  not  exceed  450^.,  or  words  to  that  effect  ? — I  do  not  remember  that  he  did. 

1828.  Was  it  talked  about  what  the  probable  expense  would  be  ? — It  was. 

1829.  Whatever  the  amount  might  have  been  which  was  actually  mentioned,  did  you 
observe  you  would  be  able  to  find  the  money? — I  do  not  remember  that  I  made  the 
observation,  but  I  must  have  left  the  impression  upon  his  mind  that  I  must  be  responsible. 

1830.  To  that  amount  ?— Not  for  that  amount,  I  heard  no  amount  mentioned,  but  for 
the  expense  of  the  election.     I  do  not  remember  to  have  heard  the  amount  mentioned. 

1831.  Did  Mr.  Brent  tell  you  what  the  actual  expense  was  of  the  election?— No,  he 
did  not. 

1832.  And  you  never  knew? — I  never  knew. 

1833.  And  you  do  not  now  ? — I  do  not  now. 

1834.  Whether  they  amoimted  to  200i.  or  400i.  ?— I  do  not  know. 

1835.  Nor  any  intermediate  sum? — I  do  not  know. 

1836.  You  say  your  impression  is  the  money  was  foimd  from  private  sources  which 
parties  have  for  the  sake  of  keeping  their  party  together  ? — Yes. 

1837.  To  what  private  sources  do  you  allude  ? — I  have  assumed  that  that  is  the  case ; 
I  have  no  knowledge  that  it  is  so.  My  impression  is,  when  I  spoke  of  such  a  fund,  that 
I  spoke  of  a  fiind  which  is  known  to  almost  all  the  world  who  know  much  about  politics 
that  is  subscribed  by  private  persons,  and  forms  a  fund  which  goes  imder  certain  direc- 
tions to  maintain  such  objects  as  that  party  thinks  desirable  for  keeping  together. 

1838.  What  aU  the  world  knows  we  ought  to  have  proved  before  us;  the  report  we 
must  make  to  Her  Majesty  must  be  upon  evidence.  What  we  wish  to  know  is,  to  what 
fund  do  you  aUude  ? — If  you  wish  that  proved  I  have  no  power  of  proving  anything 
upon  the  subject. 

1839.  You  have  an  impression  upon  it ;  I  suppose  you  know  perfectly  well  the  ftind  ? 
— No,  I  do  not. 

1840.  You  say  all  the  world  do  ? — I  have  told  you  I  know  no  more  than  all  the  world. 

1841.  What  is  that  ftmd  ? — I  do  not  know ;  I  have  told  you  what  I  suppose  it  to  be. 
I  stated  it  to  be  supposition  and  assumption  upon  my  part  in  the  beginning. 

1842.  Who  did  you  put  yourself  in  communication  with  so  as  to  be  able  to  obtain  an 
advantage  from  the  existence  of  that  fund  ? — I  did  not  put  myself  in  communication 
with  any  person  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  advantage  from  that  fund. 

1843.  Who  did  you  inform  it  was  your  intention  to  stand  for  Canterbury  so  that  the 
fund  might  be  available  ? — With  that  object  I  informed  no  one.. 
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1844.  Had  Mr.  Coppock  anything  to  do  with  it  ?— Nothing  whatever.  Ooton^F.RomUfy. 

1845.  Had  anybody  connected  with  the  Reform  Club  anything  to  do  with  it  ? — What  -■ — - 

do  you  mean  by  anybody  connected  with  the  Reform  Club  ?    Do  you  mean  any  member     I^'^^  ^^1 1853. 
of  the  Reform  Club  ?  "' 

1846.  Any  member  of  the  Reform  Club  ? — What  do  you  mean?     To  do  with  what? 

1847.  Who  found  the  money  for  your  election  ? — No  person  had,  as  far  as  conmiuni- 
cation  with  me  went,  anything  to  do  with  it. 

1848.  No,  perhaps  not,  but  in  communication  with  other  parties  ? — That  I  have  no 
knowledge  of 

1849.  Now,  Colonel  Romilly,  do  you  mean  us  to  consider  that  you  have  not  only  no 
knowledge,  but  no  suspicion,  where  this  money  came  from  ? — I  have  already  stated  that 
I  had. 

1850.  Then  I  want  you  to  tell  us  what  your  suspicion  is  ?  — I  have  told  you  it  is  mere 
suspicion  and  assumption,  upon  my  part ;  that  it  came  from  the  fond  which  I  suppose 
to  exist. 

1851.  Is  that  a  fund  at  the  Reform  Club? — T  have  no  knowledge  on  the  subject. 

1852.  Were  you  ever  a  subscriber  to  that  fond  yourself? — I  was  a  subscriber  to  a  fund 
of  a  similar  nature  in  1841. 

1853.  Perhaps  it  is  the  same  fiind ;  for  what  time  did  you  subscribe? — In  1841  ;  a 
private  ftind  for  objects  in  Ireland. 

1854.  For  the  liberal  party  ?— Yes. 

1855.  Who  was  the  treasurer  of  that  fimd  ? — I  am  not  quite  sure  who  it  was ;  there 
was  a  committee  who  managed  that  fund  ;  but  it  is  a  very  long  time  ago. 

1856.  Perhaps  we  shall  have  the  same  committee  now ;  can  you  give  us  the  names  of 
any  of  the  committee  ? — I  beg  to  say  as  to  this  examination  with  respect  to  the  fiind  in 
Ireland,  I  may  assert  that  it  has  not  the  slightest  relation  to  any  fond  that  I  am 
supposing  the  existence  of  at  present  in  England,  except  that  it  may  be  of  a  similar 
nature,  having  had  some  knowledge  of  the  existence  of  such  a  fiind  at  that  time. 

1857.  You  are  unable  to  tell  us  the  name  of  the  secretary  of  the  fund  ? — I  am  quite 
unprepared  for  this  ;  I  might  be  able  to  find  it  by  referring  to  old  papers  if  there  was  a 
person  who  acted  as  secretary. 

1858.  Do  you  think  you  could  find  out  by  inquiring  among  your  friends  where 
the  money  <fid  actually  come  from  for  this  election  of  1850? — I  think  the  Commis- 
sioners have  a  much  better  means  than  I  can  have  of  ascertaining  that ;  I  could  inqidre 
from  Mr.  Brent. 

1859.  We  are  only  here  for  the  sake  of  truth  ;  it  is  the  same  thing  to  us  whether  we 
get  the  truth  from  a  person  in  your  position,  or  the  lowest  man  in  a  smock  frock,  but  as 
sure  as  I  sit  here  we  wiU  have  the  truth  ? — You  will  have  all  the  truth  that  I  can  give 
you,  but  you  will  have  nothing  that  I  cannot  give  you. 

1860.  Do  you  think  you  can  by  inquiring  among  your  friends  ascertain  where  the 
money  came  from  ? — I  think  I  could  by  inquiry  of  Mr.  Brent  who  received  it. 

1861.  Mr.  Brent  told  us  he  returned  you  21  Oi.,  and  that  you  were  very  much  surprised  ; 
is  that  so  ? — It  is  not  so. 

1862.  Mr.  Brent  told  us  he  informed  you  he  had  received  450i.,  and  the  expenses  had 
been  240?.  ? — I  have  no  recollection  of  that. 

1863.  It  might  have  been  so  ? — I  am  sure  he  did  not  inform  me  that  he  had  received 
it  from  me. 

1864.  Not  from,  you  ? — I  have  no  recollection  of  his  having  informed  me  so. 

1 865.  Is  Mr.  Brent  the  only  party  you  can  refer  us  to  for  information  ? — He  is  the 
only  party  I  can  refer  you  to  for  information  upon  that  subject. 

1866.  Did  you  ever  ofier  yourself  as  a  candidate  for  any  other  place  besides  Canter- 
buiy,  and  have  your  expenses  paid  ?  —No. 

1867.  Did  it  not  strike  you  as  very  odd  that  all  your  expenses  should  be  paid,  and  no 
demand  made  upon  you? — Under  the  circumstances  it  did  not.  I  should  have  been 
prepared,  if  there  had  been  a  demand  made  upon  me,  to  pay  the  expenses. 

1868.  Did  you  consult  with  any  person  with  reference  to  standing  for  Canterbury? — 
I  had  communications  with  my  friends  before. 

1869.  Did  they  or  any  of  them  intimate  to  you  that  your  expenses  would  be  defrayed 
out  of  a  fimd  ? — None  of  them. 

1870.  When  did  it  first  strike  you  that  your  expenses  would  be  defrayed  out  of  the 
fimd  ? — When  no  demand  had  been  made  upon  me  for  the  expense  of  the  election,  some 
time  afterwards. 

1871.  And  then  are  we  to  understand  that  you  came  down  here  upon,  as  it  were,  the 
speculation  that  the  fimd  would  defray  the  expenses  ? — No,  I  was  quite  prepared  to  defray 
them  myself,  if  necessary. 

1872.  Did  you  intimate  as  much  to  Alderman  Brent  ? — I  certainly  left  him  with  the 
impression  I  must  be  responsible  for  the  expenses  of  the  election. 

1873.  Did  you  make  no  payment  into  any  bank  here  in  reference  to  it  ? — None. 

1874.  Did  you  communicate  with  him  during  the  election,  or  at  anytime,  as  to  whether 
funds  would  be  wanting  ? — ^Never. 

1875.  Did  you  ascertain  whether  any  frmds  had  been  lodged  to  anybody's  credit  for 
you  ? — ^No,  I  did  not. 
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Coi&nel  F.  Bomilfy.       1876.  Then  no  conversation  passed  between  you  and  anybody  connected  with  Canter- 

bury,  or  anybody  else,  with  reference  to  the  expense  of  this  election  of  1850? — I  have 

16th  May  1853.     mentioned  that  a  conversation  took  place  with  Mr.  Brent  upon  the  first  occasion  when 
""""""*— ^        I  saw  liim.    With  the  exception  of  that,  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  conversation  on  the 
subject  of  funds  for  Canterbur3^ 

1877.  This  being  now  nearly  three  years  ago,  you  have  never  inquired  who  was  kind 
enough  to  return  you  to  Parliament  ? — No,  I  have  always  supposed  that  it  came  from  the 
fund  to  which  I  have  referred. 

1878.  We  still  come  back  to  that  fund.  I  am  sure  if  you  and  I  were  sitting  over  the 
dinner  table  you  would  say  immediately  what  the  fund  was  ? — I  could  not  tell  you  more 
tlian  I  have  told  you. 

1879.  Do  you  think  it  is  to  be  found  at  the  Carlton  Club  ? — I  should  certainly  suppose 
that  the  Conservative  party  had  such  a  fimd. 

1880.  The  other  party  will  tell  us  that  when  we  come  to  them.  We  are  now  upon  the 
Blues.  I  ask  you,  do  you  think  this  money  came  from  the  Carlton  Club  ? — I  did  not 
understand  your  question  so.     I  do  not  think  that  it  did. 

1881.  Do  you  think  that  it  came  from  the  Reform  Club  ? — No,  I  do  not. 

1882.  You  do  not  think  so  ? — I  do  not  know  of  such  a  ftmd. 

1883.  Do  you  think  it  came  from  the  Reform  Club  ? — I  do  not  think  it  did. 

1 884.  Do  you  think  it  came  from  Brooks's  ? — I  do  not  know. 

1885.  Do  you  think  it  came  from  Brooks's  ? — I  do  not  think  it  came  from  Brooks's. 

1886.  Where  do  you  think  it  came  from  ? — ^Nowhere  that  I  have  any  knowledge  ot 
whatever.  I  have  told  you  distinctly  where  I  supposed  it  to  have  come  from.  I  have 
described  the  nature  of  the  fund.  I  wish  to  tell  you  the  whole  I  have  knowledge  of ; 
but  you  have  been  examining  me  upon  the  subject  of  conjecture  and  surmise  upon  my 
part, — conjecture,  supposition,  and  surmise.  When  you  come  to  that  description  of  exa- 
mination I  can  only  give  you  excessively  loose  information.  With  respect  to  what  I  have 
knowledge  of  myself  I  will  give  you  the  most  complete  information  in  my  power,  but 
with  respect  to  everything  connected  with  surmise  or  conjecture  it  must  be  of  the  value 
you  choose  to  put  upon  it 

1887.  You  put  the  word  upon  me  that  it  came  from  a  ftmd  which  all  the  world  knows 
o£     I  ask  you  if  you  know  of  that  fimd  ? — I  merely  know  of  it  by  report, — by  rumour. 

1888.  Give  us  the  general  rumour  ? — ^The  general  rumour  is,  as  I  believe  I  have  said  in 
two  or  three  answers  before,  that  such  a  fund  exists  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  the 
objects  which  imrties  think  desirable  for  maintaining  themselves  and  theii*  principles. 

1889.  Where  does  it  exist  ? — I  do  not  know. 

1890.  Where  does  the  general  rumour  give  it  a  locality  ? — General  rumour  supiK)ses, 
of  course,  it  is  at  the  disposal  of  certain  persons  connected  with  the  party. 

1891.  At  the  Reform  Club  ? — I  do  not  know  that  it  is  at  the  Reform  Club. 

1892.  I  am  speaking  about  general  rumour  ? — The  general  rumour  may  be  that  it  is  at 
the  Reform  Club. 

1893.  As  I  understand  from  you,  you  have  never  heard  from  any  one  that  any  money 
was  found  for  you  ;  is  that  so  ? — No,  I  have  never  been  told  that. 

1 894.  And  you  have  never  inquired  of  any  one  if  any  money  was  foimd  for  you  ? — No  ; 
I  have  taken  it  and  supposed  that  it  was  so ;  as  I  was  not  called  upon  to  pay  it  I  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  so. 

1896.  And  you  have  never  mentioned  to  any  one  that  that  was  the  result,  that  you 
were  returned  to  Parliament  by  the  fiinds  of  this  society  ? — I  have  often  mentioned  it. 

1896.  And  you  have  never  had  the  curiosity  to  ascertain  whether  the  fact  was  so  or 
not  ? — I  never  have. 

1897.  And  you  do  not  know  the  names  of  the  persons  who  have  got  the  disposal  of  that 
fund  for  party  purposes? — I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  a  single  person  or  many  persons. 

1898.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  any  one  ? — Not  of  ray  own  knowledge  I  do  not. 

1899.  That  has  the  disposal? — Not  of  my  own  knowledge. 

1900.  In  1852  your  were  again  a  candidate  ? — Yes. 

1901.  Still  upon  the  blue  interest  ? — 

1902.  And  in  1852  you  were  unsuccessful? — Yes. 

1903.  Do  you  know  of  any  applications  having  been  sent  in  to  your  committee  in 
1852  for  colour  tickets? — Yes,  I  do. 

1904.  I  believe  you  stated  you  had  been  informed  of  that  practice  in  1850,  and  you  had 
set  your  fistce  against  it  ? — Yes. 

1905.  Did  you  make  the  same  statement  in  1852  ? — I  did. 

1906.  What  was  the  smn  which  that  election  or  rather  that  contest  cost  you  ? — As  to 
the  sum  that  I  paid  to  Mr.  Brent  there  was  a  running  account.  I  must  mention  that 
Mr.  Brent  was  so  kind  as  to  undertake  the  payment  of  subscriptions  for  me  in  Canterbury 
aflier  my  election,  and  there  was  a  running  account  between  Mr.  Brent  and  me  with 
respect  to  those  subscriptiona  The  whole  amount  that  I  paid  him  in  1852,  part  of  wliich 
may  have  been  towards  those  running  subscriptions,  and  part  of  which  may  have  been 
before  the  election,  was  220L 

1907.  Was  that  sum  found  you  in  the  same  way  ? — It  was  not. 

1908.  Had  you  put  yoiu^elf  in  communication  with  anybody  previous  to  that  general 
election  to  find  money  again  ?~  No,  I  had  not. 
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1909.  Had  you  advanced  Mr.  Brent  any  money  at  starting  ? — I  think  I  can  give  you  CohnelF.Romilfy. 
the  dates  of  the  payments.  _— 

1910.  July  1852  would  have  been  the  contest? — I  paid  Mr.  Brent  by  cheque  201.  on     Ibih  oiay  IS5S. 
the  7th  of  Febi-uary.  

1911.  What  year?— 1852. 

1912.  That  would  be  for  current  expenses? — Yes  ;  I  said  there  was  a  current  account. 
I  paid  liim  on  the  21st  of  June  50i.,  on  the  9th  July  50^.,  and  on  the  12th  August  lOOi. 

1913.  The  canvass  had  begun  in  June  1852  ;  the  election  took  place  in  July ;  is  that  so  ? 
— Yes,  that  is  so. 

1914.  How  came  you  not  to  anticipate  that  the  same  good  fortime  would  be&l  you  in 
1852  that  did  in  1850? — I  regretted  afterwards  that  I  allowed  the  expenses  of  my  first 
election  to  be  defrayed  for  me,  and  not  to  have  paid  them  myself,  and  I  determined  that  I 
would  never  do  so  again. 

1915.  Did  you  communicate  that  regret  to  the  parties  who  were  kind  enough  to  defitty 
your  expenses,  or  either  of  them  ? — I  do  not  remember  that  I  did. 

1916.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  it  is  to-day  for  the  first  time  you  are  informed  that 
any  money  whatever  was  repaid  to  you  or  for  you  by  Alderman  Brent  after  the  election 
of  1850  ? — To  me  or  for  me,  certainly. 

1917.  Is  it  the  first  time  you  are  aware  that  any  money  was  repaid  by  Mr.  Alderman 
Brent  to  anybody  ?— I  think  it  is  ;  1  do  not  remember. 

1918.  Is  it  the  first  time  you  have  heard  of  the  fact  ? — I  think  it  is,  I  am  not  sure  ; 
Mr.  Brent  may  at  some  time  have  mentioned  that  in  conversation  with  me. 

1919.  Is  it  the  first  time  you  have  heard  of  the  fact  from  anybody? — To  the  best  of 
my  recollection  it  is  so.     Mr.  Brent  may  have  said  so  to  me. 

1920.  Is  it  the  fii*st  time  that  anybody  has  informed  you  that  any  money  was  repaid 
after  your  election  in  1850  ? — I  can  make  no  other  answer  than  I  have  done. 

1921.  Your  answers  all  refer  to  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  I  ask,  has  anybody  else  before 
to-day  ever  told  you  that  money  was  repaid  after  this  election  ? — No. 

1922.  Then  it  has  taken  you  quite  by  surprise  ? — No,  not  by  surprise,  it  might  be  so ;  it 
does  not  surprise  me  one  way  or  the  other. 

1923.  It  is  new  to  you? — It  is  new  to  me  that  money  was  repaid.  I  did  not  know 
anything  of  the  payment  of  the  sum  ;  I  did  not  know  what  sum  was  paid  to  Mr.  Brent, 
or  whether  any  sum  was  paid  by  him  or  not. 

1924.  Is  it  equally  new  to  you  that  money  was  paid  before  your  election  in  1850 
by  anybody  to  anybody  at  Canterbury  with  a  view  of  contributing  towai-ds  the  expenses? 
— It  is  new  to  me  as  a  fact,  but  I  supposed  it  to  have  been  so  because  I  did  not  of 
course  suppose  that  an  election  could  be  carried  on  without  money. 

1925.  When  did  you  first  suppose  these  anticipatory  payments  were  made  ? — I  cannot 
give  you  a  date  to  that  supposition  ;  at  any  time  that  it  occurred  to  my  mind  to  think 
upon  the  subject  I  should  have  thought  so. 

1926.  Necessaiily,  therefore,  it  would  have  occurred  to  you  while  your  canvass  was 
actually  going  on,  would  it  not  ? — Yea 

1927.  At  that  moment  you  must  have  supposed  it  ? — Yes. 

1928.  What  reason  had  you  then  for  the  supposition  ?— Merely  the  supposition  that  an 
election  could  not  go  on  without  some  funds. 

1929.  And  you  had  not  paid  anything? — And  I  had  not  paid  anything. 

1930.  And  you  meant  to  pay  nothing  ? — I  never  said  that. 

1931.  Did  you  mean  to  pay  anything? — I  meant  to  be  responsible  for  the  expenses  if 
called  upon. 

1932.  Did  you  mean  to  pay  anything  before  the  election  yom-self  ?— No,  I  did  not. 

1933.  You  knew  there  were  current  expenses  which  required  some^  payments  to  be 
made,  did  you  not  ?  —Yes. 

1934.  And  those  current  expenses  being  incurred,  and  no  demand  made,  you  knew,  or 
surmised,  or  conjectured  that  the  parties  paying  those  expenses  were  provided  from  some 
source  or  other  with  those  funds  ? — Certainly. 

1935.  Had  you  any  doubt  in  your  own  mind  that  this  anonymous  undefined  fund  of 
which  you  spoke  had  provided  your  friends  here  with  funds  for  that  purpose  ? — No,  I 
had  not. 

1936.  Any  financial  question  ai'ising  between  those  who  worked  the  election  ftind, — I 
am  not  talking  of  the  fund  in  London, — any  question  arising  between  those  in  London 
who  worked  the  election  fund  there  and  those  who  were  to  be  recipients  of  it  here  would 
be  a  question  in  which  you  would  take  no  personal  part  ? — No,  that  was  not  so.  I  was 
consulted  with  respect  to  the  expenditure. 

1937.  Who  consulted  you  ? — Mr.  Brent. 

1938.  That  wa.s  with  regard  to  the  expenditure,  but  with  regard  to  the  state  of 
accounts  between  those  who  expended  and  those  from  whom  they  had  received  the 
fund  you  were  not  consulted  ? — I  was  not  consulted. 

1939.  And  therefore  you  have  no  means  of  knowing,  for  instance,  whether  any  sum  of 
money  was  paid  by  those  who  worked  that  secret  fund  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
a  contest  ?•— I  have  no  means  of  knowing  that. 

1940.  My  reason  for  asking  you  this  question  is,  that  in  justice  t^  yourself  you  may 
have  an  opportunity  of  stating  whether  or  not,  assuming  it  to  be  true  that  Mr.  Vance 
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CohndF.  Homilly*  your  opponent,  was  induced  to  make  his  precipitate  departure  by  the  hope  of  receiving 

i a  certain  sum,  or  by  having  received  a  certain  sum  from  any  person  concerned  in  what 

16th  May  1853.     I  may  call  the  liberal  interest  here,  on  that  occasion  you  personally  had  no  part  in  it, 

and  had  no  knowledge  of  it  ? — I  had  no  part  in  it,  and  no  knowledge  of  it  on  that 

assumption. 

1941.  I  thought  it  right  to  word  it  so ;  it  would  not  be  fair  to  you  to  allow  your 
examination  to  close  without  asking  a  question  upon  that.  Assuming  that  to  be  so,  you 
had  no  knowledge  of  it,  you  had  no  part  in  it,  and  you  had  at  that  time  no  belief 
whatever  on  the  subject  ? — None. 

1942.  Will  you  inform  us  why  you  did  not  take  pains  to  inform  yourself  on  this 
important  subject  of  finance  before  you  came  down  here,  or  I  should  rather  say  before 
your  present  examination  ? — That  is  a  question  of  private  motive  on  which  1  could  give 
you  no  information. 

1943.  You  are  conscious  of.  a  private  motive  ? — Supposing  I  am  it  is  so  difficult  to 
explain  what  are  motives  that  I  certainly  can  give  you  no  information  respecting  it. 

1944.  You  can  give  me  a  general  idea  why  you  so  carefully  abstained  from  asking 
questions  that  must  have  appeared  to  you  to  have  been  very  natural  questions  ? — I  never 
said  I  carefiilly  abstained  from  asking  questions. 

1945.  Did  you  not? — I  did  not  ask  the  questions.  . 

1946.  Did  you  or  not  abstain  from  asking  them  under  the  influence  of  a  private 
motive,  whatever  it  may  be,  to  which  you  refer  ? — Certainly  with  no  private  motive  ot 
the  least  importance  as  regards  the  fund  itself,  or  with  regard  to  money. 

1947.  But  under  the  influence  of  some  private  motive,  important  or  unimportant,  you 
have  abstained  hitherto  from  asking  questions  which  might  have  stinted  the  information 
we  require  from  you  ;  is  that  so  ? — Yes. 

1948.  Will  you  have  the  goodness,  that  being  so,  to  state  what  that  private  motive 
is?— No,  I  cannot. 

1949.  Why  can  you  not  ? — Because  you  are  getting  into  a  metaphysical  question  about 
private  motives  that  I  really  can  give  you  no  answer  about.  I  do  not  imderstand  the 
nature  of  your  examination. 

1950.  Then  I  will  put  it  in  another  way.  I  do  not  understand  that  there  is  anything 
metaphysical  in  asking  a  simple  question  why  you  did  not  inform  yourself  on  a  point  on 
which  your  ignorance  is  certainly  very  surprising  ? — I  have  told  you  I  was  satisfied  with 
an  assumption.     I  was  satisfied  with  a  suspicion. 

1951  You  have  this  moment  told  me  that  since  that  time  hitherto  you  have  abstained 
from  asking  questions  that  might  have  elicited  that  ? — It  was  because  I  was  satisfied 
with  the  suspicion  that  it  came  from  a  private  fund. 

1952.  You  also  stated  you  had  a  private  motive  that  induced  you  to  abstain  from 
asking  ? — I  did  not  tell  you  it  was  a  motive  of  the  least  importance. 

1953.  Will  you  tell  me  to  what  your  objection  had  reference  ?  What  was  your  objection 
to  inform  yourself? — I  did  not  say  I  had  any  objection. 

1954.  Had  you  any  objection? — I  do  not  think  I  had  any  objection. 

1955.  What  object  had  you  to  gain  in  not  informing  yourself  on  the  subject  ?  What 
was  your  object  ? — None. 

1956.  Did  you  ever  expect  to  have  these  questions  gone  into  of  the  source  fit)m  which 
your  expenses  were  paid  ?  I  wiU  not  say  now,  but^  on  any  occasion  ? — I  did  not  think  it 
likely  at  all. 

1957.  Had  it  ever  occurred  to  you  the  thing  was  possible  ? — Of  course  it  has  occurred. 

1958.  Was  it  in  order  that  you  might  be  enabled  to  say,  I  do  not  know,  if  you  were 
asked  the  question  that  you  have  taken  care  not  to  know  ?— It  was  not  for  that  purpose. 

1959.  Still  it  occurred  to  you  that  the  questions  might  be  asked,  and  still  you  have  not 
informed  yourself? — No. 

1960.  Since  you  received  the  invitation  to  attend  here,  or  rather  since  this  Commission 
was  issued,  or  even  since  the  address  of  the  House  of  Commons  was  agreed  to,  has  it  ever 
occurred  to  you  that  this  would  be  naturally  one  of  the  first  questions  that  would  be  put 
to  you  ? — No,  certainly  it  has  not. 

1961.  Have  you  any  papers  at  home  that  will  throw  any  light  upon  it? — None 
whatever. 

1962.  Did  Lord  Londesborough  tell  you  that  the  expenses  would  not  fall  on  you 
eventually  ? — Lord  Londesborough  did  not,  and  Lord  Londesborough  did  not  have  any 
communication  with  me  on  the  subject  of  expenses  that  I  can  recollect  in  the  least. 

1963.  Did  anybody  at  any  time  inform  you  that  the  expense  would  not  fall  on  you  ? — 
No,  not  that  I  recollect  at  aU. 

1964.  In  1852,  when  you  came  down  here,  were  you  told  that  the  expenses  of  the 
former  election  were  impaid  ? — No,  I  was  not. 

1965.  Were  you  told  that  the  expenses  of  the  former  election  were  paid? — I  believ6 
I  was  told  that  they  were  paid  by  Mr.  Brent  at  some  time  or  another.  I  do  not  remember 
any  statement  on  the  subject. 

1966.  You  knew  in  1852  that  somebody  had  paid  the  expenses  of  the  election  for 
you  ? — Yes,  the  expenses  of  1850. 

1967.  Did  you  at  that  time  know  that  they  had  not  been  paid  by  the  inhabitants 
here  ? — ^Yes,  I  was  pretty  sure  that  they  had  not.  I  should  have  heard  of  it  if  they 
had  been. 
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1968.  Can  you  not  merely  in  the  way  of  conjecture  give  the  name  of  any  person  who  is  Colonel F.Bomikf 
likely  to  hitve  been  connected  with  that  fimd,  from  which  in  1850  you  appear  to  have  \ 
derived  so  much  benefit,  even  in  the  way  of  conjecture  ? — No  doubt  I  can  conjecture  that     )6th  May  185S 

persons  who  are  in  the  situation  of  being  connected  with  the  liberal  parties   are   the 

persons  who  manage  that  fund.     I  have  told  you  I  have  no  knowledge  on  the  subject. 

1969.  Did  you  conjecture  anybody  connected  with  the  liberal  party  had  something  to 
do  with  the  fiinds  ? — ^No. 

]  970.  What  persons  ? — You  are  asking  me  about  conjecture  when  you  could  obtain  this 
direct  information  with  the  greatest  fiicility.  ^ 

1971.  From  whom  ? — From  the  person  who  received  the  money. 

1972.  Alderman  Brent  told  us  he  received  it  from  you  ? — Read  the  question. 

(The  examination  of  Alderman  Brent  with  reference  to  the  receipt  of  the  450i. 

for  the  election  of  1850,  and  the  return  of  the  diflference  between  that  and 

210Z.,  was  read  to  the  witness.) 
That  is  a  mistake. 

1973.  Of  Alderman  Brent ;  not  mine  ? — If  Alderman  Brent  said  he  received  the  money 
from  me  it  is  a  mistake ;  there  must  be  some  misapprehension. 

1974.  Alderman  Brent's  information  on  this  subject  is  not  so  precise  as  you  thought 
when  you  referred  me  to  Alderman  Brent.  Are  you  still  of  opinion  that  we  can  get 
the  &cts  we  want  from  Alderman  Brent  ? — No  doubt  better  than  from  me,  because  he 
received  the  money. 

1975.  Did  you  tell  Alderman  Brent  that  you  were  prepared  to  go  to  the  extent  sug- 
gested by  him  as  the  outside  ? — I  do  not  remember  having  said  so.     I  may  have  said  so. 

1976.  Do  you  believe  you  said  so? — I  have  no  belief  on  the  subject  I  may  or 
I  may  not. 

1977.  Do  you  dispute  that  statement  ?— No,  I  do  not. 

1978.  You  say  that  the  persons  who  are  connected  with  this  fimd  are  persons  connected 
with  the  liberal  party,  but  not  all  of  them  connected  with  the  liberal  party ;  which  of 
them  do  you  mean  ? — I  beg  your  pardon,  I  have  never  said  so ;  you  take  that  as  if  I  had 
said  it  of  my  own  knowledge.  I  want  to  keep  perfectly  clear  upon  that ;  it  is  not  in  the 
least  material.  I  do  not  like  it  to  be  put  as  if  I  had  asserted  those  things  of  my  own 
knowledge. 

1979.  Which  of  the  persons  connected  with  the  liberal  party  does  your  conjecture  refer 
to  ? — I  believe  the  person  who  is  most  supposed  to  have  connexion  with  such  a  ftind  is, 
when  a  party  is  in  power,  the  political  secretary  of  the  Treasury  ;  and  when  a  party  is  not 
in  power  it  is  the  person  who  aci^  in  that  capacity  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

1980.  Who  was  that  gentleman  at  the  period  of  your  election  in  1850?     Mr.  TuflfnelL 

1981.  Who  is  that  gentleman  at  the  present  period? — Mr.  Hayter. 

1981.  Colonel  Romilly,  you  say  that  during  the  canvass  it  struck  you  that  money  was 
necessary  for  carrying  on  the  election  in  1850  ? — Yes. 

198S.  You  were  not  applied  to  for  any  money  on  that  occasion  ? — I  was  not. 

1984.  Did  you  believe  at  that  time  that  the  fimds  for  carrying  on  the  election  had 
been  advanced  by  some  persons  or  other,  and  that  you  would  be  called  on  to  reimburse 
them  ? — I  supposed  that  they  had  been  advanced,  and  that  I  should  in  aU  probability  be 
called  on  to  reimburse  some  money. 

1985.  If  you  had  been  called  on  to  reimburse  them  were  you  prepared  to  repay  the 
money  as  &x  as  any  reasonable  amount  was  concerned  ? — I  was  ;  I  considered  myself 
responsible  for  the  payment  of  the  money. 

1986.  You  considered  yourself  responsible  for  all  legal  and  reasonable  expenses  that 
might  have  been  incurred  in  the  prosecution  of  your  election  ? — I  did.        * 

1987.  I  understand  that  no  subsequent  application  was  made  to  you  for  repayment? — 
No  subsequent  application  was  made  to  me. 

1988.  If  an  application  had  been  made  to  you  would  you  have  hesitated  to  reimburse 
the  persons  all  le^  and  reasonable  expenses  that  had  been  incurred  ? — I  should  not. 

1989.  You  have  been  asked  with  respect  to  the  existence  of  a  private  fimd  for  pro- 
moting the  objects  pf  a  certain  political  party ;  the  general  rumour  is  that  such  a  private 
fimd  does  exist  ? — Yes. 

1990.  And  that  such  a  private  fimd  exists  in  the  Reform  Club.  Are  you  a  member  of 
|;he  Reform  Club  ?— I  am  not. 

1991.  Knowing  that  there  was  such  a  general  rumour  that  a  private  fund  for  these 
purposes  existed  in  some  place  or  other,  when  you  were  not  applied  to  for  any  money  for 
the  expenses  incurred  in  your  election  of  1850  you  came  to  the  conclusion  that  that 
money  had  been  supplied  from  this  private  fimd,  wherever  it  might  have  existed?— I  did. 

1992.  You  did  not  know  the  names  of  any  of  those  persons  who  were  connected  with 
the  distribution  of  this  private  fimd  ? — I  did  not,  more  than  by  rumour. 

1993.  You  do  not  kiiow  the  name  of  any  person  into  whose  hands  the  monies  were 
supposed  to  be  paid,  and  from  whose  hands  the  monies  were  supposed  to  be  issued  ? — 
I  did  not. 

1994.  Merely  it  was  your  impression  with  respect  to  this  general  rumour  that  there 
were  some  gentlemen,  either  of  the  Reform  Club  or  some  other  place,  who  had  the  distri- 
bution of  this  private  fund  for  the  political  purposes  of  their  paxty  ?— That  was  my 
impression  and  my  belief. 
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Cotim$lF.P(miUy.       1995.  I  think  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  are  not  a  member  of  the  Reform 
— —  Club  ? — I  am  not,  and  was  not  at  that  time,  but  I  have  been  a  member  of  the  Re- 

16th  May  18S3.    form  Club.^ 

— '  1996.  I 'thought  you  told  us  the  Reform  Club  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  ? — I  told  you 

I  did  not  know  whether  they  had. 

1997.  I  thought  your  conjecture  did  not  point  to  the  Reform  Club,  but  to  the  political 
secretary  of  the  Treasury  ?— I  said  I  had  no  knowledge  on  the  subject. 

1998.  Neither  did  you  conjecture  that  the  Reform  Club  was  the  party  charged  with 
the  fund ;  that  is  what  I  understood'  you  to  say? — If  you  will  allow  me  I  wish  to  make 
a  statement  with  reference  to  the  election  of  1852  in  consequence  of  what  I  have  seen 
reported  in  the  public  papers  as  to  the  statement  made  before  you  on  Saturday.  It  is 
there  stated  as  the  impression,  I  do  not  know  if  this  evidence  waa  given,  but  it  is  so 
reported  in  the  papers,  that  Mr.  George  Cooper  stated  that  the  impression  on  the  com- 
mittee was  of  himself  and  other  persons  that  our  object  for  not  having  recourse  to 
corrupt  practices  in  1852  arose  from  our  thinking  it  the  best  policy,  and  that  we  should 
be  ultimately  successful  by  not  taking  that  course.  Now  I  wish  on  my  part  to  give  an 
emphatic  denial  to  the  imputation  of  that  being  the  object  and  reason  for  our  not  having 
recourse  to  corrupt  practices  in  1852.  Oui>  object  was,  that  we  considered  it  wrong  and 
illegal.  I  had  a  commimication  with  Sir  William  Somerville  very  shortly  after  the  time 
it  was  settled  that  he  was  to  stand  in  conjunction  with  me,  and  it  was  decided  that  no 
practice  of  that  sort  should  take  place  as  far  as  we  were  concerned,  and  we  would  do  as 
much  as  was  in  our  power  to  prevent  its  tjiking  place  on  the  part  of  any  other  person, 
and  for  that  purpose  we  thought  we  had  better  keep  the  control  of  the  expenditure  as 
far  as  possible  in  our  own  hands,  or  in  the  hands  of  one  person  who  would  be  responsible 
to  us  for  that  expenditure,  and  that  was  the  course  that  we  adopted  with  that  object. 
I  may  say  we  had  very  good  prospects  of  success,  that  we  thought  we  should  be  success- 
ftd  in  the  event  of  the  opposite  party  not  having  recourse  to  corrupt  practices ;  and  we 
thought  it  not  at  all  impossible,  considering  the  coui-se  of  events  that  had  taken  place 
since  1847,  the  actions  of  the  Committees  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  1847  with 
respect  to  these  elections,  the  exposure  at  St.  Alban's,  and,  above  all,  the  passing  of  the 
Act  imder  which  you  have  authority  at  present,  that  it  was  probable  persons  would  not 
have  recourse  under  such  circumstances  to  corrupt  practices ;  and  we  thought,  in  the 
event  of  the  opposite  party  not  having  recourse  to  those  practices,  that  we  had  the  best 
chance  of  success.  And  the  course  that  we  took  then  was  not  with  reference  to  a  petition, 
— I  mean  with  reference  to  the  determination  to  have  a  petition, — but  it  was,  that  being 
resolved  not  to  have  recourse  to  these  practices  ourselves,  we  thought  it  necessaiy  to  take 
the  best  means  in  our  power  to  obtain  evidence  if  those  practices  were  had  recourse  to 
on  the  other  side  in  order  that  we  might  make  such  use  of  them  as  was  necessary,  if 
occasion  arose.     That  is  the  statement  I  wish  to  make  on  that  part  of  the  subject. 


Mr.  Aid.  BrenU  Mr.  Alderman  Bbent  recalled. 


1999.  Have  you  any  bankers  book  for  1850? — No. 

2000.  You  say  this  4507.  was  paid  into  your  account  ? — Yes. 

2001.  Does  that  appear  in  your  banker's  book  ? — No,  I  think  not ;  the  ax3C0unt  will 
appear  as  a  sum,  but  from  what  source  or  what  name  will  not  appear. 

2002.  Who  did  you  pay  the  difference  back  to  ? — I  paid  the  difference  back  to 
Mr.  Coppock  ;  all  I  have  is  in  my  banker's  book :  "  February  28th,  1850.   To  cajsh,  450Z." 

2003.  How  did  you  pass  the  200Z.  and  odd  back  ? — I  paid  that  to  Mr.  Coppock. 

2004.  Did  you  pay  it  personally  ? — Personally. 

2005.  Did  anything  pass  between  you  and  him  on  that  occasion  ? — No,  some  joke ;  I 
told  him  I  had  something  to  return,  he  said  the  smallest  gi-atuity  is  thankfully  received, 
and  some  joke  of  that  kind  ;  that  is  all  I  recojlect. 

2006.  Now,  Alderman  Brent,  you  heard  me  put  some  questions  to  Mr.  Rutter  on  the 
subject  of  certain  vouchers  ? — I  did. 

2007.  On  which  entries  which  he  believes  to  be  in  your  handwriting  appear  ? — Yes. 

2008.  Do  you  dispute  the  fact  ? — I  do  not ;  at  least  I  have  not  seen  them.  I  think  it 
is  quite  probable. 

2009.  Those  axe  the  three  important  ones  (handing  three  papers  to  the  wUnesa)  ? — ^The 
jRrst  case  I  take  is  that  of  C.  Martin. 

2010.  That  is  Martin's  letter  ?— Yes. 

2011.  Turn  to  the  back  of  that ;  what  do  you  read  there  wliich  is  in  your  handwriting  ? 
— I  see  "  Martin  to  be  paid  three  guineas.  Jolm  Brent.  Ordered."  I  can  tell  you  that 
was  a  most  lamentable  case,  quite  a  case  of  charity. 

2012.  Do  you  know  Martin  yourself? — Yes. 

2013.  Have  you  ever  canvassed  him  ? — He  was  a  very  yoimg  freeman  at  the  time  ;  I 
do  not  think  he  had  his  copy  out  at  the  time  he  met  with  the  accident. 

2014.  Did  you  canvass  him  in  1850  ? — I  think  it  is  very  likely  not ;  I  did  not  canvass 
the  man ;  he  was  canvassed,  and  would  have  promised  I  am  sure. 

2016.  Who  canvassed  him  ? — I  do  not  know. 
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2016.  Who  do  you  think?— Very  likely  Colonel  Romilly  and  the  party  going  out  with     Mr.  Aid.  BrenU 
him.  —— 

2017.  Who  escorted  Colonel  Romilly  in  ]  850?— We  all  went  by  turns.  16th  May  1853. 

2018.  On  the  occasion  when  he  went  to  Martin  ? — I  cannot  tell  that.  ■ 

2019.  Cannot  you  tell  who  went  to  that  part  of  the  town? — I  cannot;  he  is  very 
likely  to  have  been  met  in  the  street.     I  do  not  remember  at  alL 

2020.  He  was  certainly  in  the  blue  interest  in  1850  ? — I  think  he  was,  and  would 
alw^avs  be 

2021.  And  in  1852  also  ?— Yes. 

2022.  Did  he  vote  for  the  liberal  candidate  in  1852  ? — I  have  not  the  poll  book,  but 
I  think  it  very  likely  he  did. 

2023.  Look  at  the  next  entiy  :  "  He.  Lepine.''  "  Ordered,  J.  B.''  Is  that  "  Ordered, 
J.  B."  in  your  handwriting  ? — It  is  my  handwriting. 

2024.  Look  at  the  first  item  in  that  list,  and  you  will  see  the  name  of  Busher  ? — James 
Busher. 

2025.  What  is  he  down  for  ? — He  is  down  for  4Z. 

2026.  Do  you  wish  to  correct  a  statement  you  made  in  the  early  part  of  yom*  examina- 
tion to-day,  in  which  I  understood  you  to  deny  you  had  any  knowledge  whatever  of  any 
sum  of  money  being  paid  to  James  Busher,  and  you  said  you  were  quite  certain  if  any 
money  was  paid  you  had  no  part  in  paying  or  promising  it  ? — Yes,  I  do  wish  to  correct 
it,  because  it  must  be  a  mistake.  I  can  only  say  as  regards  this  transaction  they  were 
merely  handed  over  to  me  sitting  in  the  committee,  and  it  was  considered  they  were  to 
be  paid,  and  I  put  my  initials  to  them  as  a  matter  of  course,  very  likely  not  even  seeing 
what  they  were. 

2027.  This  payment  of  Lepine's  and  the  payment  made  by  Delo,  those  payments 
appear,  do  they  not,  in  the  list  which  you  gave  in  on  Saturday  of.  sums  spent  in 
bribery  ? — Not  that  I  gave  in. 

2028.  You  gave  in  a  book  on  Saturday  ? — Yes ;  there  is  no  doubt  they  do  in  that 
book,  but  I  am  not  answerable  for  that  book  in  any  way. 

2029.  The  fact  is  as  I  stated,  is  it  not,  that  you  agree  with  Mr.  Rutter  in  thinking 
those  vouchers  do  relate  to  entries  in  what  I  may  call  the  un-named  list  of  payments 
contained  in  that  book  ? — I  think  it  is  probable  they  do.  I  am  not  aware  of  them  I 
assure  you. 

2030.  Look  at  the  next  one  ? — Here  is  ordered  the  same  again. 

2031.  What  document  is  that  ?— This  is  "  Paid  J.  White.''  Altogether  47?.  It  is  to 
George  Davy. 

2032.  Will  you  have  the  goodness  to  look  at  the  names  in  order  in  that  list ;  can  you 
supply  the  information  which  Mr.  Rutter  was  unable  to  supply  as  to  whom  these  Whites 
are ;  there  are  three  of  them  mentioned  here  ? — There  are  three  or  four ;  here  is  a 
Charles  White,  corkcutter,  who  has  generally  voted  blue.  This  J.  White  I  know 
nothing  about.     There  is  also  a  T.  White. 

2033.  There  is  a  little  lower  down  J.  Jno.  White  ? — T.  Jn.  White  ;  that  is  Jonathan 
White  5  I  know  nothing  whatever  about  him. 

2034.  Have  you  any  doubt  in  your  own  mind  that  one  of  these  Whites  is  the  person 
who  is  stated  to  have  absconded  on  the  occasion  of  the  recent  election  pending  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ? — I  do  not  think  it  is  the  same.  White ;  I  think  this  White  is  the 
uncle  or  father  of  this  Charles  White. 

2035.  Is  the  absconding  White  down  in  that  list  ? — I  do  not  think  he  is ;  I  do  not 
know  personally  that  White.  As  far  as  explanation  would  go,  I  would  state  they 
were  submitted  to  me  merely  as  chairman,  and  my  initials  were  put  to  them  of  coxirse 
without  my  knowing  what  were  the  contents. 


Mr.  Alderman  William  Plummer  sworn  and  examined.  -^^:  AJdmnan 

William  Plummer 

2036.  We  are  told  you  were  the  deputy  chairman  of  the  liberal  committee  ? — I  was  so        _ — 

called. 

2037.  Were  you  so  in  fact  ? — Well,  I  have  never  acted  as  such ;  I  never  got  opposite  to 
the  chairman.  In  fact,  as  you  have  heard,  it  was  a  mere  nominal  committee  ;  however 
I  was  called  so. 

2038.  Were  you  mixed  up  with  the  election  of  1847  at  all  ? — Yes. 

2039.  On  that  occasion  did  you  fill  that  nominal  post,  if  it  is  a  nominal  one  ? — I 
did  not. 

2040.  What  part  did  you  take  at  the  election  of  1847? — I  acquiesced  at  the  meeting 
of  th^  committee  in  passing  the  bills. 

2041.  Were  you  aware  yourself  that  many  of  the  accounts  rendered  were  sums  paid  in 
bribery  ? — ^Yes,  I  was. 

2042.  Were  you  aware  previously  to  the  bills  having  been  brought  in  that  sums 
of  money  were  passing  through  your  committee  for  the  purpose  of  bribery? — No,  I 
was  not. 

2043.  Did  you  make  any  observations  when  the  bills  came  in  ?  You  say  you  were  not 
aware  they  were  sums  used  for  the  purpose  of  bribery  ? — Yes. 
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2044  How  did  that  come  to  your  knowkdge  if  you  were  uot  aware  what  it  was  for  1 

It  was  so  stated.    The  bills  have  been  produced,  I  imagine,  before  you,  and  the  lists, — 

those  which  were  aU  shown  to  me. 

2045.  You  only  knew  it  from  the  bills  ? — I  only  knew  it  from  the  bills. 

2046.  Do  you  confirm  what  the  other  witnesses  in  the  liberal  interest  have  told  us 
with  reference  to  the  colour  tickets  ? — I  never  saw  the  colour  tickets. 

2047.  Do  you  know  as  a  fact  applications  were  made  for  colour  tickets  ? — I  do  not 
know  that. 

2048.  You  never  saw  any  application  ? — I  never  did.  In  the  elections  I  have  always 
taken  part  in  canvassing,  avoiding  committee  rooms,  and  to  the  best  of  my  recollection 
I  never  saw  a  recommendation  brought. 

2049.  And  no  tickets? — And  no  tickets  before  Saturday. 

2050.  Did  you  yourself  ever  promise  anything  to  a  voter  for  his  vote  ? — Never. 

2051.  Do  you  ever  recollect  giving  anything  to  a  voter  for  his  vote  ? — Never. 

2052.  Neither  promise  nor  inducement  of  any  kind? — Nothing  whatever,  except  public 
motives,  upon  public  principles.  That  is  the  only  reason  I  have  ever  considered  I  ought 
to  act  upon.     I  put  it  upon  principle. 

2053.  You  have  taken  a  great  part  in  all  canvassings  at  all  elections  ? — Yes. 

2054.  Did  you  canvass  in  1850  ? — I  did. 

2055.  Did  you  canvass  the  C.  Martin  of  whom  we  were  speaking  just  now? — I 
cannot  say.     If  I  canvass  I  forget  all  about  it  afterwards. 

2056.  Did  Martin  promise  to  vote  on  that  occasion  for  the  liberal  candidate  ? — I 
cannot  say. 

2057.  Have  you  no  book  at  home  ? — I  have  no  book  at  home  or  paper  of  any  kind 
whatever. 

2058.  Who  keeps  the  canvassing  books  ? — I  cannot  say.     Mr.  Aris,  I  think. 


Mr.  Aid,  Brent. 


Mr.  Alderman  Brent  recalled. 

2059.  Is  there  any  canvassing  book  for  1850  ? — I  have  no  doubt  there  is. 

2060.  Who  do  you  think  has  got  it  ? — I  have  not  got  it.     I  should  say  Mr.  Aris  has. 
(Mr.  John  Aris  produced  the  canvassing  book  for  1850  containing  an  alphabetical 

list  of  all  the  voters.) 


Mr.  Alderman 
WiUiam  Plummer. 


Mr.  Alderman  Plummer  recalled. 

2061.  Look  at  Charles  Martin  in  that  book,  and  then  answer  the  question  I  put  to  you 
just  now,  whether  Martin  on  that  occasion  promised  to  vote  for  Colonel  Romilly  ? — I  can 
know  nothing  about  it  for  I  never  saw  the  book  before. 

2062.  Is  that  the  canvassing  book  ? — I  know  nothing  about  it. 

2063.  In  whose  handwriting  is  that  book  ? — I  should  say  in  Mr.  Aris'  as  far  as  I  know. 

2064.  In  whose  handwriting  is  the  pencil  mark  there  opposite  Martin's  name,  in  a 
column  by  itself ;  somebody's  initials  ? — It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say  ;  it  is  not  plain 
enough  for  me  to  conjecture. 

2065.  You  cannot  state  as  to  your  belief  whether  Martin  on  that  occasion  promised  to 
support  the  liberal  candidate  ? — No,  I  cannot. 

2066.  Not  even  as  to  yom*  belief? — No,  I  cannot ;  I  know  nothing  about  it. 

2067.  I  did  not  ask  you  what  you  knew  ;  do  you  believe  on  that  occasion  he  promised 
to  vote  for  Colonel  Romilly  ? — I  cannot  believe  at  aU.  I  do  not  know  anything  about 
the  man. 

2068.  How  many  days  did  the  canvass  last  in  1850  ? — I  cannot  say,  except  from  what 
Colonel  Romilly  said  just  now ;  about  a  week  he  said. 

2069.  Did  you  begin  before  Colonel  RomiUy  came  down  ? — I  thilik  not. 

2070.  Did  it  go  on  during  the  whole  time  that  Colonel  Romilly  was  here  ? — Yes,  I 
believe  it  did. 

2071.  .Then  this  book,  referring  only  to  three  days,  is  not  a  complete  list ;  is  that  so  ? — 
I  do  not  know  anything  of  the  book,  I  have  not  examined  it. 


Mr.  John  Aris. 


Mr.  John  Aris  recalled. 

2072.  I  would  like  you  to  explain  what  that  is ;  it  does  look  rather  odd  opposite  th^ 
name  of  Stone,  William  Isaac,  Northgate,  814 ;  read  it? — 814,  Stone,  W.  Isaac,  Northgate ; 
then  there  is  a  pencil  mark,  St.  My.,  meaning  St.  Mary's,  Northgate,  "  2d  March  ;  must 
have  two  tickets  or  not  vote."     I  think  that  is  what  he  asked. 

2073.  Do  you  know  whose  handwriting  it  is  ?— It  is  mine.  I  will  explain  that  if  you 
will  allow  me.  There  were  several  gentlemen  who  acted  as  canvassers  going  out  canvass- 
ing with  the  candidate  ;  they  have  books,  and  they  make  their  memoranda  in  those  books. 
Those  books  are  brought  to  the  committee  room,  and  the  remarks  in  those  books  are 
transferred  to  that  book,  the  committee  book. 
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2074.  You  have  the  oommittee  book  ? — Those  small  books  I  have  not  got.  Mr.  John  Arts, 

2075.  What  are  those  marks  in  the  different  columns  ;  I  mean  the  dashes  ? — ^Those  

are  promises.  16th  May  1853. 

2076.  Isaac  Stone  is  put  down  as  no ;  you  have  got  headed  up  no  and  yes,  in  pencil,        

at  the  top  of  the  column  ? — No ;  that  is  Northgate  Street 

2077.  You  mark  Isiiac  Stone  as  a  vote,  as  a  promise  ? — Yes  ;  if  it  is  down  there  that 
would  be  a  promise. 

2078.  That  means  it  was  a  promise  ? — I  am  now  merely  speaking  from  information  ; 
I  never  went  canvassing  myself.  There  are  many  things  voters  ask  in  the  canvass.  I 
presume  that  was  inserted  in  consequence  of  what  transpired  with  the  canvasser  on  thnt 
occasion. 

2079.  Can  you  state  at  this  distance  of  time  who  gave  you  the  information  ? — I  canno;.. 
Mr.  Jackson,  I  think,  was  out  canvassing. 

2080.  Have  you  not  somewhere  or  other,  or  has  not  somebody  or  another,  a  ist 
of  the  promises  extracted  from  the  canvassing  book  for  convenience  and  use  before  tnt 
election? — There  was  not  any  in  1860,  because  the  election  of  1850  was  of  so  short  a 
duration  nothing  of  the  sort  was  done ;  in  fact  we  were  all  behind. 

2081.  You  anticipated  the  contest  down  to  12  o'clock  on  Sunday  night ;  the  nomination 
was  to  take  place  on  the  next  day  ? — There  was  not  sufficient  time  to  get  ready,  con- 
sequently there  was  not  that  course  adopted  that  ought  to  have  been. 

2082.  Had  they  not  begun  to  prepare  a  book  containing  those  who  had  already 
promised  ? — Only  that  book. 

2083.  That  is  the  canvassing  book  ? — That  is  the  committee  book ;  the  information 
from  the  canvassers  book  is  transferred  to  that. 

2084.  Is  there  no  rough  draft  of  such  a  list  as  I  have  suggested  ? — No ;  nothing  but 
this  alphabetical  list. 

2085.  This  book  only  comes  down  to  the  third  day  of  the  canvass ;  have  you  got  a 
book  going  a  little  further  than  that  ? — No  other  book  at  all 

2086.  Just  look  at  544,  for  an  imcontested  election ;  read  the  note  ? — See  544,  Charles 
Lamberton,  St.  Peter  s  Place,  five  in  ibunily,  all  go  one  way ;"  that  is  meaning  all  the 
same  political  creed. 

2087.  It  is  not  so ;  read  it  again  ? — "  Five  in  fiamily,  all  will  go  one  way/' 

2088.  Can  any  body  ftimish  more  accurate  information  upon  the  point  than  yourself? 
— ^There  were  two  clerks  employed  ;  one  Henry  Taylor,  and  I  think  another  yoimg  man 
by  the  name  of  White,  who  has  since,  I  believe,  gone  into  the  excise. 

2089.  Were  they  canvassers  ? — They  were  employed  in  the  committee. 

2090.  Were  there  not  one  or  more  canvassers  that  went  roimd  with  Colonel  Romilly 
from  the  beginning  to  the  end  of  his  canvass,  and  kept  books  all  the  time  ? — I  forget  whether 
Delo  or  Saimders  went.  I  cannot  think  now  whether  it  was  Saunders  or  Delo.  It  was 
merely  to  show  where  the  voter  resided. 

2091.  One  or  the  other  went ;  did  they  keep  books  themselves? — I  believe  they  did. 

2092.  Did  Colonel  Romilly  keep  a  book  himself?— I  never  saw  one. 

2093.  Who  kept  Colonel  Romilly 's  own  private  book  ? — That  is  the  book,  private  and 
public,  as  it  were. 

2094.  There  is  no  other  book,  except  what  the  canvassers  might  have  had  ? — No. 

2095.  And  if  the  canvassers  reported  the  result  of  their  canvass  from  their  private 
books,  it  was  your  duty  to  take  that  information  down,  and  complete  this  book  from  that 
information  ;  is  that  so  ? — Yes. 


Mr.  Alderman  Plumicer  recalled.  Mr.  Alderman 

Plummer. 

2096.  Have  you  any  such  book  as  I  have  just  suggested  ? — No.  

2097.  Nothing  more  complete  than  that  ?— Nothing  whatever.  I  have  no  book  or 
paper  whatever. 

2098.  Had  you  any  lately  ? — I  never  had. 

2099.  You  cannot  throw  any  light  at  all  on  the  possible  custody  of  those  papers  that 
we  want  ? — None  whatever.  I  have  merely  gone  with  the  candidates  canvassing,  and 
there  I  finished. 

2100.  You  have  not  heard  of  any  paper  being  destroyed  any  where  ? — Certainly  not. 
May  I  be  allowed  to  say,  that  although  I  attended  this  meeting  were  the  bills  were  passed, 
and  the  list  of  bribed  persons  produced,  that  I  objected  most  strongly  to  the  whole  pro- 
ceeding ?  I  attended  not  knowing  that  bribery  proceedings  had  taken  place.  I  was  then 
requested  afterwards  by  Alderman  Brent  to  attend  the  committee  for  a  similar  purpose. 
I  asked  him  what  business  was  to  be  transacted  ;  he  told  me  they  intended  to  pass  the 
sheriflF's  bills.  I  said  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  attend,  but  if  I  attend  I  can  be  of  no  use  ; 
I  never  will  consent  to  the  passing  of  that  bill. 

2101.  You  mean  the  shenffs  bill  ?— Yes  ;  it  was  about  three  times  the  amoimt  which 
was  thought  proper. 

2102.  That  was  lOOZ.  and  upwards  ?— I  believe  you  have  the  biU  before  you. 

2103.  It  was  in  1847?— In  1847. 
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Mr.  Alderman  2104*.  How  long  have  you  been  connected  with  the  election  proceedings  in  Canterbury  ? 
Plummer,         — Since  1835. 
— .^  2105.  You  have  known   of  these   things  going   on   all  this   time? — I   have   never 
I6th  May  1853.     seen  it. 
2106.  You  knew  it  perfectly  well  ?— I  did. 

2107.  That  did  not  astonish  you  much  or  revolt  you  ?— Of  course  it  did  not. 

2108.  You  draw  a  broad  distinction  between  that  and  giving  a  man  money  ?— No  ;  I 
draw  no  distinction  whatever.     I  never  consented  to  giving  the  colour  men  money. 

21 09.  How  came  you  to  be  so  suddenly  virtuous  in  1847  when  you  told  Mr.  Brent  you 
would  not  be  a  party  to  paying  the  sheriflF's  bill?— I  have  never  had  any  tiling  to  do 
with  it. 

2110.  Since  1835  you  have  known  of  these  colour  tickets,  wliich  you  consider  the  same 
as  bribery  ? — Could  1  stop  it  myself? 

2111.  You  have  been  a  party  to  the  transaction  ? — I  have  been  a  party  to  inducing 
people  to  vote,  if  that  is  being  party  to  such  proceedings. 

2112.  I  only  put  the  questions  on  account  of  your  volunteering  that  you  were  dissatis- 
fied with  the  bribery? — I  only  know  that  few  persons  have  asked  me  for  those 
tickets. 

2113.  If  you  had  objected  to  this  bribery  in  184?7,  or  any  one  member  had  objected  to 
the  passing  of  these  bribery  bills,  I  ask  you,  as  a  man  of  common  sense,  would  it  be  possible 
for  those  who  produced  them  to  have  passed  them  ? — As  an  individual  I  could  not  stop 
the  passing  of  them. 

2114.  Were  5^ou  the  only  person  that  objected? — I  was  the  only  person  tliat 
objected. 

2115.  You  never  objected  before  to  the  system  of  colour  tickets? — I  never  had  an 
opportunity.     I  never  saw  any  accounts  of  it  before. 

2116.  You  knew  perfectly  well  that  the  colour  tickets  were  given? — Of  course  I  did. 


Mr.  Aid,  Brent. 


Mr.  Alderman  Bkent  recalled. 

2117.  Do  you  wish  to  make  a  statement? — I  wish  to  make  one  or  two  observations 
with  regard  to  what  I  said  as  to  the  amount  received  from  Colonel  Romilly. 

2118.  Tlie  450Z.  ?— Yes.  I  stated  I  went  to  London,  as  you  are  all  aware,  and  that  I 
saw  Colonel  Romilly  there ;  that  I  had  some  conversation  with  him,  and  that  I  believe 
I  mentioned  to  him,  and  I  am  still  of  opinion  that  I  did  mention  to  liim,  the  amount  we 
might  require.  However,  in  consequence  of  that,  450Z.  was  paid  into  my  account,  as  I 
imagined ; — and  I  may  tell  you,  when  my  evidence  was  read  over  stating  that  I  returned 
it  to  Colonel  Romilly,  that  was  not  the  fact ;  but  I  believe,  from  him  or  tlu'Oi\gh  his 
influence,  it  was  obtained.  Having  the  money  in  hand,  or  at  least  a  portion  of  that 
money  in  hand,  I  thought  it  better  to  return  it. 

2119.  We  understand  that  ? — I  thought  the  impression  was  that  it  was  contrary  to 
what  Colonel  Romilly  had  stated. 

2120.  Yours  and  Colonel  Romilly 's  evidence  are  perfectly  consistent  one  with  the 
other? — It  might  be  inferred  that  I  had  paid  it  into  Colonel  Romilly s  own  hands, 
which  I  did  not  mean  to  say. 


Charles  Goodwin. 


Charles  Goodwin  sworn  and  examined. 

2121.  What  are  you ;  a  maltster  ?— No. 

2122.  A  brewer  ?— No. 

2123.  Have  you  been? — Yes,  I  have  been. 

2124.  What  are  you  now  ? — I  am  in  the  hop  trade. 

2125.  Have  you  been  for  many  years  concerned  in  election  matters  in  Canterbury? — 
Very  little. 

2126.  In  the  year  1847  were  you  engaged  for  the  blue  party?— I  was  with  the 
Honourable  Mr.  Smythe. 

2127.  Was  that  the  blue  party? — No  ;  we  had  pink  colours. 

2128.  Were  you  ^n  the  same  side  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ?— We  agreed  with 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  party ;  we  coalesced  to  oppose  the  Conservatives. 

2129.  What  was  your  duty  ?  You  talk  of  we  ;  you  identify  yourself  with  Mr.  Smythe  ; 
what  was  your  duty  on  that  occasion  at  that  election  ?— My  duty  was  nothing  particular. 
When  I  say  we,  I  mean  my  friend  Mr.  Edward  Southee  and  myself;  we  generally  were 
working  together  friendly. 

2130.  You  say,  nothing  particular.  We  will  judge  whether  it  is  particular  or  not. 
Tell  us  what  it  was  ?— I  only  assisted  in  gettmg  all  the  votes  I  possibly  could. 

2131.  We  have  been  told  that  you  drew  1501.  ?— Yes. 

2132.  You  did  ?~I  did. 

2133.  Who  was  it  you  got  that  from  ?— I  got  it  from  Mr.  Rutter,  I  think. 

2134.  We  have  also  been  told  that  you  got  that  150/.  for  the  purpose  of  gettincr  a 
certain  number  of  votes ;  is  that  true  ? — Yes.  '^ 
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2135.  It  is  true?— But  I  will  tell  you,  in  the  first  place,  why  I  said  I  had  so  little  to  Charles  Ooodwitu 
do  with  electioneering  afikirs.  

2136.  As  far  you  have  gone  it  is  very  little  ? — I  never  was  in  an  election  committee  16th  May  1858. 

in  my  life,  and  although  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe  coalesced  with  Lord  Albert  Conyng-  

ham,  we  did  not  go  near  the  committee ;  we  only  went  to  the  Fountain  ;  and  some  short 

time  previous  to  the  election  there  was  a  list  of  names  brought,  I  should  think  140  or 
150,  and  I  was  asked  if  I  would  take  the  management  of  them  ;  there  were  plenty  of 
people  who  would  take  a  portion  ;  the  contract  was  to  be  5i.  per  vote. 

2137.  Who  said  that? — Mr.  Sladden,  who  brought  the  hst  to  me,  and  stated  that. 

2138.  Stated  to  you  that  the  contract  was  to  be  61.  a  vote  ?— j6;'5  per  vote  ;  and  asked 
me  whether  I  would  take  the  management  of  the  whole  of  them,  and  I  said  I  would  not 
have  anything  to  do  with  it ;  but  after  some  considerable  time  I  agreed  to  take  ten  of 
them.  Mr.  Sladden  brought  me  ten  names  ;  for  those  ten  names  he  told  me  distinctly, 
"  You  pay  your  own  expenses  ;  bl,  each  is  the  price  allowed  for  all  you  poll  of  them." 
I  polled  thirty. 

2139.  We  want  the  conversation  when  the  ten  names  were  given  you? — I  beg 
pardon,  it  is  thirty  names. 

2140.  Will  you  give  us  those  names  ? — I  cannot  give  you  the  whole  of  those  names. 

2141.  Give  us  as  many  as  you  can  ? — WeU,  there  was  one  that  I  recollect  of  the  name 
o{  Tookey,  and  there  was  Barnett  the  butcher,  and  I  think  there  were  two  Stredwicks  ; 
four  or  five,  I  think ;  I  think  there  were  five.  I  think  I  gave  the  five  30Z.,  that  is  6i. 
eacL 

2142.  You  over  did  it  ? — No.     I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  sliow  you  I  gave  one  lOZ. 

2143.  One  is  a  tener ;  who  was  that ;  you  cannot  have  forgotten  him  ? — I  think  it  was 
Tookey.  There  were  five  I  gave  30Z.  to.  To  confirm  that  statement,  at  that  time  I  was 
in  the  malting  trade,  and  I  gave  Mr.  Pearson  Dray,  a  foreman  of  mine,  now  a  brewer  in 
Canterbury,  the  30i.  to  give  those  five  voters  after  they  had  polled,  and  he  will  be  able 
to  confirm  that  part  of  it. 

2144.  Had  you  promised  those  five  the  30?.  in  respect  of  their  votes  ?-^I  did. 

2145.  Had  you  made  a  contract  with  them,  that  if  they  voted  for  your  blue  party 
they  should  have  30i.  ? — If  they  voted  for  Smythe  ami  Conyngham. 

2146.  And  did  you  hand  over  that  money  to  the  gentleman  you  mentioned,  for  the 
purpose  of  paying  them  ? — I  did. 

2147.  As  your  recollection  is  so  perfect  with  reference  to  that  transaction,  surely  you 
can  tell  me  the  names  of  the  five  ? — ^There  were  two  Stredwicks  ;  I  cannot  teU  you  the 
rest 

2148.  Were  the  two  Stredwick's  part  of  the  five  ? — The  two  Stredwicks  and  I  think 
Tookey. 

2149.  Tookey  was  the  man  who  took  the  lOZ.  ? — I  named  it  to  Mr.  Dray  last  night. 
I  said  you  paid  those  five  men.  I  said  "  was  Tookey  one  of  them  V*  and  he  said,  "  I  really 
forget."  I  said,  "  I  gave  you  30i.  to  give  five  of  them  ;"  and  he  said,  "To  save  my  life  I 
could  not  tell  who  they  were."  He  said,  "I  know  Tookey  had  lOZ."  Tliis  is  what 
Mr.  Dray  told  me  last  night. 

2150.  Who  is  that? — Mr.  Pearson  Dray,  he  was  my  foreman  at  that  time. 

2151.  With  the  exception  of  the  names  you  have  mentioned,  can  you  tell  us  any  other 
names  of  the  thirty  ? — I  cannot  indeed. 

2152.  Did  you  pay  them  all  yourself,  except  the  five  which  were  paid  by  Dray  the 
brewer? — I  do  not  think  I  did.     I  paid  but  very  few,  if  any. 

2153.  Who  did  you  pay  ? — I  cannot  teU. 

2154.  Who  did  you  employ  to  pay? — I  cannot  tell.  There  were  thirty  names  given 
me  on  a  paper. 

2155.  Have  you  ever  been  charged  with  having  kept  a  great  deal  of  that  money  your- 
self and  not  paid  them  ? — No. 

2156.  You  are  quite  certain  of  that  ? — There  was  one  circumstance  that  I  must  tell 
you.  It  was  that  of  a  Mr.  Covell ;  his  name  was  down  in  my  list  as  one  of  the  thirty 
names,  and  his  name  was  taken  by  some  one,  and  when  he  polled  they  drew  the  5i.  from 
me,  but  to  save  my  life  I  do  not  know  who  it  was  that  had  it.  I  heard  this  Mr.  Cavell 
was  very  dissatisfied  about  the  thing,  and  I  called  upon  him.  I  did  not  even  know  the 
old  gentleman.  He  clearly  satisfied  me  that  he  was  beyond  the  taking  of  a  bribe  fi-om 
any  one ;  that  he  was  quite  above  that.  Still  those  names  were  put  down  and  brought 
into  the  market  at  those  prices ;  therefore  it  was  a  decided  contract.  Nothing  could 
satisfy  the  old  gentleman  without  I  would  give  liim  up  the  name.  I  could  not  give  up 
the  name,  having  paid  the  U\ ;  then  here  comes  something  very  impleasant. 

2157.  You  did  keep  no  vouchers? — No. 

2158.  Did  you  return  the  name  of  this  gentleman,  that  complained,  and  was  above 
taking  the  bribe,  as  having  received  the  bL  ? — They  gave  me  the  list.  "  Here  are  thirty 
names.''  They  gave  me  the  names,  saying,  "  As  soon  as  those  names  are  polled  you  draw 
your  5i.  each  for  them. 

2159.  Whether  they  received  the  U,  or  not?— Exactly  so. 

2160.  When  all  those  thirty  names  were  polled,  you  received  the  150Z.  ? — Yes. 

2161.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  had  gone  and  had  a  commimication  with  each 
of  those  thirty  voters  ? — No ;  the  one  that  had  not  received  the  money. 
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Charles  Goodwin.       2162.  Had  you  had  a  previous  communication  with  each  of  those  parties  that  they 
would  have  5L  if  they  voted  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham  ? — Oh  dear  no. 

I6th  May  1858.        2163.  Just  now  you  told  me  you  had. — With  each  one  ? 

'  2164.  How  many  did  you  see  with  reference  to  that? — I  cannot  recollect  one  beyond 

what  I  have  told  you. 

2165.  Did  you  see  those  particular  ones? — I  saw  the  Stredwicks  and  the  party 
of  five. 

2166.  You  saw  them?— Yes. 

2167.  You  saw  Tookey? — I  saw  him. 

2168.  Did  you  come  to  an  understanding  with  those  parties  that  they  were  to  be  paid 
for  their  votes  ? — I  did.  I  paid  five  SOL  ;  they  said  the  Conservatives  had  offered  them 
51.,  and  they  would  take  6Z.,  and  I  gave  them  6L  ;  at  least  I  gave  the  SOI.  to  Mr.  Dray. 

2169.  Did  you  come  to  an  understanding  with  no  other  persons  but  those  whose 
names  you  have  given  us  that  they  would  be  paid  5Z.  each  if  they  gave  their  votes  ? — I 
do  not  recollect  any  other  that  I  myself  saw. 

2170.  No  understanding  with  them? — No. 

2171.  Had  you  any  agent  you  employed  ? — Several  would  take  the  names ;  for  instance, 
the  man  Covell.     I  do  not  know  who  took  his  name. 

2172.  I  imderstand  a  party  came  down  and  asked  you  if  you  would  undertake  the 
thirty  ? — A  list  of  names  was  brought  me  by  Mr.  Sladden  to  the  Fountain  of  the  whole 
of  them. 

2173.  And  you  undertook  thirty? — I  undertook  thirty. 

2174.  Did  you  ascertain  before  you  undertook  the  thirty  that  those  thirty  were  to  be 
bought  ? — Of  course. 

2175.  You  did  ? — I  was  to  receive  the  51.  each  for  them. 

2176.  Who  did  you  imderstand  that  fi-om? — Mr.  Sladden  came  and  said  so. 

2177.  Did  you  put  yourself  in  communication  with  the  thirty,  and  tell  them  you  had 
51.  for  each  for  them  if  they  voted  right  ? — I  did  not  know  them ;  the  names  were  given 
to  me  promiscuously.     I  did  not  know  very  many  of  them. 

2178.  You  did  not  know  them  only  by  name  ? — I  knew  them  only  by  name. 

2179.  How  did  you  pay  them  ? — I  paid  the  person  who  polled  them  ;  if  any  one  came 
and  said,  I  know  such  a  man,  I  can  get  such  a  man,  and  another  said,  I  can  get  those 
two,  I  said  if  you  poll  them  I  will  give  you  the  money. 

2180.  You  did  not  give  the  51  to  the  voter,  but  to  the  man  who  polled  him  ? — True. 

2181.  In  every  instance  did  you  give  the  51.  ? — Oh  dear  no.  I  think  I  gave  Tookey  lOi, 
and  five  I  gave  61  each. 

2182.  That  reduced  the  amount  you  had  to  divide  between  the  remaining  24  ? — 
Yes. 

2183.  What  did  you  give  them  apiece  ? — I  cannot  say. 

2184.  You  kept  no  accoimts? — I  kept  no  accounts  whatever ;  I  only  carried  the  paper, 
and  done  the  best  1  could  ;  there  was  the  money  to  be  laid  out. 

2185.  What  did  they  pay  you  for  that  service  ? — Nothing  at  all. 

2186.  You  had  nothing  for  doing  that  ? — Nothing. 

2187.  What  induced  you  to  do  it  ? — Well,  I  do  not  know,  only  for  the  sake  of  winning 
the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe's  election  if  we  could. 

2188.  You  have  never  had  any  recompense  for  winning  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe's 
election  ? — Not  a  fartliing ;  I  always  paid  my  own  expenses. 

2189.  Now  the  election  of  1852  ;  what  did  you  do  on  that  occasion  ? — We  could  do  but 
very  little  ;  we  had  the  Honouiable  Mr.  Smythe,  and  as  the  blue  party  would  not  with- 
draw a  man,  it  was  a  failure  with  us  altogether. 

2190.  Any  money  going  then? — No,  not  any. 

2191.  Nothing  of  any  sort  ? — No. 

2192.  Have  you  always  been  on  the  blue  side  ? — No. 

2193.  Did  you  do  the  same  good  service  by  the  Beds  that  you  did  by  the  Blues  in 
1847?— No. 

2194.  Did  you  never  bribe  for  the  Reds  ? — I  bribed  one,  perhaps,  many  years  ago,  at 
Mr.  Bradshaw's  election  ;  I  recollect  very  little  about  it ;  it  was  in  the  afternoon. 

2195.  We  will  not  ask  you  about  that? — I  never  have  at  any  other  time. 

2196.  When  was  it  you  went  over  to  the  Blues ;  in  1847  ? — No. 

2197.  You  took  an  active  part  in  1847,  did  you  go  over  to  Mr.  Smythe's  party  in 
1847,  or  did  you  come  over  with  Mr.  Smythe  ? — No ;  I  have  kept  to  the  Honourable 
Mr.  Smythe. 

2198.  You  come  over  with  him  ? — I  have  been  with  him  the  whole  of  the  time. 

2199.  You  mentioned  the  name  of  Sladden;  I  believe  he  is  out  of  England? — I  am  not 
aware  of  that. 

2200.  Is  he  in  Canterbury  ? — I  am  not  aware. 

2201.  You  do  not  know  where  he  is  to  be  found  ? — ^No,  I  do  not. 

2202.  Can  you  give  the  name  of  anybody  who  is  to  be  found  ? — Mr.  Rutter  was  here, 
I  think. 

2203.  We  have  had  him.  Is  there  any  other  person  who  has  not  been  examined  who 
can  throw  some  light  on  the  thirty? — I  do  not  know  that  I  can;  not  to  give  you  their 
names;  I  do  not  know  any.   I  would  freely  tell  you  if  I  knew  them. 
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2204.  Cannot  you  give  a  guess  ?— I  cannot,  or  else  I  should  be  quite  prepared  to  tell   Charbs  Goodunn. 
you.  

2205.  Who  is  Covell? — He  is  an  old  gentleman  who  used  to  live  in  Dover  lane.                 16th  May  185S. 
2206.|There  are  not  two  of  the  name  on  the  register  ?— I  am  not  aware.   I  went  and  saw        -, 

him.    He  was  a  perfect  stranger  to  me.   He  wanted  me  to  give  up  the  name  of  the  person 
who  had  the  5/. 

2207.  Who  got  the  51  intended  for  him  ? — Some  party  had  it  of  me  for  him. 

2208.  Who  was  that  ? — I  do  not  know ;  if  I  knew  I  would  tell  you,  and  woxild  have 
told  him. 

2209.  To  whom  did  you  render  your  accounts  of  the  ]  501,  ?— To  no  one  ;  I  polled  the 
thirty  names. 

2210.  You  got  the  150i.  from  the  committee? — I  received  it  from  Mr.  Rutter ;  I  was 
not  on  the  committee. 

2211.  Did  you  pass  your  accounts  before  the  committee  ? — No. 

2212.  You  passed  your  accounts  with  Mr.  Rutter  ? — No  ;  I  passed  no  accounts  what- 
ever ;  I  had  no  account  to  pass.  The  thirty  names  were  brought  to  me.  They  said, 
"  There  are  the  thirty  names ;  you  may  get  ho  you  like  to  poll  them  ;  as  soon  as  you 
have  polled  them  you  may  draw  the  51  each,  and  as  soon  as  they  were  polled  I  drew 
my  money. 

2213.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  what  you  did  as  to  the  money,  but  I  am  asking  you 
what  took  place  after  the  money  was  all  spent  and  gone ;  did  nobody  ever  ask  you  at 
any  time  to  account  for  it  ? — No  one. 

2214.  Therefore,  if  you  had  liked,  you  might  have  put  the  whole  150^.  into  your 
pocket,  and  not  given  a  farthing  to  anybody  ? — I  think  there  would  have  been  a  noise 
about  it. 

2215.  They  would  have  made  a  noise  about  it? — I  do  not  know  but  that  I  should 
have  been  justified  in  doing  it,  if  I  could  have  polled  them. 

2216.  Who  would  have  made  a  noise  about  it  ? — It  was  a  bon&  fide  contract,  and  if  I 
could  have  put  the  whole  of  it  in  my  pocket  there  would  have  been  a  good  deal  of  credit 
due  to  me. 

2217.  Between  whom  and  you  was  the  contract  made  ? — Between  me  and  Mr.  Sladden; 
he  said  he  came  from  the  committee,  and  he  pressed  me  very  hard  to  have  the  whole, 
and  I  would  only  take  thirty. 

2218.  My  question  is  this  :  Supposing  you  had  not  spent  a  farthing  of  this  in  bribes, 
and  had  put  the  whole  of  it  into  your  pocket,  and  not  one  of  those  thirty  men  had  voted 
for  the  Blue,  who  could  have  adled  you  to  account  for  that  ? — No ;  I  did  not  get  the 
money  tiU  I  polled  them ;  there  were  the  thirty  names,  and  when  they  were  polled,  as 
many  as  I  pleased  of  them,  I  drew  the  51  each.  If  I  had  polled  only  one  half  I  should 
not  have  had  the  money. 

2219.  You  received  the  money  from  the  committee  ?— From  Mr.  Rutter. 

2220.  The  same  day  as  you  paid  it  away,  did  you  ?— I  do  not  know  that  I  did ;  I  am 
not  quite  positive  of  it. 

2221.  At  all  events,  you  received  the  money  from  the  committee  after  the  election  ? — 
I  wiU  not  be  positive  whether  I  received  some  on  account  before  I  received  the  150?. ; 
I  do  not  know. 

2222.  My  question  is  this  :  Did  you  receive  any  portion  of  the  money  before  those 
people  polled,  or  not  ? — I  might  have  done  so. 

2223.  You  told  me  you  did  not  receive  a  farthing  until  after  they  were  polled  ? — 
If  I  did  receive  any,  it  was  lent  me  on  account  because  I  shoidd  not  spend  my  own 
money. 

2224.  On  account  of  what  ? — On  accoimt  of  those  thirty  names. 

2225.  To  whom  would  you  have  had  to  repay  it,  supposing  those  thirty  persons  had 
not  voted  ? — I  had  only  a  portion. 

2226.  To  whom  would  you  have  had  to  repay  that  portion  if  they  did  not  vote  ? — 
I  should  have  had  to  refiind  it  to  Mr.  Rutter,  of  course. 

2227.  How  did  you  satisfy  Mr.  Rutter  that  you  had  paid  it  to  them  at  all  ? — He  did 
not  want  to  know,  if  the  men  had  polled. 

2228.  The  contract  between  you  and  Mr.  Rutter  was  this,  that  provided  they  jx)lled 
you  might  put  the  whole  of  the  money  in  your  pocket  if  you  pleased,  was  that  so  ? — I 
had  no  contract  with  Mr.  Rutter ;  I  merely  had  this  list  of  names  from  Mr.  Sladden,  and 
I  was  directed  to  go  to  Mr.  Rutter  for  the  money. 

2229.  Your  contract  was  with  Mr.  Rutter  and  Mr.  Sladden  ? — With  Mr.  Sladden. 

2230.  Your  contract  with  those  two  persons,  one  of  whom  told  you  what  you  were 
to  do,  and  the  other  gave  you  the  money  to  enable  you  to  do  it,  was  such  that  if  you 
had  got  the  thirty  to  poll,  for  what  they  knew  or  cared,  you  migh  put  the  whole  sum  of 
money  into  your  pocket,  and  so  defraud  the  thirty ;  was  that  so  ?-— Just  so. 

2231.  What  was  the  object  of  that ;  to  prevent  any  ugly  questions  being  asked  after- 
^lyards  ? — I  cannot  tell ;  I  was  surpsised  when  I  heard  it  come  off  with  such  a  large 
number. 

2232.  Did  Mr.  Covell  poll  for  the  Blues? — He  polled  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

2233.  On  this  occasion  ? — Or  eke  they  would  not  have  got  the  5/. 
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Charles  Goodwin.       2234.  And  all  the  other  twenty-nine  polled  for  Smythe  and  ConjTigham  ? — ^Yes,  I 

think  every  one. 

16th  May  1853.         2235.  Did  you  know  Covell  by  sight  ? — No  ;  I  did  not  know  him  until  I  went  up  and 

— ' and  heard  he  was  dissatisfied.    That  was  only  brought  to  light  through  his  giving  a 

recommendation  for  two  colourmen  s  tickets,  which  was  not  an  honourable  sort  of  thmg. 
It  appeared  that  he  gave  a  recommendation  for  two  colourmen's  tickets,  and  those  tickets 
were  not  paid. 

2236.  Did  you  put  his  5Z.  into  your  pocket  ? — No,  I  did  not ;  I  paid  it  to  some  one. 

2237.  To  whom  ? — I  do  not  know. 

2238.  Did  you  pay  it  to  a  person  who  said  he  was  Covell  ? — Oh  dear  no  ;  the  paper 
was  open  to  any  one  who  liked  to  take  two  or  three  names  ;  I  did  not  want  the  job. 

2239.  Did  you  pay  it  to  a  person  who  said  he  was  Mr.  CoveU  ? — No ;  to  somebody  who 
said  that  they  had  polled  him. 

2240.  Did  you  do  that  to  other  voters  ? — Yes. 

2241.  Did  you  take  no  pains  to  ascertain  that  they  got  the  money? — No. 

2242.  Did  any  of  the  other  twenty-nine  complain  that  their  good  names  were  taken 
away,  and  were  about  to  receive  a  bribe  ? — Not  one. 

2243.  What  was  your  belief  at  the  time  ;  that  CoveU  had  received  the  money  1 — ^No; 
I  believed  he  was  above  it,  and  I  did  not  think  he  would  be  guilty  of  doing  it. 

2244.  Did  he  take  any  steps  to  find  out  who  had  personated  him,  and  got  the  money  ? 
— He  wanted  very  much  to  find  out. 

2245.  Did  he  not  know  who  polled  him  ? — No  ;  T  could  not  tell  him. 

2246.  He  did  not  know  the  man  ? — No. 

2247.  For  whom  did  he  vote ;  you  said  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham  ? — He  was  for 
Smythe  and  Conyngham,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

2248.  He  is  put  down  here  as  having  plumped  for  Conyngham  ? — Is  it  of  Dover  Lane  ? 

2249.  Yes  ? — That  is  the  same  man. 

2250.  Have  you  never  known  an  instance  of  a  person  in  Canterbury  taking  a  bribe, 
and  afterwards  saying  he  had  not  taken  one  ? — I  do  not  recollect  one. 

2251.  It  has  been  stated  in  evidence  that  you  did  not  furnish  your  accoimts  to 
Mr.  Rutter  until  long  after  the  election  ? — I  had  no  accounts  to  furnish. 

2252.  Not  even  by  word  of  mouth  ? — Certainly  not.  He  referred  to  his  poll  book,  and 
the  poll  book  showed  him  the  thirty  had  polled,  and  as  I  had  got  the  thirty  names  he 
could  not  refuse  to  pay  me ;  it  was  by  the  contract. 

2253.  Did  you  not  put  your  name  to  any  memorandum  ? — I  forget  whether  I  did  or 
not.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did.  I  might  have  been  foolish  enough  to  put  my  name  then, 
but  I  will  take  care  never  to  do  anything  of  the  kind  again. 

2254.  Why  ? — Because  I  would  not  lend  myself  to  it. 

2255.  Why  is  it  foolish  ? — I  think  I  w^  very  foolish  to  take  thirty  names  to  go  and 
bribe  people. 

2256.  And  put  your  name  to  it  ? — And  then  putting  my  name  to  it  made  it  worse  a 
great  deal. 

2257.  Mr.  Rutter  may  be  correct  in  stating  you  did  render  him  an  account  of  the  dis- 
posal of  tliis  money  a  considerable  time  afterwards  ;  is  that  so  ? — I  rendered  him  the 
account  when  I  got  the  money. 

2258.  Of  the  disposal  of  it  ? — Oh  dear  no.  I  did  not  have  to  render  any  account  at 
all,  if  they  all  polled. 

2259.  Did  you  never  say  to  him,  "  I  have  paid  the  money  to  the  thirty  ?" — He  had  no 
business  to  adc  that.  I  had  spent  a  great  deal  of  my  own  money  previous,  and  that  did 
not  near  pay  me  for  the  thirty  I  bought ;  the  money  that  was  squandered  away  one  way 
or  the  other,  I  know  it  did  not  near  pay. 

2260.  Do  you  mean  to  say  Mr.  Rutter  has  given  an  inaccurate  account  of  the  affair 
when  he  states  that  you  did  furnish  him  with  an  account,  and  that  those  accounts  were 
destroyed  or  lost  ? — I  only  took  the  list  of  people  to  him  that  Mr.  Sladden  furnished  me 
with,  the  thirty  names.  I  said,  "  Look  to  the  poll  book,  and  see  they  are  all  polled  f  and 
he  did  so,  and  they  were  all  polled. 

2261.  Did  you  tell  him  they  were  all  paid? — It  was  no  business  of  his.  The  con- 
tract was,  as  soon  as  they  polled  I  was  to  have  the  money  ;  that  was  the  contract. 

2262.  I  imderstood  you  to  say  that  some  money  might  be  given  to  you  on  account 
before  ? — I  might  have  drawn  some  on  account. 

2263.  Would  not  that  be  accounted  for  between  you  and  him? — I  had  the  1507.  for 
the  thirty  names  I  polled  which  were  given  me  by  Mr.  Sladden. 

2264.  When  you  came,  to  him,  you  said,  "  I  must  have  the  rest  of  the  150Z. ;"  you  did 
not  ask  him  for  the  complete  sum,  but  you  gave  him  credit  for  what  he  had  already 
paid  you? — Certainly. 

2265.  Is  not  that  fiimishing  an  account  of  what  you  have  done  with  it  ? — I  went  with 
the  list  of  names  I  had,  and  he  referred  to  the  poU  book ;  they  had  all  poUed,  and  he 
paid  me. 

2266.  Do  you  think  you  can  ftimish  us  with  the  list  given,  between  this  and  to- 
morrow or  the  next  day  ? — I  am  sure  I  could  not ;  I  have  tried  all  I  can. 

2267.  If  you  went  and  talked  with  some  of  your  Mends ;  your  Mend  Mr.  Southee, 
for  instance,  could  you  ? — I  have  to-day. 

2268.  Can  you  find  out  who  these  these  thirty  were  ? — If  I  knew  I  would  tell  you  in 
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one  moment.     I  do  not  know.     I  have  tried  Mr.  Southee.     I  have  tried  Mr.  Dray,  and    Charles  Goodwin. 

Mr.  Dray  said  last  night  for  the  life  of  him  he  could  not  recollect,  but  any  thing  he  

could  state  he  woxild  be  very  happy  to  give.  16th  May  1853. 

2269.  Perhaps  you  will  have  the  goodness  to  try  again,  and  make  out  the  best  list        

you  can  ? — I  shall  be  very  happy  to  do  that. 

2270.  Is  it  so  common  in  Canterbury  to  bribe  a  man  with  a  ol,  note  that  you  cannot 
tell  when  you  have  done  it? — I  have  not  had  much  to  do  with  bribery,  although  I  may 
have  had  the  credit  of  it. 

2271.  It  would  be  more  easy  for  you  to  do  it,  then ;  it  is  unfair^  to  the  others,  as  you 
have  given  the  names  of  four  or  five  ? — I  should  be  very  glad  if  I  could  give  them,  but 
I  know  I  cannot. 

2272.  You  have  given  us  the  names  of  four  or  five  ? — I  wish  I  coxdd  give  it  you.  I  do 
not  like  to  expose  my  neighbours  ;  I  am  very  sorry  to  do  it. 

2273.  You  have  exposed  fiva  I  am  told  you  know  them  ? — I  do  not ;  if  I  did  I  would 
tell  you  in  a  moment. 

2274*.  Do  you  think  Mr.  Southee  knows  them  ? — I  am  sure  he  does  not.  You  will  hear 
what  he  says.  I  asked  him  this  morning  if  he  recollected  any,  and  he  said  not.  I  have 
told  you  what  I  know  of  the  thing. 


Mr.  EowARD  Spear  Southee  sworn,  and  examined.  Mr.  E.  S.  Southu 


2275.  What  are  you  ? — A  parchment  maker. 

2276.  Have  you  been  long  living  in  Canterbury  ?— I  have  been  living  in  Canterbury 
nearly  the  whole  of  my  life  ;  fifty  years  at  any  rate. 

2277.  How  long  have  you  been  a  voter  ? — I  should  say  thirty  years. 

2278.  What  are  you  as  a  voter ;  a  fi'eeman  or  householder  ? — I  am  a  freeman,  and  a 
householder  as  well. 

2279.  You  vote  as  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

2280.  Previous  to  1847  what  party  were  you  of;  Red  or  Blue  ?— Red. 

2281.  In  1847  were  you  for  the  Blues?— In  1847  I  voted  for  the  Blues. 

2282.  And  acted  for  the  Blues  ?—  And  acted  for  the  Blues. 

2283.  Were  you  acting  for  the  Blues  in  company  with  Goodwin,  the  last  witness  ? — 
For  that  election  ? 

2284.  Yes  ?— I  was. 

2285.  Did  you  have  any  money  given  to  you  for  the  purpose  of  buying  votes  ? — Not 
a  shilling. 

2286.  Did  you  give  any  yourself? — I  do  not  know  that  I  did ;  I  am  not  aware  of  it. 
I  am  not  aware  that  I  passed  any  money  at  all  out  of  my  hands  to  voters. 

2287.  Try  and  recollect? — I  cannot  recollect.  I  have  often  given  different  voters 
small  amounts  out  of  my  own  pocket  without  any  consideration. 

2288.  K  you  did  not  actually  give  the  money,  did  you  make  a  bargain  ? — No. 

2289.  Nothing  of  the  sort  ? — I  do  not  recollect  having  made  any  bargain  at  all. 

2290.  Were  you  aware  Mr.  Goodwin  was  bargaining  for  votes  ? — I  was  aware,  knowing 
that  Mr.  Goodwin  was  solicited  strongly  by  the  party  to  use  his  utmost  endeavours  to 
gain  the  election ;  that  he  had  a  certain  amount  of  money  handed  to  him  for  the  per- 
%rmance  of  that  duty  ;  and  I  believe,  as  Mr.  Goodwin  stated  here,  a  list  was  given  to 
him  of  a  certain  number  of  voters  ;  thirty,  I  believe  he  said  ;  possibly  it  might  have  been 
more  or  lees ;  very  likely  more ;  at  any  rate  it  appears  he  had  polled  thirty  of  the  men  ; 
and  I  believe  afterwards,  according  to  the  arrangement  made,  there  was  paid  to  him  150/ 

2291.  You  were  aware  of  that? — Yes. 

2292.  Before  he  got  the  votes  polled  ? — No,  not  before  he  got  the  votes  polled.  I  was 
not  aware  of  that. 

2293.  Did  you  see  the  list  ? — I  saw  the  list.  I  cannot  say  I  could  recognize  the  names 
in  the  list.     I  saw  the  list,  but  whether  there  was  30  or  40  names  I  cannot  say. 

2294.  Can  you  teU  us  the  names  of  any  in  that  list  ? — I  cannot ;  it  is  a  long  time  since  ; 
these  are  things  that  very  soon  slip  my  memory.  After  electioneering  matters  are  over 
I  very  soon  forget  them  ;  after  the  excitement  of  the  time  is  over  I  very  soon  lose  sight  of 
them.     If  I  could  I  should  be  most  happy  to  render  you  any  assistance  that  you  requira 

2295.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Edwin  Hay  ward  ? — I  cannot  say  that  I  do  not  know 
him,  and  I  can  hardly  say  I  do ;  I  never  saw  him  more  than  twice  in  my  life. 

2296.  At  one  of  those  times  had  you  any  conversation  with  him  about  his  vote  ? — He 
spoke  to  me  on  the  subject  of  liis  vote.  I  believe  it  was  rather  late  in  the  evening  pre- 
vious to  the  last  election.     He  came  up  to  me.     He  was  an  entire  stranger  to  me. 

2297.  This  was  in  1852  ?— The  last  election. 

2298.  Were  you  then  still  blue,  or  had  you  gone  back  to  your  first  love  ? — I  was  a  Blue, 
if  they  had  then  allowed  me  to  be  one,  but  circumstances  so  turned  that  I  voted  in 
opposition  to  the  Blues,  possibly  against  my  own  principles. 

2299.  You  went  back  to  the  Reds  again  ? — I  went  back  to  the  Reds  again,  not  upon 
principle  ;  I  do  not  say  I  did  it  on  principle,  but  however  I  voted  with  the  Reds.  Speak- 
ing of  Edwin  Hayward,  he  met  me  in  the  street,  and  he  said  to  me,  "  Mr.  Southee,  I  am 
desirous  of  voting  for  Johnson  and  Gipps ;  but/'  he  said,  "  I  want  a  little  something  done  for 
me;  something  in  the  shape  of  colourmen's  ticketsor  something  else."  "Well/'  I  said,  "these 
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Mr.E.  S.  Southee.  things  have  been  done  pretty  generally  in  the  City  of  Canterbury  ;  I  dare  say  something 

—  can  be  done  for  you."     Almost  at  the  same  time,  or  shortly  after,  I  met  Mr.  Kelson,  and  I 

16th  May  1853.     said,  "  Kelson  !  here  is  a  voter  that  is  desirous  of  voting  for  your  friends."    Of  course  I  had 

nothing  *to  do  with  that  election  at  aU  ;  however  the  man  came  up  to  me  and  we  went,  as 

he  stated  in  his  evidence,  dowai  to  the  Bricklayers  Arms,  a  house  just  by,  and  there  I  left 
him  in  consultation  with  Mr.  Kelson  about  the  purchase  of  his  vote  ;  that  is  ail  I  know 
about  him.     We  had  a  glass  of  brandy  and  water  together,  which  I  paid  for. 

2300.  Did  you  not  hear  him  bargain  with  Kelson  for  his  vote  for  51,  ? — I  did  not ;  I 
positively  swear  I  never  heard  anything  pertaining  to  it.  I  know  he  wanted  money,  but 
what  amount  I  do  not  know. 

2301.  You  heard  him  bargaining  about  the  purchase  of  the  vote,  but  you  did  not  hear 
the  exact  sum  ? — You  are  right. 

2302.  Now  iu  this  year  1847  when  you  were  acting  for  the  Blues  do  you  mean  to 
represent  that  you  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  bribing  of  those  thirty  people  that 
Mr.  Goodwin  had  the  money  for  ? — Well,  I  assisted  my  friend  Goodwin  in  what  I  call  a 
very  dishonourable  business  ;  it  was  a  very  dishonourable  affair,  I  admit,  but  still  I 
assisted  my  friend. 

2303.  Have  the  goodness  now  to  tell  us  in  what  your  assistance  consisted ;  firsts  you 
led  us  to  suppose  that  you  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  ? — You  may  possibly  be  aware  that 
a  good  deal  of  help  is  generally  required  in  respect  to  getting  voters  up  to  pass  their 
votes.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  exactly  with  respect  to  those  men  who  are  bribed,  but 
those  who  are  not  bribed. 

2304.  Do  not  wander  away  ;  you  have  placed  yourself  in  a  position  of  diflBfculty,  and 
the  manner  in  which  you  will  escape  from  that  diflSculty  depends  on  your  answer  ;  be 
careftil,  and  do  not  wander.  Are  you  aware  that  Goodwin  had  this  1501,  for  the  purpose 
of  purchasing  votes  ? — I  was  aware  he  had  an  amount,  but  I  was  not  acquainted  with  the 
precise  sum. 

2305.  Were  you  aware  it  was  a  very  large  sum  of  money  ? — I  was  aware  it  was  a  very 
large  sum  of  money,  I  cannot  say  what. 

2306.  You  told  us  just  now,  with  a  smile  on  your  figw^e,  as  if  you  thought  it  was  good 
ftm,  that  of  course  you  assisted  your  friend  Goodwin.  Was  that  for  the  piupose  of 
securing  the  votes  for  which  he  received  a  very  large  sum  ? — That  is  quite  right ;  it  waa 

2307.  Now,  have  the  goodness  to  tell  this  Commission  what  it  was  you  did  to  assist 
Mr.  Goodwin  in  securing  the  votes  for  which  he  had  received  a  large  sum  of  money  ? — It 
was  merely  to  get  these  voters  to  poU,  of  course,  as  early  as  possible  after  the  small  con- 
tract was  made  ;  it  was  part  and  parcel  of  my  duty  to  get  those  parties  to  poll  as  soon 
as  possible. 

2308.  Who  informed  you  that  the  small  contract  had  been  made  ;  how  did  you  know 
the  small  contract  had  been  made  ? — I  cannot  say  that  I  know  particularly  of  the  amount, 
but  I  believe  there  were  a  variety  of  amounts  paid  to  the  voters. 

2309.  How  did  you  know  that  the  small  contract,  by  which  I  suppose  you  mean  the 
agreement  to  act,  had  been  made  ? — I  waa  with  my  friend  Goodwin  at  the  time  the 
bargain  was  made. 

2310.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  bargain  Mr.  Goodwin  made  with  the  parties  he  was 
to  buy  up  ? — The  nature  of  the  bargain  was,  that  different  amoimts  were  paid  to  the 
voters  ;  some  one  amount  and  some  another ;  there  was  no  particular  price  ;  although  the 
stipulated  amount  was  51.  per  head,  still  one  man  might  get  61.  or  7i.,  while  another  did 
not  cost  SL  or  4i. ;  there  was  no  profit  at  aU  about  it. 

2311.  We  will  talk  of  the  profit  afterwards.  Do  you  remember  one  man  bargaining 
for  a  lOl.  note  ? — I  do  not  recollect  that  circumstance. 

2312.  Do  you  remember  a  lot  of  them  bargaiuiug  for  61.  a  piece  ;  five  of  them  ? — I 
have  some  slight  recollection  ;  I  cannot  positively  charge  my  memory  with  the  particulars 
on  an  occasion  like  this.  We  are  generally  very  much  excited  at  the  time ;  we  are  a 
little  out  of  the  usual  track  of  our  business,  as  a  matter  of  course.  I  cannot  undertake  to 
say  who  the  parties  were. 

2313.  You  do  not  remember  the  names  of  any  of  those  parties  ? — No,  I  do  not  exactly. 

2314.  Give  us  somewhere  near  ? — Jennings  ;  I  believe  there  were  one  or  two  brothers, 
to  the  best  of  my  recollection.  I  will  not  speak  positively  ;  I  think  they  received  some- 
thing like  6/.,  povssibly  more  ;  I  cannot  say. 

2315.  Are  they  the  brothers  Jennings  ? — I  believe  they  are. 

2316.  ^6.  each? — 6/.  each  ;  it  might  be  more;  I  ciinnot  positively  say. 

2317.  You  say  you  were  present  when  the  bargain  was  made? — Yes,  I  think  I  was  ; 
I  do  not  speak  with  confidence. 

2318.  Tell  us  what  passed  ;  what  was  the  nature  of  the  bargain  ? — They  were  to  have 
the  amount  of  money  as  soon  as  they  tendered  their  votes  ;  gave  their  votes. 

2319.  Give  us  the  very  words  used,  if  you  can? — I  cannot  be  positive  as  regards  the 
precise  words  that  were  used. 

2320.  Did  the  temptation  come  from  Goodwin,  or  did  the  offer  to  be  bribed  come 
from  the  voter  ? — Most  decidedly  from  the  voter,  I  should  say  ;  I  have  every  reason  to 
believe  so. 

2321.  How  did  he  express  himself,  "I  will  come  up  if  you  will  give  me  so  much  "t — 
That  is  something  about  the  general  way  the  parties  do  their  business. 
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2322.  What  ? — In  the  way  you  have  just  now  named.    "  My  vote  is  in  your  hands  if  Mr.  E.  S.  SouAee. 

you  will  give  me  so  much  money  ;"  that  is  about  the  way  parties  who  sell  their  votes  .  L. 

deal  with  them.  16th  May  1853. 

2328.  What  puzzles  me  is  to  know  how  would  the  voter  know  that  Mr.  Goodwin  had . 

got  the  money  in  his  pocket  to  bribe  him  with,  imless  Mr.  Groodwinhad  told  him  so  ? — The 
fact  is  if  they  did  not  know  that  he  had  got  the  money  in  his  pocket  I  believe  Mr.  Good- 
win is  known  well  enough,  parties  would  place  confidence  enough  in  him,  that  if  he  said, 
"You  give  your  vote  and  I  will  arrange  with  you  afterwards,''  that  would  be  sufficient. 

2324.  Do  you  mean  us  to  imderstand  that  Mr.  Goodwin  is  known  to  be  an  honour- 
able man  in  that  way  ? — I  believe  he  stands  well  witli  the  voters  generally ;  at  any  rate, 
more  particidarly  the  working  class  of  voters. 

2325.  Do  you  mean  by  that  that  he  is  a  known  briber  in  Canterbury  ? — No,  not  by 
any  means. 

2326.  What  do  you  mean  then.  That  is  the  impression  on  my  mind  ? — I  had  no  parti- 
cular meaning  in  it,  only  that  he  is  well  known ;  being  an  old  resident  of  Canterbury,  and 
has  generally  behaved  liberally  to  parties  on  all  occasions,  in  distress  or  difficidty  which 
the  industrious  classes  get  into  ;  they  are  glad  to  find  a  man  to  help  them  out  of  it,  and 
Mr.  Goodwin  has  been  always  the  man  to  assist  them  out  of  those  matters. 

2327.  That  does  not  quite  explain  the  observation  you  made  when  you  said  Mr.  Good- 
win said  if  they  would  go  up  they  would  be  quite  cei'tain  that  they  would  be  dealt 
liberally  by?— Yes. 

2328.  What  did  you  imderstand  by  that;  that  they  would  be  paid  liberally  for 
their  votes  ? — What  I  said  was  this,  that  those  parties  who  voted  where  they  had  been 
in  connexion  with  Mr.  Goodwin  were  perfectly  satisfied  after  they  had  voted  that  he 
would  pay  them  according  to  whatever  the  aiTaiigement  might  be  ;  that  is  exactly  what 
it  is;  that  is  as  I  understand  the  thing. 

2329.  Do  you  mean  to  represent,  on  this  occasion  of  1847,  when  he  got  the  150Z.  to 
secure  those  thirty  votes,  it  was  the  first  time  he  had  been  employed  on  such  an 
errand  ? — Yes  ;  I  do.  I  was  never  aware  of  his  having  been  employed  in  a  business  of 
that  kind  before  or  since  ;  it  is  a  solitary  instance. 

2330.  Is  it  a  solitary  instance  ? — A  solitary  instance,  as  far  as  I  believe  ;  although  he 
has  stated  on  some  former  occasion  something  of  the  kind  had  been  done  by  him,  I  was 
not  aware  of  it. 

2331.  You  assisted  him  ;  was  it  a  solitary  instance  in  your  own  case  ? — Yes  ;  I  may 
say  it  was  almost  a  solitary  instance.  I  have  been  aware  of  the  system  that  has  been 
carried  out  in  the  city  of  Canterbury,  but  I  never  took  any  active  part  as  regards  the 
corrupt  practices  ;  whatever  party  I  have  blended  myself  with  or  lent  my  colours  to,  I 
have  done  the  best  to  secm-e  their  election ;  I  have  paid  my  own  expenses. 

2332.  You  have  gone  round  with  the  men  to  endeavour  to  get  the  voters  up  ? — Yes. 

2333.  Have  you  done  that  with  the  Reds  as  well  as  the  Blues  ? — Yes  ;  that  is  right ; 
you  are  quite  right. 

2334.  Did  you  ever  on  the  part  of  the  Reds  assist  the  parties  in  bribing  ?-r— No,  I  never 
had  anything  particidar  to  do  with  it.  I  believe  that  the  practice  has  been  carried  out 
equally  with  one  party  as  the  other,  but  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  money  matters 
or  anything  of  that  kind  with  the  conservative  party. 

2335.  So  you  told  me  at  the  commencement  of  your  examination  with  reference 
to  Mr.  Groodwin,  and  it  turned  out  that  you  were  let  very  much  into  the  secret  of  what 
was  going  on  ;  were  you  let  pretty  much  into  the  secret  when  you  were  red  of  what  was 
going  on  on  the  red  side  ? — No  ;  I  never  wjis  in  the  secret  of  what  they  were  doing. 

2336.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  do  not  know,  of  yom-  own  knowledge  personally,  that 
direct  money  bribery  was  going  on  on  the  part  of  the  Reds  ? — I  knew  the  thing  was 
going  on,  but  I  never  had  any  hand  in  it. 

2337.  You  did  know  it  of  your  own  knowledge  ? — I  knew  the  thing  was  practised, 
but  I  never  practised  it. 

2338.  Were  you  ever  with  those  who  did  ? — Possibly  I  might  have  been  with  parties. 

2339.  Were  you  ever  with  those  who  actually  made  a  corrupt  bargain  for  a  vote  on 
the  part  of  the  Reds  ? — No  ;  I  do  not  recollect  such  a  circumstance. 

2340.  You  do  not  recollect  it  ? — I  do  not,  really  ;  I  could  not  charge  my  memory  or 
recollection  with  a  circumstance  of  that  kind. 

2341.  What  are  you  now? — I  call  myself  a  fi'ee-trader. 

2342.  Are  you  blue  or  red  ? — We  are  pink ;  we  belong  to  a  small  party  called 
the  independent  party  here,  the  pinks  ;  we  are  a  very  small  party.  The  Honourable 
Mr.  Smy  the  is  my  jfriend,  and  has  been  ever  since  he  came  to  Canterbury. 

2343.  Perhaps  he  wiU  not  be  able  to  befi-iend  you  if  you  do  not  take  care  what  you 
are  about.  You  stated  that  you  were  mixed  up  with  gentlemen  in  bribing  for  the  Blues, 
and  you  deny  having  been  mixed  up  with  bribing  for  the  Reds.  Do  take  care  what 
you  are  about ;  remember  what  you  stated  not  ten  minutes  ago.  Do  you  adhere  to 
that  answer,  that  you  know  nothing  of  money  bribery  on  the  part  of  the  Reds  ? — I  cannot 
charge  my  memory  with  having  any  knowledge  of  any  circumstances  of  the  kind. 

2344.  What  do  you  think  of  what  you  told  me  ten  minutes  ago,  about  Mr.  Kelson  and 
Edwin  Hayward ;  you  left  them  bargaining  for  a  vote  ? — Certainly  that  is  a  case  which 
was  rather  an  oversight  with  me,  when  I  stated  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
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Mr.  E.  S.  Southee.       2345.  You  do  not  call  tliat  bribery  ? — The  man  came  up  to  me ;  he  was  entire  stranger ; 

—  I  know  nothing  about  the  man.     I  never  solicited  him,  and  never  saw  him  in  my  life 

16th  May  1853»     before  or  since,  only  on  one  occasion.     I  know  nothing  at  all  about  the  man.     He  said 

• he  wanted  something  done  for  him  in  the  shape  of  colourmen  s  tickets,  or  something  else, 

and  I  saw  Mr.  Kelson,  and  they  went  and  made  their  bargain. 

234?6.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Kelson  was  the  sort  of  man  to  fulfil  what  he  wanted  ? — It 
was  understood  Mr.  Kelson  was  a  party  attending  to  those  matters. 

2347.  You  knew  that  pretty  well,  I  suppose  ? — I  cannot  say  that  I  did  not  know  it ; 
he  is  an  old  citizen,  and  in  cities  like  ours  we  generally  know  the  active  parties,  those 
actively  engaged  in  these  matters. 

2348.  I  suppose,  Mr.  Southee,  when  you  were  acting  for  the  Reds,  before  which  you 
told  me  you  were,  you  were  acting  with  Mr.  Kelson  ? — No  ;  I  had  no  connexion  with 
Mr.  Kelson  before  1847  ;  not  in  electioneering  matters. 

2349.  Have  you  ever  met  him  ? — I  met  him  occasionally,  the  same  as  I  might  do  any 
other  citizen ;  I  might  meet  him. 

2350.  Do  you  know  a  man  called  Thomas  Fisk,  of  Westgate  ? — There  was  a  man  ol 
the  name  of  Fisk  ;  he  lived  in  Westgate  some  few  years  back. 

2351.  In  1847 ;  at  that  election  ?— I  knew  himT 

2352.  Did  you  go  to  him  on  that  occasion  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Smythe  ? — I  have  no 
recollection  at  all  of  the  circumstance  in  the  slightest  degree.  I  knew  the  man ;  I  knew 
he  lived  in  our  neighbourhood ;  but  I  never  paid  him  any  money,  nor  do  I  know  anything 
at  all  about  him. 

2353.  Are  we  to  imderstand  that,  with  the  exception  of  what  you  told  us  about 
assisting  yoiu*  friend  Goodwin,  and  having  been  present  when  Hayward  wished  to  see 
Mr.  Kelson,  that  you  knew  nothing  of  any  money  bribery  in  this  city  ? — No  ;  I  cannot 
charge  my  memory  with  any  knowledge  of  anything  of  the  kind. 

2354.  You  make  that  statement,  and  you  are  perfectly  weU  aware  of  what  you  are 
stating  ? — I  am. 

2355.  Are  you  the  freeman  living  at  Heme  Bay  ? — I  do  not  know,  I  am  sure ;  I  believe 
there  are  some. 

2356.  Are  you  the  person  who  is  named  as  the  freeman  there  ? — No. 

2357.  Is  that  a  relation  of  yours  ? — It  may  be  a  relation  of  mine,  but  I  do  not  know 
him  at  all. 

2358.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Sladden  is  in  England,  or  where  ? — I  cannot  say.  I 
have  heard  he  is  out  of  the  country,  but  I  am  sure  I  do  not  know. 

2359.  You  heard  Mr.  Goodwin's  statement  with  regard  to  Covell  ? — Yes. 

2360.  Can  you  throw  any  light  upon  that  ? — Not  tlie  slightest. 

2361.  Do  you  know  the  man  who  took  the  money? — No. 

2362.  Do  you  know  Covell  ?— No. 

2363.  You  never  knew  him  ? — No. 

2364.  Is  Mr.  CoveU  alive  ? — I  am  sure  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  know  the  man  at  alL 
I  do  not  know  that  I  have  ever  seen  him  in  my  life. 

2365.  I  am  speaking  the  sentiments  of  both  the  gentlemen  on  my  right  and  left,  that 
you  have  certainly  not  given  your  evidence  in  a  satisfactory  manner  to  us. — I  have  done 
my  best,  as  far  as  I  coxild ;  as  far  as  my  recollection  will  serve  me.  I  should  be  most 
happy  to  attend  on  any  other  occasion  that  you  may  require  me,  of  course. 


/Ton.  The  Honourable  Geobge  Percy  Sydney  Smythe  sworn,  and  examined. 
G.P.S.SmyAe. 
2366.  Did  you  firat  come  forward  as  a  candidate  for  this  borough  in  1851  ? — In  1840. 

2367.  Were  you  returned  in   1840?— I  canvassed  in   1840;  it   may  have  been  m 
February  1841. 

2368.  That  was  a  by  election  ;  a  single-handed  election  ? — Yes. 

2369.  Were  you  successful  ?— Yes. 

2370.  Then  I  believe  the  general  election  occurred,  in  June  of  the  same  year  ? — Yes. 

2371.  Were  you  again  a  candidate  ? — Yes. 

2372.  Successful  ?— Yes,  fortunately. 

2373   At  that  time  you  appeared  as  a  Conservative  on  both  occasions  ? — I  cannot  quite 
admit  that. 

2374.  What  they  call  the  Reds  in  this  town  ?— I  can  hardly  admit  that  either. 

2375.  The  Pink  ?— I  wiU  not  admit  that  either. 

2376.  At  any  rate,  Mr.  Smjrthe,  in  1847,  at  the  general  election,  you  appeared  a  decided 
Blue  ?— No  ;  I  do  not  admit  that  either. 

2377.  You  were  on  that  side,  at  any  rate  ? — I  was  supported  by  a  great  majority  oi 
the  blue  party. 

2378.  On  that  occasion  you  were  also  successful  ? — Yes. 

2379.  You  appeared  again  at  the  general  election  of  1852,  and  were  unsuccessful  ? — I 
was  not  a  candidate.     I  had  resigned  before  the  poll  took  place. 

2380.  Some  of  your  friends  polled  for  you  ?— Yes  ;  they  polled,  in  spite  of  my  express 
wish  to  the  contrary.     I  put  out  handbills  in  which  I  requested  them  not. 
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2381.  Have  you  any  means  of  informing  us  what  your  election  cost  you  in  1841  ? —  Hon. 

My  first  election  I  have  no  means.     I  know  pretty  well  about  the  siun.  G*  P*  ^-  SmifAe. 

2382.  Can  you  tell  us  ?— Between  6,000Z.  and  7,0007.  

2383.  Who  were  your  agente  ?— I  had  no  agents.  ^^*^  ^^T  ^^^^' 

2384.  Who  had  the  distribution  of  the  money  ? — That  I  cannot  telL  

2385.  Who  did  you  pass  it  over  to  ?— I  cannot  recollect  that. 

2386.  At  any  rate  you  know  that  money  went  out  of  your  pocket  ? — Yes. 

2387.  At  the  general  election  of  1841  what  were  your  expenses  ? — It  cost  me  preciseh'^ 
l^OOOZ. 

2388.  That  was  conducted  on  a  different  principle  ? — On  a  less  liberal  principle  than 
the  other  clearly.  * 

2389.  Then  the  election  of  1847  ?— The  election  of  1847,  I  think,  C05t  me  900Z. 

2390.  And  the  election  of  1852  I  suppose  was  nominal  ? — Yes. 

2391.  Who  were  your  agents  in  1847  ? — I  had  no  agent ;  on  no  election  at  Canterbury 
have  I  had  an  agent. 

2392.  Who  did  you  pay  the  900Z.  to  ?— I  paid  it  to  Mr.  Rutter. 

2393.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Rutter  s  accounts  ? — Not  before  the  election. 

2394.  After  ? — After  the  election.  Lshould  wish  to  be  examined  about  that  I  read  in 
the  Observer  newspaper  a  report  of  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  s  evidence,  in  which  he  says,  he 
thinks  I  audited  the  accounts  of  the  election  of  1847.  I  most  distinctly  say  I  never  saw 
them  at  aU,  not  till  after  the  election,  and  I  never  saw  them  in  detail  at  all ;  I  simply 
paid  the  money,  I  may  have  had  a  summary  of  the  expenses  given  to  me,  but  I  never 
looked  into  any  accounts  or  detail  whatever. 

2395.  Was  it  ever  brought  to  your  knowledge,  either  after  or  before  the  election,  the 
practices  that  were  being  had  recourse  to  ? — I  must  ask  first  of  all  if  I  am  indemnified 
from  criminating  myself. 

2396.  Yes,  certainly. — After  my  first  election  I  had  a  very  feir  notion  that  such 
practices  were  going  on, 

2397*  I  hope  you  understand,  as  everybody  ought  to  understand  who  give  their 
evidence  here  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commissioners,  is  entirely  indemnified  firom  any 
consequences  whatever.  Did  you  know  yourself  in  the  election  of  1841  any  instance  in 
which  the  practice  had  been  had  recourse  to  ? — Not  personally. 

2398.  Were  they  carefully  concealed  fi-om  you  ? — Certainly. 

2399.  I  suppose,  with  reference  to  the  election  of  1841,  you  are  of  opinion  that  it  was 
something  far  beyond  that  of  giving  colour  tickets  which  was  had  recourse  to  ? — I  think 
there  was  a  very  large  expenditure  for  colour  tickets ;  it  is  a  great  distance  of  time.  I  have 
no  documents  relating  to  it.  I  should  state  the  documents  were  burnt ;  I  never  saw  them. 
The  documents,  by  the  advice  of  Mr.  Lushington,  were  burnt ;  I  never  even  saw  them,  the 
documents  relating  to  that  election,  but  I  have  a  sort  of  vague  idea  the  colourmen's 
tickets  must  have  been  very  large  indeed ;  I  should  say  they  were  about  2,000i, 

2400.  Colourmen  s  tickets  alone  ? — Yes,  that  is  my  impression, 

2401.  That  is  the  single  election  ? — Yea 

2402.  Who  was  your  opponent  ? — Mr.  Heniker  Wilson. 

2403.  How  was  it  on  his  side.  An  equal  expenditure  on  his  side,  or  very  near  ? — 
1  think  not ;  I  heard  firom  him  afterwards  it  was  not  so  much. 

2404.  Did  Mr.  Wilson  state  it  to  you  ?  —  Mr.  Wilson  stated  it  to  me  after  the 
election. 

2405.  How  much  ? — I  do  not  recollect.  • 

2406.  I  think  it  is  stated  here  something  like  4,000Z.  ? — I  think  something  like  thai 

2407.  Now  at  the  election  of  1847  were  you  aware  the  same  sort  of  practice,  although 
to  a  smaller  extent,  was  going  on  ? — I  was,  but  I  hardly  recollec;t. 

240S.  Did  you  hand  that  money  over  to  Mr.  Rutter,  that  900^.,  without  reference  to 
its  being  expended  in  legitimate  expenses  or  not  ? — Yes,  without  reference  to  that ;  I  did 
not  ask  a  question. 

2409.  Ejiowing  exactly  what  the  habits  of  the  city  were,  you  did  hand  him  900Z.  to 
spend  in  any  manuer  he  chose,  provided  the  election  was  safe  ? — Yes ;  that  was  com- 
paratively cheap. 

2410.  In  the  second  election,  in  1841,  you  had  a  colleague  ? — I  had. 
241  !•  Mr.  Bradshaw?— I  had. 

2412.  What  did  he  spend?  How  much  did  it  cost  him? — He  spent  precisely  the  same 
sum,  1,000?.  each. 

2413.  Your  single  election  cost  between  6,000i.  and  7,000Z.  ?— Yes. 

2414.  And  your  second  election  cost  2,000Z.  for  the  two  ? — Yes. 

2415.  When  were  the  accounts  burned? — The  burning  of  the  accounts,  you  must 
understand,  strictly  refer  to  the  first  election  ;  they  were  burnt  about  three  weeks  after 
my.  return. 

2416.  Who  burnt  them  ? — That  I  cannot  exactly  say ;  it  was  done  by  the  advice  of 
Mr.  Lushington.     I  met  Mr.  Lushington  at  Mr.  Kingsford's. 

2417.  Is  that  the  solicitor  ? — Yes. 

2418.  What  is  Mr.  Lushington  ?  —  He  is  the  Right  Honourable  Stephen  Rumbold 
Lushingtoiv  who  was  formerly  the  Governor  of  Madnis. 

2419.  Who  was  the  former  sitting  member? — ^Yes. 
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^^n.  2420.  Did  he  give  any  reason  for  burning  them  ? — Yes. 

C  P.  jS.  Smi^he*        2421.  What  was  it  ? — The  immense  peril  involved  in  them  to  many  parties. 

2422.  Have  you  any  idea  how  many  names  in  round  nimibers  would  have  figured  in 

May  16th  1853.    those  accounts  ? — My  impression  is  sixty. 
■  2423.  In  connexion  with  what  ? — With  bribery. 

2424.  How  many  would  have  figm*ed  in  connexion  with  the  colour  ticket  system  ? — 
That  I  cannot  telL 

2426.  Much  greater  ? — Innumerable ;  2,000i. 

2426.  Did  you  pay  for  colours  at  every  election  that  you  have  stood  in  this  city,^  or 
were  you,  having  once  paid  for  the  colours,  at  liberty  to  keep  them  for  the  next  election  ? 
— I  rather  think  that  is  a  moot  point ;  it  is  'a  legal  question  that  I  ought  to  ask  you. 
I  wanted  to  get  my  flags  and  colours  back,  but  I  did  not  get  them  ;  they  refused  to  give 
them  up,  and  I  did  not  press  it. 

2427.  When  was  that  ?— In  the  election  of  1 847. 

2428.  Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  they  picked  out  yoiu*  initials  from  the  colours, 
and  put  in  others  ? — Not  that  I  know  of 

2429.  You  do  not  know  whether  having  done  duty  for  you  they  did  duty  for  yom* 
opponent  ? — I  cannot  answer  that,  but  I  dare  say  it  is  very  likely  they  did. 

2430.  Did  you  carry  the  blue  colours  in  1847  ?— No. 
.     2481.  What  colours  had  you  in  1847  ?— Pink. 

2432.  Did  the  committee  wear  blue  or  pink  ;  I  think  they  wore  both  ;  probably  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham's  was  blue,  standing  on  what  we  call  the  blue  interest. 

2433.  Had  you  the  same  committee  as  Lord  Albert  Oonyngham,  or  a  different  one  ?— 
I  forget  whether  it  was  called  a  committee  or  not. 

2434.  At  all  events  the  same  people  acted  for  both  ? — Yes. 

2436.  The  statement  you  read  in  one  of  the  newspapers,  and  the  purport  of  which  you 
or  the  newspapers  appear  to  have  mistaken,  was  this,  which  I  will  call  your  attention  to. 
It  was  stated 'by  Alderman  Brent  on  Saturday  last  (a  statement  however  which  is  nl&t 
confirmed  by  some  other  witnesses  examined  to-day)  that  the  bribery  accounts  of  the 
election  of  1847  were  not  submitted  to  the  committee  at  large,  or  to  himself  as  chairman 
and  others,  but  to  a  kind  of  sub-committee  that  met,  not  in  the  committee  room  at  all, 
but  at  one  another's  houses,  and  that  the  mode  of  checking  those  people  was  this :  they 
did  not  account  to  Mr.  Rutter  as  treasurer,  nor  to  himself  as  chairman,  but  they  accounted 
to  you  direct,  who  represented  yourself  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham.  Is  that  state- 
ment correct  ? — Certainly  not. 

2436.  It  has  been  stated  to-day,  all  the  bribery  that  was  done  was  done   without 
.  concealment,  and   regularly  audited  by   the  committee  at   or  after  the   election,  and 

vouchers  have  been  produced  which  show  the  feet  to  be  true,  particularly  with  reference 
.  to  the  bribery  of  a  man  called  Busher,  and  one  or  two  others,  whose  bribes  seem  to  be 
audited  by  the  chairman,  and  signed  by  him  ? — It  is  beyond  my  cognizance  \  I  know 
nothing  of  it. 

2437.  You  cannot  say  whether  the  bribery  accounts  were  notorious,  were  public,  and 
were  patent  to  the  committee,  or  whether  they  were  submitted  to  some,  and  if  to  some 

-only  to  whom,  of  the  members  of  the  committee  ? — They  were  not  submitted  to  me  ;  I 
did  not  see  them  at  all. 

2438.  Those  inferior  agents,  called  by  Mr.  Brent  the  under-current,  are  they  not  the 
persons  who  checked  them  ? — Certainly  not. 

2439. 'You  simply  paid  the  money  without  reference  to  the  question  whether  the 
expenses  were  legitimately  or  illegally  incurred  ? — Precisely  so. 

2440.  Were  you  consulted  at  all  with  reference  to  the  election  of  1850,  the  by-election, 
when  Colonel  Romilly  stood  and  was  returned  ? — Yes,  I  believe  Alderman  Neame  wrote 
me  a  letter,  being  a  great  friend  of  Colonel  Romilly's,  asking  me  for  my  interest  and 
support  for  Colonel  Romilly. 

2441.  What  did  you  do? — I  gave  him  that  interest  and  support. 

2442.  Did  you  give  him  any  recommendations  ? — Yes,  I  wrote  to  Alderman  Neame, 
-who  was  the  chairman  of  the  meeting,  begging  him  to  read  the  letter  to  the  meetij^ 

calling  on  my  friends  to  support  Colonel  Romilly. 

2443.  Did  Mr.  Neame  represent  your  friends  or  Colonel  Romilly's  friends?— Colonel 
Romilly *s  friends. 

2444.  Was  a  meeting  of  your  friends  held  ? — I  think  not ;  I  think  it  was  a  meeting  of 
the  imited  parties,  wliat  might  be  called  the  pink  and  the  blue  parties. 

2445.  Did  those  gentlemen  of  your  party  who  voted  for  Colonel  Romilly  on  that  occa- 
sion, or  who  promised  their  votes  on  that  occasion,  vote  for  him  as  your  representative,  or 
did  they  abandon  you  and  transfer  their  votes  to  him,  or  how  was  it  ?— They  did  not 
abandon  me.  It  was  a  single  election,  and  inasmuch  as  they  never  went  to  the  poU  they 
were  not  called  on  to  vote. 

2446.  They  treated  him  as  your  friend  and  not  as  your  rival  ? — Certainly  not. 

2447.  Do  you  consider  the  payments  you  made  to  them  in  1841,  or  any  of  them,  the 
two  payments  in  1841  and  in  1847  again  the  third  payment,  did  you  consider  those  pay- 
ments to  relate  to  all  those  elections  and  to  all  future  elections  too ;  did  you  consider  by 
making  those  payments  you  had  retained  a  sort  of  right  of  pre-emption  ?--*I  supposed  a 
oertain  amount  of  gratitude. 
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2448.  Did  you  ttdnk  Colonel  Romilly  had  the  benefit  of  that  in  1850  ?— No,  I  think  ^on.» 

the  sense  of  favours  to  come  were  keener.  G^  P.  S.  Smyike. 

2449.  To  some  extent  it  might  have  operated  ? — To  some  extent  perhaps.  \     — -^ 
.2450.  In  1852  only  seven  of  your  fiiends  polled,  you  having  withdrawn  ? —Yes.                   ^^  MaylBSS. 

2451.  Can  you  tell  me  how  many  of  your  friends  would  have  voted  for  you  if  you  had  '  • 
not  withdrawn  at  the  last  moment  ? — No,  I  cannot  tell  you. 

2452.  Can  you  tell  me  how  many  of  them,  if  any,  abstained  from  voting  in  conse- 
quence of  your  not  being  in  the  field  ? — 100  at  least. 

2453.  For  whom  would  they,  if  you  had  remained  a  candidate,  have  given  their  second 
vote  ? — I  cannot  tell  you. 

2454.  You  have  no  idea  ? — I  may  have  overstated  it  in  saying  a  himdred  ;  I  am  not 
qidte  sure. 

2455.  When  was  it  first  known  that  you  were  not  going  to  the  poll  ? — I  think  it  must 
have  been  known  on  the  morning  of  the  election,  or  the  night  before  the  nomination. 

2456.  Down  to  the  night  before  the  nomination  was  there  any  doubt  expressed  on  any^ 
side  as  to  your  going  to  the  poU  ? — I  should  think  there  was  considerable  doubt  about  it. 

3457.  Did  you  express  any  doubt  about  it  ? — Yes,  considerable. 

2458.  Publicly  ?— Yes. 

2459.  To  your  committee  ? — I  had  no  committee. 

2460.  Your  friends  ?— Yes. 

2461.  At  what  period  was  that  ? — During  my  canvass  ofi*  and  on  I  was  never  down 
there  mcH^  than  three  days  at  a  time. 

2462.  When  did  your  canvass  b^;in  ? — My  canvass  begun  about  a  month  before  the 
election. 

2463.  Was  Sir  William  SomerviUe  announced  as  a  candidate  for  Canterbury  before 
your  canvass  commenced,  more  than  a  month  before  the  election  ? — I  forget ;  I  think  he 
was  tmnounced  previously. 

2464.  Before  Parliament  was  dissolved  ? — Yes. 

2465.  While  he  was  still  sitting  for  Drogheda  ? — Yes. 

2466.  How  long  do  you  suppose  Sir  William  SomerviUe  had  been  announced  as  a  can 
didate  before  you  and  your  fiiends  expressed  a  doubt  of  your  going  to  the  poll  ? — I  cao 
hardly  recollect.     I  should  think  about  a  fortnight. 

2467.  Sir  William  SomerviUe  was  not  brought  into  the  field  in  consequence  of  any 
doubt  expressed  by  you  and  your  fiiends  that  you  would  not  ofler  yourself  as  a  candi- 
date ? — Certainly  not 

2468.  He  was  already  canvassing  here  before  you  commencedy  our  canvass? — He  was 
announced  as  a  candidate ;  they  were  getting  up  a  requisition. 

2469.  It  has  been  stated  here  in  evidence  yesterday  that  from  the  time  Sir  WiUiam 
SomerviUe  and  Colonel  RomUly  were  announced  as  the  Uberal  candidates  it  was  generally 
supposed  you  were  not  going  to  offer  yourself  again,  or  if  you  were  you  were  not  going 
to  the  poU  ;  is  that  true  ? — I  can  hardly  teU  that. 

2470.  Ab  far  as  you  and  your  fiiends  were  concerned  did  you  give  them  any  reason  to 
think  so  anteoior  to  Sir  WiUiam  SomervUle  s  being  proposed  ? — If  you  will  aUow  me  to 
state  fi'ankly  my  position  I  think  it  wiU  be  more  explicit.  My  position  was  this,  aa  I. 
thought.  I  am  only  giving  you  my  apprehension  of  it.  I  believed  my  fiiends  held  the 
balance  in  the  City  of  Canterbury  ;  that  they  were  not  strong  enough  to  return  me,  but 
iiiey  could  by  their  votes  return  either  the  two  blue  candidates  or  the  two  red  candidates 
exactly  as  they  pleased.  I  was  perfectly  prepared  to  have  continued  the  coalition,  which 
I  beUeved  was  maintained  by  Colonel  RomiUy,  which  had  been  previously  existinig 
between  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  mysel£  I  was  perfectly  prepared  to  do  that,  and 
I  lived  in  hopes  up  to  the  eleventh  hour  of  their  withdrawing  one  of  their  Ubeoral  candi- 
dates ;  under  which  circumstances  I  with  my  fiiends  would  have  voted  for  the  other 
liberal  candidate  on  the  understanding  that  they  would  have  voted  for  me ;  but  inasmuoh 
as  they  persisted  in  not  withdrawing  one  of  their  candidates,  I  prophesied  to  them  the 
result  and  acted  upon  it.  I  flung  all  my  interest  and  influence  into  the  hands  of  the  two 
red  candidates. 

2471.  It  is  not  true,  then,  that  you  announced  yourself  as  a  candidate  with  the  deU- 
herate  intention  of  withdrawing  yourself  and  not  going  to  the  poU  ?— Certainly  not ;  on 
the  contrary,  I  wished  one  of  ihem  to  withdraw,  and  to  go  to  the  poll 

2472.  You  did  not  deliberately  intend  to  withdraw  and  not  go  to  the  poll,  but  yon 
had  the  expectation  up  to  the  eleventh  hour  that  you  would  be  one  of  the  coaUtion  can- 
didates ? — Yes,  undoubtedly. 

2473.  WUl  you  teU  me  with  reference  to  the  state  of  this  constituency,  with  which  you 
seem  to  be  weU  acquainted,  whether  you  foimd  the  balance  of  corruption  pretty  evenly 
distributed,  or  whether  it  is  more  on  the  side  of  the  fi-eemen,  or  more  on  the  side  of  the 
householdei's,  or  more  on  the  side  of  those  who  are  fi'eemen  and  householders,  and  whether 
the  Blue  or  the  Red  or  the  Pink  have  anything  to  boast  of  in  that  particular  ? — With 
reference  to  the  householders  and  freemen  I  am  hardly  a  judge.  I  never  went  into  iiie 
detail  I  never  saw  any  detail  myself  as  far  as  the  expenditure  was  oonoemed.  It  is 
quite  clear  there  was  more  expenditure  on  the  red  side  than  there  was  on  the  blue. 

2474.  That  was  in  1841  ? — ^Yes,  it  waa  a  bye  election. 
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Hm.  '    2475.  In  the  year  1841  you  say  the  expenditure  was  larger  on  the  red  side  ? — ^Yes, 

Cf.P*  S.  SmjfAi.    than  on  the  blue  side. 

—  2476.  That  was  the  side  you  were  on,  the  red  ? — Yes ;  I  should  qualify  that  by  stating 

l6th  May  1853.  ^j^^t  I  think,  as  far  as  my  experience  goes,  that  on  the  blue  side  money  is  more  dexte- 
■ '        rously  managed ;  it  goes  much  further. 

2477.  Upon  your  last  canvass  in  connexion  with  the  present  constituency,  the  actual 
constituency,  did  you  find  that  the  public  morals  had  improved  or  had  deteriorated 
since  the  period  that  you  first  came  canvassing  ? — I  found  them  much  the  same,  I  think. 

2478.  And  this  time  you  canvassed  not  the  Reds  but  the  Blues  ? — I  canvassed 
indiscriminately. 

2479.  And  this  time  you  found  they  were  all  pretty  much  the  same  ? — It  struck  me  so. 

2480.  You  could  not  give  me  any  idea  how  many  voters  you  canvassed  in  person  ? — 
I  was  very  negligent  in  canvass.     I  do  not  think  I  canvassed  above  half  the  constituency. 

2481.  Was  there  much  concealment  on  the  part  of  those  looking  for  gratifications  ?  Did 
they  hold  out  ? — People  are  always  backward  in  promising. 

2482.  Do  you  think  that  is  a  significant  fact  ? — Yea 

2483.  Did  you  find  that  was  so  that  they  were  very  backward  in  promising  ? — I  do 
not  wish  to  give  that  inference.  I  do  not  think  that  is  peculiar  to  Canterbury  more 
than  any  other  borough  ;  one  always  finds  great  difficulty  in  getting  people  to  promise. 

2484.  You  stated  you  looked  to  being  a  coalition  candidate  representing  the  Blues  and 
Pinks.  Was  it  your  intention  in  the  event  of  the  coalition  taking  place  to  employ  those 
occult  means  of  direct  bribery  or  the  colour  tickets  ? — As  far  as  the  direct  bribery  is 
concerned  I  should  certainly  have  opposed  it,  and  with  reference  to  the  colour  tickets 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  what  I  should  have  done. 

2485.  How  many  voters  in  the  lump  do  you  consider  might  be  secured  or  gained  as 
the  case  may  be  by  means  of  colour  tickets  ? — An  innumerable  number. 

2486.  Half  the  constituency  ? — I  can  hardly  answer  that,  because  I  cannot  telL  I 
should  think  it  depends  on  what  money  you  are  going  to  spend. 

2487.  Supposing  no  obstacle,  no  limit,  no  difficulty  with  regard  to  the  means  and  the 
will  to  spend,  of  how  many  recipients  do  you  suppose  you  could  secure  the  votes  by 
those  means,  or  gain  the  votes  by  those  means  ? — I  do  not  suppose  the  respectable  portion 
of  the  constituency  can  in  any  respect  be  influenced  by  colour  tickets. 

2488*  Could  any  of  them  be  influenced  by  direct  bribery? — Not  the  respectable 
portion  clearly  ;  it  is  a  contradiction  in  terms. 

2489.  How  many  do  you  suppose  can  be  secured  by  colour  tickets  if  there  were  no 
restrictions  as  to  the  limit  and  the  issuing  them  ?  What  proportion  ?  Half,  a  third,  or  a 
foui-th,  or  how  much  ? — Say  one  eighth. 

2490.  That  is  less  than  200  ? — Each  voter  would  nominate  two  colourmen. 

2491.  I  am  speaking  of  the  number  of  votes  on  both  sides.  Are  you  speaking  of  the 
blue  side,  or  the  pink  ;  which  ? — I  was  only  looking  at  my  own  expenses,  not  at  any  of 
the  other  candidates.  You  are  clubbing  altogether.  Taking  the  election  of  1841,  I 
suppose  there  must  have  been  3,000  colourmen,  that  would  represent  1,500  voters. 

2492.  Do  you  think  that  is  a  fair  picture  of  the  present  state  of  the  constituency  ? — 
No. 

2493.  At  all  events  do  you  think  more  than  half ;  is  that  so  ? — My  experience  has 
led  me  to  think  bo,  certainly.  Perhaps  I  should  say  that  it  very  often  happens  that  one 
voter  nominates  a  great  nimiber,  more  than  two  colourmen,  and  a  great  number  of  other 
voters  do  not  exercise  their  right,  or  what  is  considered  their  right. 

2494.  Did  it  ever  happen,  when  the  election  appeared  likely  to  be  a  close  one,  that 
the  price  of  the  colour  tickets  was  raised ;  we  are  told  they  were  68,  ? — Not  to  my 
knowledge. 

2496.  You  do  not  know  whether  that  was  the  case  ? — I  think  on  the  red  side  I  paid 
a  pound  ;  I  heard  that ;  and  on  the  other  side  they  paid  15«. 

2496.  Are  a  larger  number  issued  to  each  individual  voter  as  an  inducement  to  a 
body  of  men  who  take  the  colour  tickets  to  come  over  to  a  particular  side  ?  Did  it  ever 
happen  that  a  larger  number  were  issued,  or  that  the  price  was  raised  ? — Not  to  my 
knowledge. 

2497.  You  were  present  during  the  examination  of  the  last  witness,  and  you  heard 
some  questions  asked  him  about  a  list  of  thirty  voters  ;  can  you  throw  any  light  on  that 
transaction  ? — No,  I  cannot. 

2498.  You  only  know  you  paid  the  money  ? — Yes. 

2499.  Do  you  know  the  two  witnesses,  Gfoodwin  and  Southee  ? — Yes. 

2500.  You  heard  the  account  each  of  them  gave  of  themselves?—!  am  afraid  I  came 
in  at  the  end  of  the  evidence  of  Southee. 

2501.  Have  you  known  them  during  the  principal  part  of  the  time  you  have  been  a 
candidate  for-  the  honours  of  Canterbury  ?— Yes. 

2502.  Has  Southee  been  a  man  principally  mixed  up  with  these  transactions  or  not  ? 

I  know  he  is  a  very  active  and  zealous  canvasser. 

2603.  Do  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  of  his  being  employed  as  a  briber  ?-^No 
certainly  not. 

2504.  And  Goodwin  ?— Not  to  my  knowledge.  I  may  have  heard  it  stated,  but  not 
to  my  knowledge,  certainly. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THK  EXISTENCE  OF  BRIBERY  in  the  CITY  of  CANTERBURY.         85 

2505.  In  the  single  election  of  1841  you  stated  it  cost  you  between  6,0002.  and  7,000Z, ;  Han. 
have  you  no  recollection  of  the  person  or  the  persons  to  whom  you  paid  that  money  ? —    G#  P.  S.  Smyike. 
No,  not  at  alL     I  know  it  was  distributed  at  different  times  to  different  persona     I  — • 
believe  Mr.  Gumey  Crossdale  received  some^                                                                                W*h  May  1853. 

2506.  Any  other  gentleman  ?— Not  that  I  recollect  • 

2507.  Had  the  gentleman  you  last  mentioned  the  management  of  that  election,  or  was 
he  concerned  with  others  ? — He  was  the  chairman  of  what  was  called  the  conservative 
club.  There  was  no  one  exclusively  had  the  management  of  the  election,  no  one  single 
individual. 

2508.  Do  you  recollect  whether  you  paid  any  money  to  Mr.  Gumey  Crossdale  yourself? 
— My  impression  is  that  I  did. 

2509.  And  can  you  at  this  distance  of  time  recollect  about  what  sum  or  sums  of  money 
altogether  you  may  have  paid  to  this  gentleman  ? — No,  I  cannot  recollect  that. 

2510.  I  am  not  asking  the  exact  simi? — I  should  lead  you  astray  if  I  were  to  make 
you  believe  that  I  paid  him  any  large  sum.  I  think  I  do  recollect  paying  him  some 
small  sum,  but  it  did  not  amount  to  anything  large. 

2511.  Is  there  any  other  person  to  whom  you  paid  any  money  at  that  election? — No, 
I  cannot  say. 

2512.  This  sum  of  6,000Z.  or  7,000Z.  I  suppose  was  not  paid  at  one  time,  but  in  different 
instalments  ? — Just  so. 

2513.  Part  of  it  I  suppose  previous  to  the  election,  and  part  of  it  after  the  election  ? — 
Precisely  so. 

2514.  Can  you  recollect  about  what  sum  of  money? — I  should  think  about  2,000Z. 
before  the  election. 

2515.  And  the  rest  for  the  bills  and  expenses  that  came  in  after  the  election  ? — Exactly. 
I  can  recollect  now  a  thousand  pounds  being  brought  down  to  me  in  sovereigns,  which  I 
never  received  myself,  but  it  was  taken  to  a  Mr.  King's  house. 

2516.  Mr.  Thomas  King?— Yes. 

2517.  Was  that  money  brought  to  you  from  London?— It  was  brought  to  me  from 
London. 

2518.  Do  you  know  from  what  party  in  London  that  money  was  brought  ? — Yes,  I  do. 

2519.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  ftirnish  us  with  the  name  ? — From  my  father. 

2520.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Jolm  Pout  ? — Undoubtedly,  I  know  him. 

2521.  Did  he  take  an  active  part  in  the  election  of  1841,  the  single  election?  — 
Certainly. 

2522.  Do  you  remember  whether  any  sum  or  sums  of  money  were  paid  to  him  with 
respect  to  that  election  ? — No,  certainly  not  from  me. 

2523.  Do  you  know  who  kept  your  accounts  in  1841  of  the  single  election  ? — I  should 
think  their  own  conservative  club. 

2524.  Was  Mr.  King  a  person  connected  with  the  keeping  of  the  accounts? — Not  to 
my  knowledge. 

2525.  Was  Mr.  Pout  employed  in  that  way? — Not  to  my  knowledge  either. 

2526.  You  say  that  you  now  recoUect  having  .forwarded  l,000i.  in  sovereigns  to 
Mr.  King  ? — No,  not  exactly  forwarded,  because  it  did  not  come  to  me. 

2527.  You  knew  it  was  forwarded  to  him  ? — Yes. 

2528.  Can  you  recollect  any  other  person  to  whom  you  paid  or  ordered  to  be  paid  a 
large  sum  of  money  with  respect  to  that  election,  the  single  election  of  1841  ? — As  I  have 
stated,  I  think  these  pa3nnents  of  6,000i.  and  odd  were  made  by  different  instalments,  and 
to  the  best  of  my  recollection  to  different  people ;  who  they  were  I  cannot  recollect. 

2529.  Had  you  a  committee  in  1841  ? — There  was  a  committee ;  what  was  called  a 
committee  of  the  conservative  club. 

2530.  Do  you  know  who  was  chairman  of  that  club  ? — This  Mr.  Gurney  Crossdale, 
whose  name  I  mentioned. 

2531.  Did  that  committee  sit  at  Mr.  Pout's  house  ? — My  impression  is  that  it  did. 

2532.  Can  you  remember  any  other  persons  who  took  an  active  part  in  this  conserva- 
tive club  besides  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Pout  ? — No,  I  coidd  not  particularise  ;  they  were  all 
very  active. 

2533.  You  mentioned  the  name  of  Mr.  Lushington ;  did  you  pay  him  any  money  in  the 
election  of  1841  ? — Certainly  not. 

2534.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  John  Vincent  ? — ^Yes. 

2535.  Did  you  pay  him  any  money  ? — Certainly  not. 

2536.  Do  you  remember  any  charge  being  made  by  Mr.  Pout  to  you  for  coak  consumed 
in  his  house  during  that  election  ? — I  do  not  recollect  it ;  I  have  heard  the  stoiy. 

2537.  You  do  not  recollect  Mr.  Pout  having  made  any  charge  to  you  ? — No,  certainly 
not  to  me  personally. 

2538.  The  sum  of  80i.  for  coals  ?— No. 

2539.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  in  those  documents  which  were  burnt  by  the 
advice  of  Mr.  Lushington  about  sixty  persons  figured  in  connexion  with  bribery ;  do  you 
mean  persons  who  gave  or  persons  who  received  bribes  ? — I  mean  persons  who  gave 
bribes  ;  I  am  sorry  to  say  so. 

2540.  Now  the  3,0002.  that  were  paid  after  the  election,  how  was  it  paid?  By  cheque 
or  through  a  banker  ? — My  impression  is  it  was  paid  in  money* 
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Hon.-  2641.  The  3,000Z.  after  the  election? — I  wiU  not  be  certain  about  the  sum ;  I  cannot 

GiP.S.  Smjfikei   particularise  the  sum. 

2542.  There  was  a  larger  simi  of  money  paid  after  the  election  than  there  was  before  ? 

leih  May  1858.    —Yes. 

-^  2543.  And  your  impression  is  that  the  larger  sum  of  money  paid  after  the  election  was 

not  paid  by  cheque,  but  in  hard  cash  ?— That  is  my  impression. 

2544.  With  respect  to  the  other  1,000^.,  the  money  received  by  Mr.  King  previous  to 
the  election,  is  it  your  impression  that  that  1,000?.  was  not  paid  by  cheque  or  by  banker's 
order,  but  in  hard  cash  ? — In  hard  cash  ;  that  l,000i.  was  certainly  paid  in  sovereigns. 

2645.  You  believe  the  greater  part  of  that  7,000i.  was  not  paid  by  cheque  or  by  an 
order  on  the  bankers,  but  in  hard  cash  ? — I  should  say  out  of  that  I  count  a  petition.  I 
was  menaced  by  a  petition,  and  that  petition  was  compromised  against  the  petition  for 
St.  Alban's. 

2646.  They  paired  off  ?— Yes. 

2547.  Who  acted  on  that  occasion  ? — I  cannot  tell. 

2648.  You  do  not  know  the  name  of  the  agent  ? — Not  inthe  least. 

2649.  Do  not  you  know  the  name  of  the  gentleman  who  acted  for  the  tories  on  that 
occasion  in  the  compromise  ? — No ;  my  impression  is  it  must  have  been  done  by  the  whips 
of  the  party.  I  was  very  much  astonished  and  very  much  gratified  to  hear  it  was  so. 
Perhaps  you  will  allow  me  to  refer  to  what  Alderman  Brent  said  on  Satiu'day  as 
reported  in  the  newspapers. 

2650.  I  will  read  to  you  the  passage  if  you  wish  it.  What  is  the  point  ?-T-There  are 
two  or  three  points,  wherever  my  name  is  mentioned. 

2551.  What  paper  have  you  ?— I  have  the  "  Morning  Chronicle  "  here.  Mr.  Alderman 
Brent  is  here  reported  to  have  said,  "  In  1847  Mr.  Smythe  said,  these  are  the  votes  I 
bought  fr<Mn  you  in  1841."  Now  I  beg  leave  to  give  that  a  positive  contradiction.  In 
the  first  place,  as  I  told  you  before,  to  this  hour  I  do  not  know  the  names  of  the 
people  who  were  bribed  at  any  time,  or  even  of  the  bribers. 

2552.  Did  you  ever  make  any  statement  to  that  effect  ? — I  may  possibly  have  asked 
this,  "Are  these  the  votes  I  may  have  been  supposed  to  liave  bought  fi-om you  in  1841?" 

2553.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  considered  that  by  buying  them  in  1841,  with- 
out reference  at  all  to  their  political  creed,  you  considered  that  you  had  acquired  a  sort 
of  pre-emption  over  them  for  all  fiiture  periods  ?— Well,  perhaps  so. 

2554.  I  imderstood  you  to  say  that  from  the  large  sums  of  money  that  were  expended 
at  the  elections  you  felt  satisfied  that  bribery  was  practised  to  a  considerable  extent,  but 
that  you  were  not  cognizant  of  any  particular  cases  of  bribery,  or  any  particular  indivi- 
duals who  received  bribes? — Precisely  so.  And  the  other  point  is,  Mr.  Alderman  Brent 
says,  "  I  think  Mr.  Smythe  audited  the  accounts."  I  have  already  referred  to  that.  I 
have  stated  that  I  did  not. 


Ham.  Mr.  The  Honourable  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  sworn  and  examined. 

Bmm' Joknskme.        2655.  You  were  one  of  the  successfiil  candidates  in  the  election  of  1852,  were  you  not  ? 
—Yes. 

2656.  Had  you  known  anything  of  Canterbury  before  that  ? — No. 

2557.  You  had  not  been  locally  connected  with  the  place  ? — No. 

2558.  Had  you  any  friends  or  relations  that  were  locally  connected  with  it  ? — One  of 
my  fomily  formerly  was  an  archbishop,  but  that  was  too  fitr  back. 

2559.  Will  you  tell  us  what  put  you  first  in  communication  with  Canterbury  ?  Was  it 
a  deputation  from  the  city  ? — Yes. 

2560.  Who  headed  it  ?— Mr.  Henry  Ward  and  Mr.  Thomas  White  CoUard  came  up,  I 
understood,  from  the  conservative  party.  There  was  a  meeting  of  the  conservative  party, 
and  they  waited  upon  me  in  London,  and  having  asked  me  some  questions  respecting 
my  politics  and  views,  and  I  having  answered  them  satis&ctorily,  or  they  said  they  were 
quite  satisfied,  I  asked  them  whether  they  thought  the  conservative  strength  was 
sufficient  to  carry  us  through.  They  told  me  most  positively  it  was  so,  and  upon  that 
inducement  I  started  for  Canterbury. 

2561.  Was  there  anything  at  that  time  mentioned  about  the  probable  expense? — Not 
to  my  recollection.  I  should  rather  think  not  a  word,  but  I  asked  them  most  particularly 
about  the  registration.  They  told  me  that  they  were  perfectly  satisfied  that  upon  the  late 
registration  the  conservatives  were  in  a  considerable  majority ;  that  had  great  effect  upon 
my  starting. 

2562.  Did  you  ascertain  before  you  came  down  to  Canterbury  what  your  probable 
expenses  would  be  ? — I  did  not. 

2563.  Were  you  down  upon  yoiu-  canvass  any  length  of  time  before  the  election  ? — Yes, 
I  was. 

2564.  How  long  ? — I  am  speaking  more  from  recollection,  not  being  certain.  I  think 
some  weeks.  I  used  to  go  to  London  and  then  came  back,  but  I  canvassed  the  city.  I 
should  think  a  month  or  six  weeks. 

2665.  Were  yo(u  alone  or  did  you  coalesce  with  any  one  ? — I  coalesced  with  Mr. -Henry 
Plumptre  Gipps  who  was  lo9ally  connected  with  the.plaoe  i  and  J  forged^  to.  mentjlpn  th6i» 
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was  one  thing  which  was  said  ;  the  party  told  me,  "  Here  is  a  man  of  great  local  interest,  Boh.  Mr. 

and  you  are  sure  if  you  coalesce  with  hun,  and  you  not  having  the  local  interest  it  will    Muikr  JolnMmM* 
be  a  very  great  thing  in  your  favour ;"  that  was  another  thing  that  induced  me  to  come  — " 

forward.  1 6*h  May  1  $58. 

2666.  His  politics  were  very  much  the  same  as  your  own  ? — We  issued  the  same 

address,  a  joint  address,  and  we  fought  the  battle  together. 

2567.  At  any  time  previous  to  the  election  were  you  called  i^)on  for  an  advance  of 
money  ? — I  was,  a  short  time  before  the  election. 

2568.  How  long  had  they  let  you  go  on  before  they  called  upon  you  ? — It  was  two  or 
three  days  before  I  was  asked  for  some  money ;  a  short  time ;  it  may  be  two.  I  am 
speaking  now  from  memory.     It  was  I  think  two  or  three  days. 

2569.  What  did  you  advance  ?—300Z. 

2570.  Each  of  you? — I  do  not  know  anything  at  all  of  that.  I  never  asked  my 
colleague  about  it  to  this  hour.  I  knew  nothing  about  him.  I  can  only  answer  for 
myself 

2571.  Was  that  300i.  paid  into  the  bank,  or  handed  over  to  anybody  ? — It  was  paid  to 
a  banker,  I  think  ;  in  London  to  Mr.  Kingsford  s  bankers. 

2572.  Paid  into  the  account  of  Mr.  Kingsford  with  his  bankers  here  ? — No ;  I  think 
it  was  paid  in  London  ;  to  his  bankers  in  London. 

2573.  To  his  account  with  his  own  bankers  in  London? — Yes. 

2574.  Now  during  the  election  or  the  canvass  were  you  asked  for  any  further  advance 
of  money  ? — I  used  to  meet  freemen  in  the  street,  who  used  to  come  and  ask  me,  and  I 
used  to  put  up  my  hand,  and  say,  "  Do  you  know  who  you  are  speaking  to ;  you  will  ruin 
me."  I  was  particularly  guarded,  if  you  will  allow  me  to  use  that  expression.  I  heai^ij 
that  the  blue  party  were  laying  a  trap  to  trip  me  up  upon  petition.  Almost  every  day 
that  I  went  out  with  some  of  my  friends  to  canvass,  I  said,  "  I  do  not  care  a  pin  if  I  am 
beaten  upon  this  ;  but,  whatever  you  do,  do  not  let  us  be  tripped  up  upon  petition,  as  they 
are  going  to  do  it ;"  and  I  impressed  upon  all  my  friends  every  day  that,  whatever  they 
would  do,  they  would  act  with  the  greatest  discretion,  and  not  allow  me  to  be  tripped 
up,  saying  I  cared  very  little  if  I  was  defeated,  but  I  should  not  like  to  be  petitioned 
against. 

2575.  The  question  I  put  to  you  was,  not  with  reference  to  any  occasional  interpel- 
lation in  the  street  by  a  party  who  wished  for  money,  but  did  your  agents  call  upon  you 
for  any  money  ? — Not  a  farthing. 

2576.  What  money  have  you  paid  in  reference  to  this  election  ? — In  all? 

2577.  Yes?— l,300i. 

2578.  Is  that  exclusive  of  the  expense  of  the  petition  ?— No  ;  I  wish  it  was. 

2579.  Exclusive  ? — I  thought  you  said,  "Was  it  inclusive  ?"  it  is  exclusive.  The  petition 
is  another  matter. 

2580.  When  did  you  pay  the  other  1,000  ?— I  paid  a  smn  of  700i.  I  paid  the  1,300Z. 
in  three  payments,  first  300^.,  then  700Z.,  and  then  300Z.  The  last  300Z.  I  should  like  to 
teU  you  how  it  was  I  paid  it. 

2681.  Let  us  dispose  of  the  700i.  first ;  where  did  you  pay  the  700/. — I  paid  the  700/.  in 
London  at  my  own  house. 

2582.  When  ? — I  should  think,  as  near  as  my  recollection  will  go,  about  the  21st  or 
the  22d  of  July. 

2583.  Soon  after  the  election  ? — Yea 

2584.  Who  did  you  pay  it  to  ?— Mr.  Pont. 

2585.  And  the  last  300/.  ?— As  to  the  last  300/.,  I  should  say  that  I  ought  not  to  have 
paid  it,  and  for  this  reason,  my  colleague  went  to  Gtermany,  and  he  said  to  some  on6  in 
Canterbury,  "  I  am  going  to  Germany  ;  if  you  want  any  money  from  Butler  Johnstone, 
write  to  him,  and  he  will  pay  it  to  you."  When  I  was  down  in  my  own  place  in  Scot- 
land, I  received  a  letter  asking  me  for  300/.,  but  I  considered  that  this  was  Mr.  Gipps' 
money. 

2586.  Who  was  the  letter  from  ? — The  letter,  I  think,  was  from  Mr  Kingsford,  if  I  re- 
member right.     I  really  am  not  sure  ;  it  was  from  Mr.  Pont  or  from  Mr.  Core  Khigsford. 

2587.  It  was  from  one  or  other  of  those  gentlemen  who  had  had  the  previous  money 
from  you? — ^Yes ;  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  Mr.  Gipps  and  I  were  to  pay  in  equal 
sums ;  the  expenses  were  to  be  divided  fairly  between  us,  and  I  considered  that  I  paid 
some  hundreds  of  pounds  more  than  Mr.  Gipps. 

2588.  Did  you  send  back  the  300/.  ? — I  remitted  from  Scotland,  through  my  bankers  in 
Scotland,  the  300/.,  which  makes  the  1,300/. ;  that  is  the  only  money  I  have  ever  paid, 
and  T  have  been  told  I  shall  never  be  called  upon  for  more ;  but  I  consider  Mr.  Gipps  fairly 
owes  me  some  money,  I  having  paid  more ;  when  we  started,  he  and  I  having  agreed  we 
would  divide  the  expenses  exactly  between  us. 

2589.  Have  you  had  any  account  rendered  to  you  ? — Not  the  least. 

2590.  You  do  not  know  to  this  day  what  that  1,300/.  was  spent  for? — I  understood 
there  were  a  great  number  of  colour  tickets.  I  inquired  about  it.  I  was  exceedingly  par- 
ticular there  should  be  no  act  of  bribery  to  unseat  me,  knowing  the  blue  party  had  given 
out  they  were  laying  a  trap,  and  that  they  would  do  it  in  that  way.  We  were  legitimately 
stronger  upon  the  register  than  they  ;  the  Conservative  party  was  considered  stronger  in 
^erj  way)  aad  they  fell  bade:,  in  the  hopes  to  beat  us  upon  petition ;  that  I  fidrly  found 
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Han,  Mr.         »Rd  knew  before  I  was  returned     I  was  rather  startled,  and  said,  "  If  this  money  is 
AiAr  Jcktistone.    expended  we  shall  be  surely  unseated ;  they  will  trip  us  up."     They  said,  "  No ;  there  are 

a  great  number  of  colour  tickets  required."     I  asked  many  what  they  were,  and  they  said 

.  16th  IfcTay  1853.     it  was  a  legal  thing ;  that  the  freemen  of  Canterbury  had  them,  and  that  they  were  legally 

entitled  to  them. 

2691.  Who  told  you  this ;  your  legal  agents  ? — No  ;  we  had  no  legal  agent 

2592.  Is  not  Richard  Kingsford  your  attorney  ? — Yes  ;  but  I  never  considered  him  in 
that  way.  Mr.  Kingsford,  from  the  moment  I  spoke  to  him,  would  never  have  a  farthing 
from  me  for  any  expenses.  He  is  a  solicitor;  but  I  understand  for  thirty  years,  although  he 
took  an  active  part  in  the  conservative  cause,  that  he  has  never  received  a  shilling  in 
payment  of  costs.  I  brought  a  letter  down  from  Sir  Brook  Bridges  to  Mr.  Kingsford,  and 
he  declined  acting ;  he  did  not  wish  to  act  upon  the  election ;  he  was  old.  I  pressed  him  to 
act,  having  heard  Mr.  Kingsford's  character  stood  so  high  both  in  the  county  and  in  the 
city,  and  thinking  it  necessary  for  me  to  have  a  man  of  his  character  to  recognize  what  I 
was  doing.  Mr.  Kingsford  refused,  and  said  in  his  own  office  he  would  not.  I  said, 
"  Sir  Brook  Bridges  is  a  great  friend  of  yours,  and  I  am  a  stranger;"  and  I  rather  pressed 
him,  upon  which  Mr.  Kingsford  consented,  but  he  never  received  a  shiDing  from  me,  and 
it  was  understood  that  he  would  act  for  me  as  a  friend  and  agent. 

2593.  I  did  not  ask  whether  he  would  be  a  paid  agent  or  an  unpaid  agent.  You 
handed  him  over  the  300Z.  ? — Yes. 

2594.  And  the  l,000i.  ? — 600^  was  the  only  smn  of  money  that  passed  through 
Mr.  Kingsford's  hands  ;  700^.  Mr.  Pont  got. 

2595.  Who  was  it  told  you  this  system  of  colour  tickets  was  legitimately  the  right  of 
the  freemen  ? — If  you  really  ask  me  to  name  the  individual  who  said  so,  I  cannot  do  it. 

2596.  Was  it  somebody  in  whom  you  had  confidence  ? — No  doubt  it  was.  It  was 
often  told  me,  when  I  had  been  wallang  with  the  canvassers,  that  it  was  a  system  in 
Canterbury  that  all  the  freemen  considered  they  had  a  legitimate  right  to  have  it,  which 
accounted  to  me  in  a  very  great  degree  for  the  expense.  I  found  out  that  it  was  very 
necessary  that  there  should  be  a  large  body  of  men  in  what  I  considered  my  pay, 
to  protect  me,  because  I  was  grossly  insulted  by  one  man,  who  hit  me  on  the  hat,  besides 
making  faces,  and  so  on.  I  am  perfectly  sure  if  I  had  not  what  I  call  a  large  force, 
which  I  considered  quite  as  large  as  the  others,  that  I  should  have  been  msdtreated, 
particularly  upon  the  day  of  poUing ;  the  day  of  the  election. 

2597.  They  had  no  colourmen  on  that  election  ? — They  had  an  eye  to  unseating  me, 
and  they  were  going  about  with  colours  and  in  procession,  whether  paid  or  not  it  was 
ftiUy  as  large  a  procession  as  ours,  and  so  much  so  that  any  stranger  coming  to  Canter- 
bury, which  my  family  did,  would  have  doubted  which  procession  was  the  largest,  and 
it  was  the  doubt  upon  our  minds  which  was  the  largest ;  whether  their  procession  had 
b^en  paid  or  not,  that  is  another  thing,  but  they  had  a  procession  with  bands  and  flags 
an4  colours ;  it  would  rather  puzzle  me  to  say  which  was  the  stronger  of  the  two. 

2598.  Was  it  known  to  your  friends  or  your  party  that  the  other  side  were  not  paying 
colourmen  at  that  election  ? — I  knew  nothing  about  it.  Strange  to  say,  until  the  petition 
was  presented  against  me  I  never  knew  the  other  parties  had  not  colour  tickets.  I  did 
not  know,  as  far  as  I  was  concerned.  I  never  heard  that  the  other  party  had  not  colour 
tickets ;  I  thought  they  had ;  I  imderstood  it  was  what  both  sides  always  had,  and  which 
I,  in  my  innocence,  as  I  call  it,  thought  they  had. 

2699.  You  have  told  us  you  heard  they  were  laying  a  trap  for  you ;  what  was  the 
trap  ? — ^Ah,  that  is  the  thing  ;  the  trap  was  laid,  but  where  the  trap  was  placed  I  could 
not  tell. 

2600.  It  was  kept,  as  figtr  as  you  are  aware,  perfectly  secret  ? — Perfectly  secret ;  and  I 
only  wondered  myself  what  the  trap  would  be,  and  where  it  was  placed,  or  how  I  put 
my  foot  in  it ;  but  that  it  was  laid,  and  I  was  caught,  is  painftdly  true. 

2601.  After  you  had  paid  the  300^.,  was  anything  said  to  you  about  further  sums  likely 
to  be  required  ? — Yes. 

2602.  Who  was  it  made  that  observation  ? — Doctor  Lochee. 

2603.  Did  he  mention  any  particular  sum  ? — No,  he  did  not. 

2604.  Did  it  occur  to  your  to  ask  what  they  would  be  required  for  ? — I  never  asked 
the  question  ;  certainly  I  never  did. 

2605.  And  you  went  to  the  election  without  being  called  upon  for  any  further  sum  ; 
you  paid  SOOi  before  the  election,  and  you  say  about  the  20th  or  21st  of  July  you  paid 
lOOZ.  1— The  20th  or  22d  I  paid  300i.  more. 

2606.  And  then  1 ,000Z.  more  ?— No  ;  7007.  more.  You  ask  me  whether  I  was  called  upon 
to  pay  any  other  sum.  The  impression  I  had  upon  my  mind  was  strong  that  I  should 
have  to  pay  another  sum,  and  I  was  ftdly  prepared  myself  to  do  so. 

2607.  Was  that  impressionc  onveyed  by  what  Dr.  Lochee  said  ? — No.  At  first  Doctoi' 
liOchee  met  me ;  it  was  at  the  cricket-ground,  and  he  said  to  me,  "  Butler  Johnstone,  you 
having  paid  1,0007.,  I  do  not  think  you  will  be  called  upon  for  any  more." 

2608.  That  was  after  the  election  ? — After  the  election,  in  the  cricket  week  ;  that  was 
in  August. 

2609  AAer  you  had  paid  your  3007.  before  the  election,  had  you  had  any  intimation 
from  anybody  that  ftirther  money  would  be  requisite  ? — That  is  a  question  that  I  really 
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cannot  charge  myself  with  ;  but  I  was  fully  under  the  impression  that  I  liad  a  deal  more        ^  Ban.  Mr. 
to  pay-  .  B^tOer  J^tmikme. 

2610.  What  led  you  to  that  impression  ? — TJie  impression  was  this  :  I  was  very  much  ■  ■■    ■ 
a&aid  of  Alderman  Brent  and  the  Bifrons  purse  ;  Bifrons  is  the  Marchioness  of  Conyng-.    l^*h  May  IMS. 

ham  s  place.    You  asked  me  the  question,  whether  I  was  aware,  or  had  been  made  aware       

by  anybody,  that  I  would  have  more  than  that  300Z.  to  pay.    You  asked  me  why  I  was 

under  the  impression  that  I  should  have  more.  I  say  because  the  Marchioness  of  Conyng- 
ham  has  a  very  large  income,  and  rumour, — and  I  being  a  total  stranger  went  only  upon 
what  I  heard, — rumour  with  many  wings  said  every  hour  to  me  that  Alderman  Brent  was 
in  the  habit  of  going  to  Bifrons,  and  that  the  Marchioness  of  Conyngham's  steward, 
Mr.  Pilcher,  was  seen  coming  from  there.  There  was  no  doubt  that  if  the  Marchioness  of 
Conyngham  saw  the  election  going  against  her  son-in-law.  Sir  William  Somerville,  that  she 
would  come  down  handsomely  with  her  thousands,  as  it  was  reported  she  always  did. 

2611.  Did  you  understand  by  that  the  other  side  were  prepared  to  have  recourse  to 
bribery  ? — Certainly. 

2612.  Did  you  anticipate  that  you  should  be  called  upon  for  further  funds  to  meet  them 
in  the  same  way  ? — When  Lady  Conyngham  s  purse  was  to  be  opened  against  me  I  felt 
myself  fairly  in  the  fight,  and  that  I  should  not  be  beat  by  her. 

2613.  Did  you  anticipate  that  you  should  be  called  upon  for  fttrther  frmds  to  meet 
them  in  the  same  way  ? — With  respect  to  that,  as  I  told  you  formerly  if  you  will  refer  to 
the  notes,  I  was  most  anxious,  and  most  pressing,  and  most  desirous  that  no  act  of  bribery 
should  be  committed  either  by  me  or  those  friends  who  were  acting  for  me  that  could  get 
my  foot  into  the  trap  that  I  knew  was  laid  for  me. 

2614.  When  you  were  told  that  the  Bifrons  purse  was  to  be  opened  were  you  pre- 
pared to  have  recourse  to  the  same  measures  which  you  anticipated  they  would  have 
recourse  to  to  save  your  seat  ? — I  certainly  should  say  I  would  when  I  was  in  the  heat 
of  it.  When  they  said,  "  Lady  Conyngham's  purse  is  against  you/'  I  said,  "  Tlien  Butler 
Johnstone's  purse  is  against  her."  I  did  not  say  that,  but  that  is  what  I  should  have 
said,  there  is  not  the  least  doubt  of  it,  in  the  heat  of  the  thing.  I  Woidd  not  have  given 
up  my  election  if  I  were  to  be  tripped  up  in  that  way  ;  but  this  I  must  say,  if  I  may  be 
allowed  to  make  the  observation,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  as  I  am  upon  my 
oath,  that  if  the  other  party,  the  blue  party,  had  succeeded,  that  nothing  would  induce 
me  to  take  the  advantage  that  they  did  of  me  by  the  petition  against  me  on  the  grounds 
that  they  did. 

2615.  Although  you  were  not  called  upon  till  after  the  election  for  an  additional  sum 
of  700i.,  had  you  been  called  upon  during  the  election  I  presume  you  would  have  been 
prepared  to  give  it  ? — Certainly. 

2616.  And  I  presmne  from  what  you  have  said,  and  said  very  ingenuously,  that  you 
would  have  known  perfectly  well  what  it  was  to  be  given  for  ? — As  a  man  of  sense  and 
a  man  of  the  world  I  knew  there  must  have  been  a  great  number,  hundreds,  of  colourmen'a 
tickets,  put  it  in  what  way  you  will,  but  I  as  a  man  of  the  world  would  not  go  to  them, 
nor  did  I,  and  ask  how  the  expenditure  was  going  on,  but  having  paid  sums  I  was  alarmed 
at  anything  like  indiscretion  on  our  part  in  the  expenditure  of  that  money,  and  it  was 
the  colour  tickets  that  always  reconciled  me  to  the  fact  of  the  expenditure  of  that  sum  of 
money,  it  having  been  stated  distinctly  that  it  was  a  thing  practised  for  years  and  years 
by  both  sides,  and  I  did  not  think  that  in  that  way  any  trap  would  be  laid  for  me. 

2617.  I  thhik  you  did  not  quite  underatand  the  question  I  put  to  you.  You  said  before 
that  you  understood  the  colour  tickets  were  a  legitimate  right  of  the  freemen,  and  you 
therefore  had  no  idea  that  that  was  the  trap  laid  for  you  ? — Certainly  not,  not  the  least. 

2618.  Then  you  said  you  heard  that  Mr.  Brent  was  seen  up  at  Bifrons,  and  that  if  Lady 
Conyngham  heard  the  election  was  going  against  her  son-in-law.  Sir  William,  her  purse 
would  have  been  open,  and  then  I  aied  you  should  you  have  been  aware  if  the  money 
had  been  asked  from  you  afterwards  for  what  purpose  it  was  required,  or  should  you 
have  given  it  and  asked  no  questions  ? — I  should. 

2619.  How  was  your  first  recommendation  to  tlie  notice  of  the  electors  of  Canterbury  ?  . 
You  said  they  sent  you  a  deputation,  but  what  induced  that  deputation  to  go  to  you  ? — 
It  is  a  question  I  really  am  at  this  moment  unable  to  answer,  because  I  had  heard  that 
for  Canterbmy  some  days  before  I  came  that  there  was  a  candidate  required. 

2620.  From  whom  did  you  hear  it  ? — I  cannot  say  from  whom  I  heard  it.  I  belong 
to  three  clubs  in  London,  and  I  have  heard  the  mi  dits  of  the  elections, — who  is  up  for 
such  a  place, — and  I  think  in  that  loose  way  I  first  of  all  heard  of  Canterbmy. 

2621.  When  did  you  treat  it  as  a  matter  of  business  with  the  gentlemen  in  London  so 
as  to  take  part  in  the  proceedings  ? — If  I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  that  question  in  this 
way  I  would  state  that  I  had  no  intention  whatever  of  going  into  Parliament  until 
Lord  Derby  came  into  power,  and  having  a  very  great  respect  both  for  him  personally 
and  his  politics,  I  then  thought  it  was  an  opportunity  for  me  to  go  into  Parliament 
and  support  his  Government ;  those  were  the  only  inducements ;  having  stated  to  the 
electors  here  that  I  wanted  nothing  from  any  Government,  and  that  I  would  not  aooept 
it  if  they  would  give  it  ma  I  was  perfectly  independent,  and  it  was  merely  for  the 
express  pui-pose  of  supporting  Lord  Derby's  Government. 

2622.  Do  I  understand  you  the  deputation  from  the  electors  of  Canterbury  reached 
you  before  Lord  Derby's  Government  came  into  power  ? — No. 
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•  -Sim.  Mr.  2628.  You  had  formed  your  intention  to  stand  for  some  constitu^icy  previous  to  your 

rAflCbr^  J(^kntt9M.    receiving  the  deputation  ? — I  was  very  careless  of  getting  into  Parliament ;  I  had  rather 

-^  not. 

I6ih  May  1863.         2624.  Had  you  taken  any  steps  to  procmre  a  seat  anjrwhere  down  to  the  moment  of 

-w  -■»"-—  your  receiving  the  deputation  ? — As  to  steps  I  cannot  say,  but  I  was  spoken  of  for  one 

or  two  other  places  before  that. 

2625.  With  whom  did  you  concert  with  a  view  of  getting  named  as  a  tory  candidate? 
=-For  Canterbury  ? 

2626.  For   any  place  before  you   received  the    deputation^ — For  toy  place,  except 
'   Canterbury? 

2627.  You  say  that  you  had  a  general  intention  of  coming  in  for  some  place,  did  you 
confer  with  any  person  or  what  till  you  had  a  deputation  ifrom  Canterbury  ? — I  did  con- 
sult one  or  two  friends. 

2628.  Who  were  they  ? — I  think  I  consulted  a  Mr.  Brown. 

2629.  Is  that  the  parliamentaiy  agent  ? — The  parliamentary  agent. 

2630.  Anybody  else  ? — Not  that  I  remember. 

2631.  Did  Mr.  Brown  act  for  you  when  the  petition  was  presented  against  your  return 
88  parliamentary  agent  ? — He  acted  conjointly,  I  think,  wiWi  Mr.  Kingsford  equally. 

2632.  Defended  your  seat  against  the  petition  ? — Defended  my  seat.  Mr.  Kingsford 
would  not  accept  it  on  any  account.  Mr,  Brown  and  Mr.  Kingsford  acted  conjointiy  in 
that  matter. 

2633.  After  you  received  the  deputation  from  Canterbury  had  you  any  conversation 
with  anybody  in  London,  any  of  the  managers  there,  or  anybody  upon  the  subject  of 
the  expenses  of  your  election  ? — Certainly  not. 

2634.  Had  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  you  would  receive  any  assistance  in  any 
way  ? — Certainly  not,  not  a  farthing. 

2635.  From  what  source  did  this  money  come  to  you  which  was  expended  by  you  ? 
— From  my  own  legitimate  property  ;  money  and  fimds. 

2636.  The  first  sum  of  300i.  you  said  was  paid  into  Mr.  Kingsford  s  account  with  his 
London  bankers  ? — Yes,  that  is  to  the  best  of  my  recollection  it  was  so.  I  was  desired 
to  pay  300/.  to  so-and-so,  and  I  paid  it  exactly  as  I  was  desired.  I  knew  it  was  to 
Mr.  Kingsford's  direction. 

2637.  Was  that  paid  befoi^  you  came  down  to  Canterbury  at  all  ? — No,  I  was  down 
at  Canterbury  a  week  canvassing  before. 

2638.  Why  did  you  pay  it  to  his  London  bankers  instead  of  his  country  bankers  ?— I 
cannot  teU  that.     I  paid  the  money  as  he  desired  it. 

2639.  Who  desired  ? — Mr.  Kingsford  told  me  to  pay  300/.  in  a  certain  way,  which  I 
paid. 

2640.  He  desired  you  to  pay  it  into  his  London  bankers  ? — I  coidd  not  say  that.     I 
know  I  paid  300/.,  but  I  could  not  at  this  moment  remember  on  any  account  what  the 
bankers  were  or  how  it  was.     Mr.  Kingsford  told  me  to  pay,  and  according  to  the  direc 
tions  I  received  I  paid  the  money.    I  should  be  sorry  to  say  who  the  banker  was  without 
having  a  note  of  it. 

2641.  Before  you  came  down  to  Canterbury,  but  after  the  deputation  had  gone  up  to 
you,  did  you  make  no  inquiries  at  aU,  or  was  no  information  at  all  given  you,  on  the 
very  important  question  of  whether  bribery  and  treating  and  so  on  were  necessary  to 
secure  your  return  ? — Certainly.  When  I  was  in  London  and  the  deputation  called 
upon  me  there  was  not  one  syllable  mentioned  about  bribery  and  corruption,  colour 
ticket  men,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  or  anything  of  the  sort. 

2642.  Were  you  requested  to  stand  upon  the  purity  principle  ? — ^No,  and  I  was  not 
told  not. 

2643.  That  was  left  quite  open  ? — Perfectly  open. 

2644.  You  then  came  down  to  Canterbury  ? — I  then  came  down  to  Canterbury, 

2645.  Who  was  the  last  tory  candidate  in  the  same  interest  with  you  ?  Who  preceded 
you  and  Mr.  Gipps  ? — Mr.  Vance,  I  think. 

2646.  The  present  member  for  Dublin  ? — Yes. 

2647.  Did  you  know  him  ? — I  did  not  know  him  at  that  time.  I  am  personally 
acquainted  with  him  since. 

2648.  Was  anything  said  to  you  by  Mr.  Kingsford,  or  by  anybody  in  Canterbury,  upon 
the  subject  of  the  state  of  Mr.  Vance  s  accounts  with  this  constituency  ? — Not  one  word ; 
I  knew  nothing  of  Mr.  Vance  s  affaiis.  Not  one  word  wa*}  said  to  me  upon  the  subject ; 
if  they  did  I  should  stop  them,  and  should  not  listen  to  them. 

2649.  I  ask  if  there  was  any  outstanding  claim  with  respect  to  former  elections  which 
you.  were  called  upon  to  meet  ? — Not  one  farthing. 

2650.  Did  you  happen  to  know  the  expenses  of  Mr.  Vance's  last  contest  or  previous 
contests  had  been  paid  before  you  came  down  to  Canterbury? — Not  one  word  did 
I  know  of  it.  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Vance  one  day  in  the  House  of  Commons,  or  somewhere 
else,  and  said  there  was  a  rumour.  Mr.  Vance  completely  gave  me  the  idea  that  there 
was  not  a  word  of  truth  in  it. 

2651.-  In  what  ?— In  what  you  say.  I  heard  there  was  a  rumour  of  Mr.  Vance  going 
suddenly  away  and  taking- leave  of  the  constituency ;  I  -^as  B^Asiofm  to  kft<»w^h«ri;e*«OQi ; 
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they  could  not  inform  me.     I  said  to  Mr.  Vance,  "  Do  they  suppose  yon  received  money  ?"  Bm*  Mr, 

Mr.  Vance  made  a  &ce  as  much  as  to  say  ''  Nothing  of  the  kind."  Butkr  lohmmm, 

2652.  He  did  not  say  so  ? — ^No  ;  he  gave  me  no  information,  yea  or  nay. 

2653.  He  merely  gesticulated,  but  said  neither  yes  nor  no  ? — Exactly ;  but  the  impres-  ^^^  ^^7  1  W*« 
sion  left  on  me  was  it  was  not  the  case.  ^'— — -' 

2654.  Who  told  you  that  Mr.  Vance  had  received  some  inducement  to  leave  ? — It  was 
a  rumour.     You  ask  me  to  particulaiose.    Upon  my  oath  I  cannot  tell  you. 

2665.  When  were  you  told  it  ? — I  was  told  it  first  when  I  came  to  Canterbury, 
naturally  inquiring  about  the  constituency,  and  about  different  things. 

2656.  You  were  not  told  this  in  London  before  you  came  down,  were  you  ? — Not  to 
my  reccdlection  a  word. 

2667.  When  were  you  told  they  were  laying  a  trap  for  you  and  the  conservative  party 
in  the  manner  you  firat  described  ? — During  my  canvass. 

2658.  You  were  not  told  that  in  London  ? — No. 

2669.  Who  told  you  that  first  of  all  ? — I  could  not  tell ;  I  heard  it  from  a  great 
numbear. 

2660.  Did  you  hear  it  fi-om  any  lawyer  among  others  ?— No. 

2661.  Did  it  make  any  impression  upon  you  ? — It  made  an  impression  upon  me  ;  it  did 
BO  much  so  tiiat,  as  I  said  before,  in  my  canvass  in  every  morning  I  used  to  impress  on 
the  friends  with  me  that  we  should  be  exceedingly  cautious  and  guarded  as,  from  the 
character  I  got  of  ttie  blue  party  it  was  very  necessary  to  be  guarded 

2662.  You  went  so  fiir  as  to  teU  us  just  now  that  when  you  were  asked  for  money 
you  said,  "  You  wiU  do  me  an  injury  "  ? — Yes  ;  this  was  to  poor  men  in  the  street. 

2663.  What  did  they  ask  you,  or  say  to  you  ? — "  I  am  very  poor,  I  wish  you  would 
give  me  8<H!&ething ;  I  have  been  one  of  the  voters  for  Canterbury  for  years."  I  used  to 
say,  "  My  good  Sir,  remember  who  you  are  talking  to  ;  I  cannot  listen  to  you." 

2664.  li  did  not  require  much  caution  to  refase  such  an  application  as  that  ?— No, 
I  should  think  not. 

2665.  About  how  many  such  communications  were  made  to  you  in  the  course  of  your 
canvass?— There  were  several. 

2666.  Dozens?— No. 

2667.  A  dozen  ? — I  should  think  so. 

2668.  What  became  ot  these  applicants  ?  Did  they  treat  it  as  a  refiisal,  or  go  elsewhere  ? 
— They  seemed  to  think  that  I  spoke  like  a  man  of  common  sense  ;  they  walked  away, 
and  did  not  appear  either  angry  or  huffy  or  anything  else. 

2669.  Did  you  mean  them  to  go  to  your  agents  ? — Certainly  not. 

2670^  Or  to  other  people  ? — No ;  I  only  said  I  could  nt)t  give  them  anything,  they 
must  be  certain  it  was  a  thing  not  allowed  by  law. 

2671.  Did  none  of  them  ever  ask  you  to  pay  any  debts  for  them  ? — Not  a  farthing ; 
never. 

2672.  Supposing  expenses  had  been  left  from  a  previous  election,  to  which  you  would 
consider  them  legitimately  entitled,  putting  the  election  apart,  did  you  ever  promise  to 
pay  anything  in  respect  of  such  claims  as  those  ? — I  never  was  a^ked,  I  never  was  called 
upon,  and  never  paid  one  farthing,  and  if  I  were  asked  to  contribute  towards  former 
elections  I  should  not  have  done  so. 

2673.  I  do  not  mean  former  elections,  but  outstanding  claims  under  which  these  men 
were  entitled  ? — ^They  never  asked  me  to  pay  any  old  outstanding  debt,  and  if  they  did 
I  should  have  refiised. 

2674f.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Southee  ? — I  know  the  name. 

2675.  Do  you  know  an  out  voter  of  the  name  of  Southee  ? — I  might  know  his  figure 
about  the  town,  and  having  seen  a  great  many  of  the  constituency  I  am  acquainted  with 
the  names  and  appearance  ;  Southee's  name  is  familiar. 

2676.  Did  you  go  to  Heme  Bay  to  canvass  ? — Yes. 

2677.  Did  you  meet  an  out  voter  there  of  the  name  of  Southee  ? — I  met  several ;  f 
oould  not  particularise  ;  I  could  not  bring  Southee  before  me. 

2678.  Do  you  remember  a  freeman  living  at  Heme  Bay  ? — There  are  several,  five  or 
six ;  to  make  my  answer  correct  you  must  bring  Southee  before  me,  and  say,  "  Is  that 
the  man  V  or  something  particular. 

2679.  How  many  freemen  did  you  canvass  at  Heme  Bay? — I  went,  I  should  think, 
to  six  or  seven. 

2680.  Freemen? — ^Yes. 

2681.  You  say  all  those  you  went  to  ? — Yes ;  there  may  be  one  out ;  I  am  satisfied  we 
have  seen  them  all. 

2682.  Do  you  remember  one  of  these  freemen,  no  matter  about  his  name,  teUing  you 
ttiat  he  had  expended  U,  upon  a  former  election,  and  that  he  would  not  vote  unless  that 
just  debt  was  paid  to  him  ? — I  remember  perfectly  a  very  poor-looking  man,  a  tailor, 
who  was  exceedingly  wretched  in  his  appearance,  making  some  claim,  sa^ung  he  had 
expended  a  good  deal  of  money  on  former  elections,  but  having  made  up  my  mind,  and 
my  friends  who  were  with  me,  that  we  would  not  pay  anything  of  the  kind,  I,  to  the 
best  of  my  opinion  and  on  my  oath,  saywe  never  came  to  any  terms  with  tluit  man,  I 
never  promised  him  a  fiBbrthing,  and  never  said  he  should  have  it,  and  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  he  never  got  it  with  my  consent. 
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Jibfi.  Mr.  2683.  He  made  the  application  nevertheless  ? — He  did. 

Bolder  Joknikme.        2684.  If  he  has  stated  in  writing  or  not  in  writing  that  you  promised  and  encouraged 

-  him  to  hope  that  he  should  be  paid  the  amoimt,  or  any  amount,  he  has  stated  what  is  not 

I6ih  May  1858.     true  ? — CeHainly  and  distinctly ;  but  I  remember  perfectly  well  that  the  man  wrote  to  me 

— — ■  in  London  long  after  I  was  elected,  mentioning  that  there  was  his  furniture  going  to  be 

sold,  and  asking  me  either  to  be  security  or  to  sign  a  paper,  or  something  to  that  effect, 

for  him,  and  I  never  answered  the  man's  letter. 

2685.  How  long  was  this  before  the  petition  was  presented  ? — The  petition  was  pre- 
sented as  fast  as  they  could,  om^  was  the  very  first,  they  lost  not  a  moment  in  pro- 
moting it 

2686.  Can  you  tell  at  what  period  this  letter  of  Southee  reached  you  in  London  ?— 
1  should  think  it  w^as  after  the  petition  was   presented  ;  the  petition  was  presented  so 
soon  after. 

2687.  How  long  after  Parliament  met  did  you  get  tliis  letter ;  liave  you  any  idea  ? — 
What  I  am  saying  is  not  to  be  put  down  except  as  merely  from  memory,  and  to  the  best 
of  my  belief  the  man  wrote  to  me  a  long  letter  about  this  ;  he  never  asked  me  to  ^ve  it 
for  liis  vote  ;  it  was  a  long  badly  written  letter,  saying  that  he  had  a  large  femily,  and 
that  his  furniture  was  seized  upon,  and  asking  me  would  I,  as  there  was  some  reversion 
upon  which  some  lady  would  pay  it  after  a  time,  woidd  I  give  security.  I  was  then 
petitioned  against ;  if  I  had  not  been  petitioned  against,  and  had  been  the  quiet  member 
tor  Canterbury,  and  one  of  my  constituents  had  applied  to  me  for  such  a  thing  as  that, 
I  should  instantly  have  listened  to  it.  I  am  upon  my  oath.  I  did  not  answer  the  letter 
knowing  there  was  a  petition  against  me,  and  that  it  might  be  made  available  against 
me. 

2688.  Did  you  when  he  made  the  statement  to  you  at  Heme  Bay  of  his  poverty,  and  of 
the  debt  owing  by  him,  consult  Doctor  Lochee  about  it  ? — Certainly  not. 

2689.  Was  Doctor  Lochee  with  you  at  Heme  Bay  ? — I  do  not  think  he  was ;  I  should 
say  not. 

2690.  Did  you  refer  tliis  inan  to  Doctor  Lochee  ? — That  I  cannot  say. 

2691.  You  might  have  referred  him  to  Doctor  Lochee,  but  you  have  forgotten  the  cir- 
^  cumstance  ? — I  do  not  tliink  I  did ;  I  am  satisfied  I  did  not ;  if  the  man  swe-ars  I  did,  and 

if  I  were  put  upon  my  oath  I  should  say  I  had  no  recollection  of  it. 

2692.  Could  you  recollect  this  much,  whether  he  voted  for  you? — That  I  also  on  my 
oatli  say  I  do  not  know  whetlier  he  voted  for  me  or  not ;  to  the  best  of  my  belief  he  wrote 
in  that  letter  that  he  did  support  me,  and  therefore  I  concluded  that  he  did. 

2693.  You  do  not  know  whether  his  name  was  Southee  or  not  ? — No ;  the  name  of 
Southee  is  very  familiar. 

2694.  Now  can  this  poll  book  show  whether  the  man  you  saw  in  Heme  Bay  voted  for 
you  or  not  ?— It  will. 

2695.  You  did  not  know  this  man  was  Southee  ;  the  poll  book  will  only  show  Southee 
voted  for  you  ? — I  remember  the  man  perfectly ;  I  have  a  great  recollection  of  him  ;  I  am 
familiar  with  the  name  of  Southee ;  I  remember  the  man  writing  and  making  the  request, 
and  I  never  answered  his  letter. 

2696.  The  impression  that  was  made  upon  you  by  the  notice  you  received  of  a  trap 
being  laid  for  you  led  you  to  be  very  cautious,  but  it  did  not  lead  you  to  set  your  face 
against  the  practice  of  colour  tickets  ? — No,  because  I  was  told  it  was  a  thing  that  had 
been  spread  over  years, — I  imderstood  for  half  a  century, — that  both  sides  practised  it. 

2697.  It  has  been  decided  by  the  committee  that  unseated  you  to  be  bribery  ? — Yes. 

2698.  And  it  has  been  reported  by  the  committee  that  this  practice  of  distributing 
and  giving  colour  tickets  was  not  proved  to  have  been  committed  with  your  knowledge 
and  consent,  nor  with  that  of  Mr.  Gipps  ? — The  committee  did  not  examine  me  ;  this  I 
know,  that  I  heard  colour  tickets  were  given  on  both  sides,  that  they  were  not  given  to 
electors,  but  that  electors  recommended,  and  as  I  have  said  in  my  innocence  never 
fancied  that  to  be  bribery;  if  it  were,  I  never  thought  that  of  my  friends  Alderman  Brent 
and  Alderman  Neame  of  the  Blue  party  ;  I  thought  at  that  time  they  were  too  respectable 
to  do  such  a  thing. 

2699.  It  is  a  feet  notwithstanding  this  that  Uie  report  of  the  committee  is  that  these 
acts  of  bribery  were  committed  without  your  knowledge  and  consent  ? — Did  the  com- 
mittee say  that  ? 

2700.  Yea  "  That  it  was  not  proved  that  the  acts  of  bribery  were  committed  with 
the  knowledge  and  consent  of  the  said  Henry  Plumptre  Gipps  and  the  Honourable 
Henry  Butler  Johnstone."  You  admit  you  did  know  of  this  ? — I  admit,  and  I  am  upon 
my  oath,  that  I  knew  there  were  colour  tickets  given. 

2701.  Are  you  conusant  of  any  other  act  of  bribery  committed  at  the  election  of 
1852  on  behalf  of  yourself  and  Mr.  Gipps,  except  the  distribution  of  colour  tickets? — I 
am  on  my  oath  now,  and  I  say  I  am  not  cognizant  of  one  single  act^of  bribery,  treating, 
or  corruption,  except  the  colour  tickets  while  I  was  a  candidate. 

2702.  I  am  requested  to  ask  you  whether  you  saw  a  man  at  a  place  called  Bridge  of 
the  name  of  Beadby,  a  policeman,  during  the  canvass  ? — I  did. 

2703.  Did  you  ask  him  to  see  a  man  called  John  White,  of  Bridge,  and  see  what  he 
coidd  do  with  liim  ? — Being  a  stranger  to  the  constituency  I  am  not  acquainted  with 
what  they  call  the  names  as  a  local  man  would  be,  therefore  you  must  excuse  me  if  I  enter 
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a  little  bit  into  detail  to  explain  the  circumgtance.     We  drove  out  to  Bridge,  and  on  the  H60:JUk» 

road  we  met  a  policeman  who  was  stated  to  be  a  voter  ;  he  was  canvassed  in  the  usual  way    BuUer  J4Jlm$toM* 

that  we  canvassed  the  whole  constituency,  asked  to  support  the  cause  in  the  usual  manner.  .     . 

I  was  not  aware  nor  do  I  know  the  name  now,  but  the  friends  who  were  with  me  did  no     16th  May  185S. 

doubt  know  there  was  a  voter  to  be  got  there,  but  I  do  not  remember  the  circumstance 

of  either  the  man's  name,  but  the  impression  I  have  is  that  we  asked  the  policeman  at 
once.  He  said  something  about  they  ill-treated  him  at  Bifrons,  they  did  not  pay  him,  or 
something  of  that  kind,  a  flourish  that  he  was  badly  treated.  The  impression  I  have  is, 
heimmedmtely  consented  not  only  to  give  his  vote  but  to  assist  us.  When  the  man  was 
called  before  the  committee  the  impression  I  was  under  at  the  time  was  he  was  stating 
what  was  not  true. 

2704.  Although  you  do  not  remember  the  name  of  the  voter  you  remember  perfectly 
well  the  circumstcmce  of  the  policeman  ? — ^Yes,  I  perfectly  well  remember  meeting  him 
on  the  road. 

2705.  Did  the  policeman  say  to  you  that  the  man  would  want  buying  ? — ^No,  I  never 
heard  of  it. 

2706.  That  the  voter  would  want  buying  ? — No,  I  never  heard  it. 

2707.  As  this  has  been  stated,  it  is  necessary  you  should  have  the  oppoiiunity  of  con- 
tradicting it  ? — I  will  do  all  I  can  with  my  memory  to  be  as  accurate  as  possible.  I  can 
say  now  the  impression  I  have  upon  my  oath  is,  that  no  such  question  was  ever  asked  by 
him ;  I  never  heard  it ;  if  it  were,  the  impression  I  have  is  that  I  should  clearly  remember 
it ;  there  were  two  or  three  with  us,  and  probably  their  memory  might  be  better  than 
mine. 

2708.  Who  were  they  ? — Mr.  Gipps,  my  late  colleague,  and  Mr.  Core  Kingsford,  in 
whose  car  we  were,  which  was  an  Irish  outside  jaunting  car. 

Adjourned  till  To-morrow  at  10  o'clock. 


Third  Day.— Tuesday,  17th  May  1853. 

Mr.  Henry  Plumptre  Gipps  sworn  and  examined.  jff^  g^  p.  Cr^yv. 

2709.  Were  you  returned  one  of  the  sitting  members  at  the  last  election  for  this  city  ?     .,.  .  Mav  1858 
— I  waa  ^         * 

2710.  And  unseated  upon  petition  ? — I  was. 

2711.  I  beliere  you  and  your  fismiily  have  been  long  connected  with  Canterbury  ? — 
Very  long  indeed. 

2712.  When  were  you  first  a  candidate  for  representing  the  city  ? — 1837. 

2713.  Was  a  gentleman  of  the  name  of  Bradshaw  your  colleague  upon  that  occasion  ? 
— He  was. 

2714.  Was  there  any  arrangement  made  between  you  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  with 
reference  to  the  expenses  ? — There  was. 

2715.  Can  you  state  what  it  was  ? — I  was  yoimg  at  the  time ;  I  was  brought  forward 
as  a  second  candidate,  and  the  arrangement  was  made  that  he  should  pay  1,000^.  and  I 
should  pay  5002. 

2716.  Who  was  to  be  the  winning  candidate  ? — He  was,  if  only  one  was  to  come  in. 

2717.  And  upon  that  arrangement  your  committee  were  to  act;  of  course  a  joint 
committee  ? — Yes.  It  was  a  near  run  ;  according  to  the  agreement  they  put  him  ahead  of 
me,  though  I  was  ahead  of  him  before  by  a  few  votea 

2718.  Are  you  aware  that  prior  to  that  occasion  there  were  any  illegal  practices  ? — 
Not  at  aU. 

2719.  I  believe  at  that  time  you  had  not  become  so  intimately  acquainted  with  the 
mode  in  which  elections  are  managed  in  Canterbury  as  you  have  become  since? — 
Certainly  not. 

2720.  In  1847  I  believe  you  again  came  forward  as  a  candidate  ? — I  did. 

2721.  Had  you  been  a  candidate  between  1837  and  1847  ? — I  had  not 

2722.  Was  that  a  single  election  ? — It  was  a  single  election. 

2723.  Just  before  the  general  d«tion  ? — ^Yes. 

2724.  I  believe  my  Lord  Albert  Consmgham  was  your  opponent? — He  was  my 
opponent     Mr.  Bradshaw  died ;  that  was  what  caused  the  vacancy. 

2725.  On  that  occasion  did  you  go  to  the  poU  ? — I  did  not 

2726.  Had  you  a  canvass  ? — I  had,  for  thi^  or  four  days ;  three  days  I  think  it  was. 

2727.  What  did  that  canvass  cost  you  ? — Somewhere  about  300i.  I  think  there  were 
one  or  two  old  bills.     I  cannot  state  at  this  length  of  time  what  it  was. 

2728.  In  1 852,  was  that  the  next  time  you  came  forward  ? — That  waa 

2729.  What  money  was  provided  for  the  election  in  1852  by  yourself? — I  provided 
800i.  at  the  time,  and  at  the  end  of  November  I  paid  250?.  more, — ^the  end  of  November 
last 

2730.  Therefore,  irrespective  of  the  expenses  connected  with  the  petition  against  your 
seat,  the  election  cost  you  1,050Z.  ? — Exactly  so. 
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Mr.JBLP.  Oipps.        2731.  Who  did  you  confide  that  money  to? — I  gave  SOOl.  to  Mr.  Pont,  and  2b0l.  to 

L  Mr.  Kiiigsford.  The  800i.,  at  the  election  time,  I  gave  to  Mr.  Pont,  and  the  250i.,  the  last 

17th  May  1853.     week  in  November,  I  gave  to  Mr.  Kingsford. 
"""■"""■"""  2732.  Have  you  had  any  accounts  rendered  to  you  as  to  the  mode  in  which  that 

money  was  expended  ? — I  have  not.    None  at  all. 

2733.  Do  you  know  at  all  from  the  representations  of  the  parties  whom  you  entrusted 
with  the  money,  how  the  money  was  expended  ? — I  do  not  Imow.  I  have  heard  a  large 
portion  of  it  went  in  colour  tickets. 

2734.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the  system  of  colour  tickets  yourself? — I  am. 

2735.  Is  it  the  fact,  as  has  been  stated  to  us,  that  a  voter  sends  in  a  recommendation 
of  one  or  two  parties,  as  it  may  be,  to  have  colour  tickets  ? — I  believe  it  has  always 
been  so. 

2736.  t)o  you  know  whether  the  voter  has  more  than  two  tickets  ? — I  do  not  knpw. 
I  should  think  not  as  many  as  two  tickets.  My  impression  is  he  generally  had  one  ;  he 
may  have  had  two. 

2737.  That  is  quite  irrespective  of  whether  he  carries  colours  or  not  ? — The  voter  never 
has  the  colour  ticket  himself,  I  believe  ;  at  all  events,  if  he  did,  it  was  contrary  to  express 
orders.  I  always  said,  "  If  a  voter  has  a  colour  ticket  it  is  bribery.  Take  care  the 
voter  gets  none  of  the  money."  I  do  not  think  you  will  find  the  voters  had  any  colour 
tickets. 

2738.  We  do  not  find  that  the  votei-s  themselves  had  colour  tickets.  Do  you  know, 
from  your  own  knowledge,  or  from  the  statements  of  any  parties  whom  you  entrusted 
with  the  management  of  the  funds,  of  any  of  those  ftmds  going  in  direct  money  payments  ? 
— I  do  not. 

2739.  Have  you  asked  for  any  accoimts  ? — I  have  not.  I  went  abroad  inmiediately 
after  the  election,  and  did  not  return  until  the  session  of  Parliament,  and  I  have  never 
asked  for  any. 

2740.  In  the  year  1847,  when  you  stood  against  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  expended 
300i.,  who  had  the  money  ? — I  really  forget  at  this  distance  of  time  ;  either  Mr.  Pont  or 
Mr.  Walker ;  I  cannot  state  positively  which.  It  was  a  very  sudden  thing  my  going 
down. 

2741.  Had  you  accounts  rendered  to  you  ? — I  had. 

2742.  Have  you  those  accounts  ? — No,  I  have  not. 

2743.  Did  the  accounts  that  were  rendered  to  you  upon  that  occasion .  disclose  paj^- 
ments  for  colour  tickets  ? — We  had  no  colour  tickets  ;  we  did  not  go  to  a  poU. 

2744.  How  would  the  SOOL  be  expended  ? — They  were  partly  old  biUa  I.  think  seme 
old  registration  accounts  ;  but  I  really  forget  at  this  distance  of  time. 

2745.  Do  you  mean  you  were  called  upon  as  the  candidate  to  pay  exp^ises  which  had 
been  incurred  by  others,  and  not  by  yourself,  as  a  condition  for  coming  forward  or  getting 
support  ? — I  thmk  the  candidate  was  generally  expected  to  pay  any  outstan(li^g  r^is- 
tration  biUs,  or  anything  of  that  sort. 

2746.  To  clear  off*  old  scores  ? — Yes.  I  dare  say  part  of  the  money  went  in  mefisengers 
and  that  sort  of  thing ;  we  never  came  to  giving  colour  tickets  away  on  that  occasion.    - 

2747.  How  long  before  the  day  of  election  did  you  retire  ? — I  thmk  it  must  have  been 
about  three  or  fom-  days,  but  I  do  not  remember  exactly  at  this  distance  of  time.  I  daw 
say  Mr.  Walker  wiH  remember  more  accurately  than  I  do. 

2748.  For  whom  did  Mr.  Walker  act  ? — He  acted  for  me  upon  that  occasion. 
274i}.  As  yom-  agent  or  solicitor  ? — As  my  agent. 

2750.  What  election  was  that  ?— In  1847. 

2751.  Did  he  act  for  you  in  any  other  election  ? — No. 

2752.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  procuiing  or  assisting  Mr.  Vance's  candidateship  in 
1850  ? — No,  I  took  no  part  whatever ;  I  was  not  in  Canterbury. 

2753.  Afl  to  your  share  of  the  expenses  of  the  diflferent  elections,  out  of  what  fiind  was 
it  to  be  paid  ?- — Out  of  my  own  pocket. 

2754.  Was  that  the  original  understanding  ? — Yes. 

2755.  You  had  no  promise  from  any  other  quarter? — I  cannot  say  that  I  was  not 
promised  help,  if  you  mean  that. 

2756.  Can  you  state  from  whom  and  at  what  election  ? — I  was  promised  by  some 
friends  of  mine  at  this  last  election. 

2757.  Who  were  they  ? — The  same  fund  as  I  believe  they  liad  at  the  other  club;  I  was 
promised  500Z. 

2758.  From  what  club  was  that  ? — The  Carlton.  I  cannot  say  where  it  comes  from, 
but  there  is  a  fiind  on  both  sides ;  a  political  fund. 

2759.  Who  is  the  manager  of  that  fund  ? — Mr.  Mackenzie. 

2760.  Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie,  the  member  for  Liverpool? — Yea  I  will  not  say  it  camie 
from  that  fiind  ;  I  really  know  nothing  about  it. 

2761.  Now  as  to  the  promise? — I  only  simply  know  I  was  pi^omised  500/.  towards 
the  expenses  of  the  election. 

2762.  Do  I    imderstand  you  to  say  that    Mr.  Forbes    Mackenzie  promised  you  the 
um  ? — He  did. 

2763.  And  he  has  not  paid  it  ? — Yes,  he  has. 
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2764.  How  much  did  you  expend  over  and  above  tLat   600/.  ?— I  expended  at   the    Mr,  B.  p.  Oimf. 
time  of  the  election  aU  my  own  money,  and  after  that  I  was  paid  back  500i;  it  wa«in  — — 
eluded  in  the  1,0502.                                                                                                                       17A  Mftj  }85>. 

2765.  The  5002.  ?— Yea 

2766.  Then  you  have  expended  of  your  own  money  the  ditference  between  500Z  and 
l,050i  ?— Yes. 

2767.  Have  you  any  notion  from  what  source  that  ftind  is  raised  ? I  have  not  •  I 

believe  there  is  a  general  fund  on  both  sides  for  election  purposes. 

2768.  You  do  not  know  who  contributes  to  that  fimd  ? — I  do  not. 

2769.  Did  you  contribute  yourself  to  it  ? — No,  I  did  not. 

2770.  Did  you  receive  the  promise  of  500i  before  you  stood  for  the  constituency  ? 

I  did. 

2771.  In  London  ? — In  London. 

2772.  Did  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  receive  any  assistance  out  of  that  fund,  or  any  pro- 
mise?— I  do  not  know  anything  about  that. 

2773.  Was  there  not  also  a  question  between  you  and  him  as  to  a  supplemental  sum 
of  300i  which  be  paid  after  the  election  ? — No ;  I  paid  250/.  at  the  end  of  November,  and 
there  may  be  507.  between  us. 

2774.  There  may  be  a  little  ? — Yes,  there  may  be  a  littla 

2775.  Are  there  any  accounts  of  this  last  election  or  of  any  former  elections  of  yours 
niusettled  ? — Not  one,  I  believe. 

2776.  Did  you  receive  any  assistance  or  promise  of  assistance  out  of  any  fund  at  any 
previous  contest? — No. 

2777.  Neither  assistance  nor  promise  ? — Neither. 

2778.  Through  whom  was  the  5001  paid  to  you  by  Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie,  that  is  to 
say,  in  what  way  was  that  5007.  paid  to  you  by  Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie  ? — It  was  paid 
whtfn  I  was  abroad  to  my  bankers. 

2779.  In  London  or  in  Canterbury  ? — In  London. 

2780.  Who  are  your  bankers  ? — The  Commercial  Bank. 

2781.  The  Western  Branch  ?— No,  the  Eastern  Branch. 

2782.  In  what  form  was  it  paid  ;  by  cheque,  or  by  notes,  or  cash,  or  how  ? — I  wish  to 
be  very  accurate.  200Z.  was  sent  me  down  in  bank  notes  here  ;  I  did  not  use  it  for  the 
purpose  of  ihe  election  at  all. 

8788.  At  what  period  was  that  sent  down  to  you  ? — That  was  sent  down  shortly  after 
the  election* 

2784.  While  you  were  still  in  Canterbury  ? — Yes,  I  took  it  back  to  town  with  me  ;  I 
did  not  want  it. 

2785.  The  300L  ?— That  was  paid  into  the  Commercial  Bank. 

2786.  By  cheque,  or  how  ? — I  do  not  know ;  it  was  paid  in  when  I  was  abroad. 

2787.  Have  you  not  seen  it  in  your  book  ? — No,  it  did  not  pass  through  my  book  at  ail. 

2788.  How  was  that  ? — Because  it  was  by  private  arrangement  between  me  and  the 
manager  of  the  bank  ;  I  took  .3007.  of  his,  and  it  was  paid  back,  I  believe,  through 
Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie. 

2789.  Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie  repaid  to  the  manager  of  the  bank  3001.  that  he  had 
advanced  to  you  for  that  election  ? — Yes,  I  did  not  wish  it  to  go  into  my  private  account 
ataU. 

2790.  You  do  not  happen  to  know  whether  he  received  payment  by  cheque,  or  in  what 
torm  the  manager  received  payment  ? — I  do  not ;  I  was  abroad. 

2791.  Do  I  understand  you  to  say,  that  you  were  also  abroad  in  1850,  when  Mr.  Vanoe 
stood  for  Canterbury  against  Colonel  Elomilly  ? — No,  I  was  not  abroad  ;  I  was  not  in  Can- 
terbury ;  I  took  no  part  whatever  in  the  election. 

2792.  Did  you  accompany  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  in  the  canvass  in  1852  ? — Yes. 

2793.  Were  you  present  on  any  occasion  when  electors,  or  persons  stating  themselves 
to  be  electors,  requested  money  of  him  in  that  capacity  ? — I  do  not  think  I  ever  heard 
them  ask,  and  I  am  sure  if  they  did  he  would  give  them  a  very  short  answer  ;  he  would 
not  give  them  any. 

2794.  But  you  did  not  hear  them  ask  ?— rTo  the  best  of  my  recollection  I  never  heard 
any  of  them  ask  for  money,  either  of  myself  or  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  ;  they  have  asked  me 
upon  several  occasions  for  colour  tickets,  and  I  gave  them  an  answer,  that  I  could  not 
think  of  giving  any  promise  of  the  sort. 

2795.  Were  you  present   when  he  was  invited  to  stand  ? — 1  was  not. 

2796.  Were  you  present  at  Heme  Bay  when  he  canvassed  the  out-voters  there  ? — Yea 

2797.  As  your  local  knowledge  is  better  than  Mr.  Butler  Johnstones,  perhaps  you  know 
a  man  of  the  name  of  Southee,  a  freeman  residing  at  Heme  Bay,  a  tailor  ? — Yes,  now 
you  mention  a  tailor  I  remember  it. 

2798.  Do  you  remember  that  tailor  applying  to  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  to  pay  a  sum  of 
U.,  or  some  other  sum  on  some  account  outstanding  since  the  last  election  ? — No,  I  do  not. 
I  think  this  Mr.  Southee  wrote  me  a  letter  about  last  December,  to  say  that  he  was  hard 
up  for  rent,  and  asking  me  for  relief 

2799.  Do  you  remember  his  saying  anything  at  the  time  of  the  canvass  ? — No. 

2800.  Do  you  remember  any  out-v<3ter  at  Heme  Bay  requesting  any  money  of 
Mr.  Johnstone  or  of  you,  or  of  yom*  canvassers  ? — Certainly  not 
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Mr.H.  P.  Gipps.        2801.  What  answer  did  you  make  to  the  man  who  wrote  to  you  in  December? — I 
— —  sent  his  letter  down  to  Mr.  Pont,  to  know  whether  it  was  a  real  case  of  distress ;  Mr.  Font's 

17t4  May  1868.    answer  was,  it  was  not ;  and  I  gave  the  man  no  answer. 

2802.  What  did  he  ask  for  ? — He  stated  that  he  was  in  arrear  of  rent,  and  that  there 

was  a  distress  going  to  be  put  into  his  house,  and  he  asked  me  to  contribute. 

2803.  Stating  he  had  voted  for  you  ? — I  do  not  remember  whether  he  did. 

2804.  He  was  an  elector? — ^Yes  ;  it  was  long  after  the  election  ;  it  was  in  December, 
I  think. 

2805.  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  has  spoken  of  the  impression  that  a  trap  was  being  laid 
for  the  conservative  party  of  this  kind,  that  the  Blues  were  not  to  bribe  for  once,  and 
were  to  allow  the  Reds  to  bribe,  and  that  then  they  were  to  present  their  own  petition ; 
did  you  hear  of  such  a  trap  in  the  course  of  your  canvass  ? — I  certainly  did. 

2806.  At  what  period  ? — The  day  before  the  election. 

2807.  Not  xmtil  the  day  before  the  election  ? — No. 

2808.  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  heard  it  the  day  he  commenced  liis  canvass  or  the  day 
rtfter  ? — I  never  heard  of  that ;  I  did  not  know  they  were  not  going  to  give  colour 
tickets  \mtil  the  day  before  the  election. 

2809.  You  did  not  hear  that  they  were  going  to  take  the  chance  of  your  committing 
direct  bribery  or  indirect,  and  so  to  unseat  you,  until  the  day  before  the  election  ? — No, 
I  did  not. 

2810.  At  all  events,  you  did  not  hear  they  were  not  going  to  give  colourmen  s  tickets 
imtil  the  day  before  the  election  ? — I  will  not  be  certain  to  a  day,  but  until  a  day  or  two 
we  did  not  hear  it. 

2811.  And  before  that  time  you  had  committed  yourself  pretty  fireely  to  colourmen  s 
tickets  ? — Of  course  we  had. 

2812.  From  your  experience  of  former  elections  and  your  knowledge  of  the  city,  had 
you  any  doubt  in  your  own  mind,  that  if  they  presented  a  petition  against  your  return 
founded  on  the  colour  tickets  and  proved  their  case,  that  they  would  unseat  you  ? — I  did 
not  think  so,  because  I  always  begged  that  they  would  take  particular  care  that  no  colour 
tickets  were  ever  given  to  a  voter,  and  that  he  never  got  paid  for  anything,  and  as  long 
as  the  voter  received  nothing  I  did  not  think  it  was  bribery. 

2813.  You  knew  colour  tickets  were  given  at  the  time  ? — Certainly. 

2814.  They  were  given  with  your  knowledge  and  concurrence  ? — Certainly. 

2815.  Were  you  examined  before  the  Committee   of  the  House  of  Commons? I 

was  not. 

2816.  Was  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  examined? — No. 

2817.  Did  either  of  you  tender  yourselves  to  be  examined? — We  did  not  tender 
ourselves ;  I  was  in  the  way  if  they  called  for  us. 

2818.  I  see  the  committee  report  that  it  was  "  not  proved  "  tliat  these  acts  of  bribery 
were  committed  "  with  the  knowledge  or  consent  "  of  either  of  you ;  I  understand  you 
to  say  that  these  acts  of  bribery  to  which  my  last  question  refers,  the  colour  tickets 
were  committed  with  the  knowledge  and  consent  of  both  of  you  ? — Certainly  so ;  but  I 
did  not  consider  them  bribery. 

2819.  If  you  had  been  called  before  the  committee,  or  if  Mr.  Johnstone  had  been  called 
before  the  committee  the  committee  might  have  found  that  these  acts  were  committed 
with  your  knowledge  and  consent  ? — Certainly,  so  far  as  colour  tickets  went. 

2820.  When  you  first  came  to  Canterbury  in  1837  I  understand  you  the  arrangement 
was  that  Mr.  Bradshaw  was  to  pay  l,000i.  and  you  to  pay  500/. ;  were  you  afterwards 
called  upon  to  pay  an  additional  sum  ? — No  more  at  alL 

2821.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Bradshaw  at  that  election  paid  more  than  1,0002.  ? 

I  cannot  tell  you  whether  he  did  at  this  distance  of  time  ;  my  own  impression  of  what 
he  paid  is  from  a  conversation  of  his  which  I  will  put  in  his  own  words ;  he  said,  "  My 
"  agent's  expenses  at  Berwick  were  l,200i.,  at  Canterbury  my  whole  election  cx)st  me 
**  less  f  I  remember  that  conversation  very  well ;  he  was  member  for  Berwick  •  but  I 
never  saw  the  accounts  of  that  election  ;  it  must  have  been  somewhere  thereabouts,  but 
I  never  saw  the  accounts  of  that  election. 

2822.  On  the  election  of  1852,  are  you  aware  of  any  monies  being  contributed  to  the 

expense  of  the  election  besides  those  sums  which  you  have  mentioned  ? I  am  not  • 

certainly  not ;  there  were  not. 

2823.  In  the  course  of  your  canvass  in  1852,  or  after,  have  you  ever  been  called  upcm 
to  pay  any  outstanding  accounts  of  former  elections  ? — I  have  not ;  but  in  our  accoimts 
of  the  election  of  1852  there  will  appear,  just  the  same  as  happened  in  the  election  of 
1847,  that  there  are  some  outstanding  accounts  for  registration. 

2824.  But  of  former  elections,  not  registration  ? — No,  of  former  elections  I  was  not. 

2825.  I  ask  you  specifically,  was  any  tiling  said  to  you  about  any  accounts  left  unsettled 
by  Mr.  Vance  ? — Certainly  not. 

2826.  Do  you  happen  to  know,  from  your  connexion  with  the  party,  whether  all 

Mr.  Vance's  expenses  in  the  contest  of  1850  or  the  canvass  of  1850  were  paid? I  do 

not ;  I  know  nothing  at  all  about  it. 
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Mr.  RiCHAKD  PiLCHER  swom  and  examined  -*^^-  ^*  -Wfcfcr. 

2827.  I  believe  you  are  the  steward  of  my  Lady  Conyngham,  are  you  not,  at  Bifrons  ?     ^^th  May  1863. 
— I  am.  .——.«. 

2828.  How  long  have  you  occupied  that  situation  ? — Ever  since  her  Ladyship  purchased 
the  estate,  or  rather  the  late  Marquis,  in  1830. 

2829.  When  were  you  first  connected  with  the  elections  of  this  town  ? — Ever  since 
1818,  in  a  very  humble  way. 

2830.  Since  my  Lord  Conyngham  purchased  the  estate,  were  you  then  brought  into 
more  intimate  connexion  with  the  electors  ? — Yes,  I  certainly  was ;  inasmuch  as  I  was 
appointed  to  receive  monies,  and  to  pay  them  away  to  certain  agents,  and  so  on ;  in 
short,  I  acted  as  a  sort  of  banker  to  those  parties  ;  the  money  passed  through  me. 

2831.  Which  was  the  first  occasion  after  the  Bifrons  estate  became  the  property  of  my 
Lord  Conyngham  that  you  were  brought  into  connexion  with  the  elections  ? — In  1836. 

2832.  Was  there  an  election  in  that  year  ? — Yes,  there  was. 

2833.  Who  were  the  candidates  ? — The  candidates  were  Lord  Conyngham,  Mr.  Villiers, 
and  Mr.  Lushington. 

2834*.  Is  that  the  present  Marquis  of  Conyngham  ? — No. 

2835.  You  said  Lord  Conyngham  ? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham.  I  am  speaking  of  the 
present  Lord  Londesborough. 

2836.  Was  Mr.  Lushington  the  tory  candidate  ? — He  was. 

2837.  And  the  two  other  gentlemen  were  the  Liberals  ? — They  were. 

2838.  And  who  were  retmned  ? — The  fiict  was,  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Vil- 
liers  were  returned,  but  that  return  was  disputed,  and  Mr.  Lushington  eventually 
succeeded  to  the  seat  on  petition. 

2839.  Who  lost  the  seat  ?— Mr.  Villiers. 

2840.  That  was  Mr.  Frederick  Villiers  ?— Yes. 

2841.  The  gentleman  who  afterwards  stood  for  Sudbury? — Yes. 

2842.  Without  going  much  into  detail  with  reference  to  that  election,  did  the  monies 
which  were  expended  by  Lord  Albert  pass  through  your  hands  ? — They  did. 

2843.  Have  you  any  accoimts  ? — I  have.  In  the  first  place  I  have  the  banker's  book 
to  prove  the  sums  I  have  received,  and  I  have  the  accounts  here  to  show  the  way  in 
which  those  sums  were  disbursed  ;  this  first  is  a  book  kept  by  Mr.  Penny  the  clerk,  and 
tere  are  all  the  details  to  a  penny. 

2844.  Is  that  the  book  for  1835  ?— Yes. 

2845.  What  was  the  expenditure  on  account  of  the  election  in  1835  on  the  part  of  my 
Lord  Albert  ? — The  expenditure  for  the  election  alone,  and  six  months  previous  canvass, 
was  1,400?.  18«.  9cZ. 

2846.  Did  Mr.  Villiers  pay  his  own  expenses,  or  was  that  the  joint  account  ?— The  fact 
is  they  were  separate  committees,  Mr.  Villiers  paid  1221.  for  colourmen's  tickets,  and  I 
think  that  formed  a  part  of  the  1,400?.  * 

2847.  You  think  so  ? — Yes,  I  do.  .  I  have  a  memorandum  that  Mr.  Villiers  paid  122?. 
or  124?.  as  a  feir  proportion  of  the  colourmen's  tickets. 

2848.  With  the  exception' of  that  122?.  which  went  to  pay  a  portion  of  the  colounnen's 
tickets,  did  Mr.  Villiers  contribute  any  money  towards  the  expenses  of  the  election  ? — No. 
By-the-by  it  now  occurs  to  me  that  this  1,400?.  was  the  net  sum  Lord  Londesborough 
paid,  consequently  that  122?.  that  Mr.  Villiers  paid  could  not  have  formed  a  part.  It 
Vas  not  deducted,  so  that  the  1,400?.  was  exclusive  of  that. 

2849.  Then  the  whole  cost  of  the  election  of  the  two  candidates  would  be  1,522?.  18s.  9c?.  ? 
— I  do  not  know  what  Mr.  Villiers  paid  in  addition  to  the  colourmen's  tickets.  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  would  include  the  expenses  of  both  parties  ;  there  were  separate  com- 
mittees.    We  did  not  wish  to  have  anything  to  do  with  Mr.  Villiers. 

2850.  You  do  not  understand  me  ;  I  wish  to  see  whether  that  1,400?.  I85.  9c?.  repre- 
sented the  expenses  of  Lord  Conyngham  alone  ? — Most  decidedly  it  did. 

2851.  Then  you  have  no  knowledge  what  sum  it  cost  Mr.  Villiers  ? — I  do  not  know  ; 
I  have  no  knowledge  at  all. 

2852.  You  say  the  money  passed  through  your  hands  ;  had  you  the  disbursement  of 
it  ? — ^Very  little  of  that,  very  little  of  the  disbursing.  If  you  will  allow  me,  I  will  just 
read  this.  I  have  merely  made  a  memorandum  here,  *'  Election  expenses,  abstract  of 
this  book,  1,400?.  18s.  9c?."  The  monies  came  to  me  January  7th  the  same  year  in  two 
five  hundreds,  the  7th  and  12th. 

2853.  Who  furnished  you  those  monies? — They  came  from  London,  from  Denison's 
house,  the  banker's ;  they  were  remitted  to  me. 

2854.  Was  that  my  Lady  Conyngham's  father  ? — My  Lady  Conyngham's  brother,  the 
late  Mr.  Denison ;  it  came  through  his  house. 

2855.  That  was  the  1,000?.  ? — I  find  that  there  was  a  sum  of  1/.  19^.,  a  trifling  sum, 
and  cash  and  bills  398?.,  making  the  exact  sum  of  1,400  18d.  9c?.  received  by  me  and 
accounted  for.     Here  is  every  detail. 

2856.  You  had  better  hand  that  up  ? — (The  witness  handed  in  a  small  book  with 
marble  paper  covers.)  And  I  am  prepared  to  put  in  my  banker's  ficcount  to  confirm  that 
statement. 
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!dr.B\  Pilcher.         2857.  Who  did  you  employ  on  that  occasion  as  your  agents  to  disburse  the  money  ? — 

'  The  account  will  show  to  whom  that  money  was  paid,  I  think. 

l7thTWfey  1853.         2858.  Take  the  book  in  your  hand  and  turn  to  that  book  ;. do  you  find  any  large  sum, 

„ because  we  will  begin  with  the  large  simis  first,  intrusted  to  any  one  individual  to  deal 

with  ? — No,  it  goes  so  much  into  detail  that  I  do  not ;  but  to  the  best  of  my  recollection 
Mr.  Birch  was  the  principal  person  who  disbursed. 

2859.  Is  Mr.  Birch  alive  ? — Yes.  I  think  Mr.  Birch  was  the  person  who  disbursed 
most ;  I  think  the  money  passed  principally  through  his  hands. 

2860.  Did  you  hand  the  money  over  to  him  ? — Yes,  I  most  probably  paid  some  things 
myself. 

2861.  Then  that  book  which  you  have  would  be  a  book  made  up  fi*om  him  ? — ^No,  this 
book  is  made  up  by  a  Mr.  Penny  who  was  employed  as  clerk,  and  the  different  accounts 
were  given  in.  Mr.  Birch  was  the  principal  person ;  I  recoUect  being  with  him  and 
paying  the  colourmen  up  at  his  house,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing. 

2862.  What  is  the  amoimt  of  colourmen  at  that  election  ?^-320  Colourmen,  cost  S201. 
I  think  at  that  time  there  were  two  days  polling,  and  one  day  nomination,  and  one  day 
declaration ;  I  think  it  is  5s.  a  day  ;  I  think  the  item  appears  here.  1  see  here,  cash  to 
Mr.  Birch,  and  so  on,  three  sums  of  148Z. ;  he  was  the  principal  person. 

2863.  That  would  leave  1,200?.  to  be  accounted  for  ?— .^320  from  1,400?.  would  leave 
1,100?. 

2864  ^1500.  is  the  amount  ? — No  ;  Mr.  Villiers'  is  an  additional  122?. 

2865.  Call  it  1,100?. ;  does  that  book  show  how  that  1,100?.  was  expended  ? — Yes  ; 
every  farthing. 

2866.  Without  going  into  any  details  of  elections  so  far  back,  are  there  any  jEragments 
there  which  you  have  no  doubt  now,  seeing  them,  were  payments  as  bribery  ? — We  never 
thought  of  bribery  in  those  days. 

2867.  Answer  the  question  ? — Which  we  deemed  as  bribery  ? 

2688.  Not  put  down  as  bribery,  but  payments  made  to  men  of  51.  and  6?.  ? — Not 
OTije. 

2869.  What  was  the  next  election  at  which  you  were  employed  ? — The  next  election 
was  1837. 

2870.  Who  were  the  candidates  then?  —  The  candidates  then  were  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  and  Mr.  Villiers  again,  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr.  Gipps. 

2871.  I  believe  my  Lord  Albert  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  were  returned  ? — ^They  wera 

2872.  What  was  the  expenditure  of  my  Lord  Albert  in  that  election  ? — I  am  not  so 
clear  upon  that  point,  as  I  did  not  have  so  much  the  management,  as  that  was  a  joint 
concern.  I  think  Mr.  Birch  was  the  person  who  kept  the  books  ;  I  have  merely  a  rough 
memorandum,  which  I  am  quite  ashamed  to  put  in,  because  it  was  copied  from  Mr.  Birch's 
account  by  my  son  when  he  was  a  schoolboy  ;  the  expenditure,  as  near  as  I  can  make  it 
out,  was  1,212/.  68.  lie?. ;  I  beg  that  may  be  subject  to  correction,  because  I  am  not  posi- 
tive. I  received  part  of  that  sum  in  two  sums  of  721?.,  and  so  I  conclude  that  the  other 
portion  was  paid  by  Mr.  Villiers,  but  I  cannot  speak  to  that  as  a  fact ;  I  received  in  two 
sums  from  Denisons  721?.  in  part  payment  of  1,212?.  68.  lid. 

2873.  And  you  are  inclined  to  think  that  the  two  parties  coalesced  as  far  as  expenses 
went  on  that  occasion,  only  finding  a  receipt  of  700?.  and  odd,  to  meet  the  payment  of  1 ,200?. 
and  odd  ? — ^Yes,  that  must  have  been  the  conclusion,  but  we  never  wished  to  coalesce 
^th  Mr.  Villiers,  we  rather  tried  to  avoid  that ;  but  how  fiar  the  accounts  were  blended 
I  do  not  know. 

2874.  Might  this  not  have  been  the  ease;  that  my  Lady  Conyngham  might  have 
foimd  the  difference  between  the  700?.  and  odd  and  the  1,200?.  ? — No,  I  am  sure  not ;  I 
feel  quite  confident  she  did  not. 

"  2875.  Is  it  mere  supposition  on  your  part  that  Mr.  Villiers  contributed  ? — Decidedly. 
I  never  heard  how  it  was  done ;  he  had  no  regular  committee ;  he  had  a  very  faint 
committee, — what  I  should  call  a  very  faint  committee. 

2876.  Mr.  Villiers  was  not  supposed  to  be  a  man  of  much  means,  was  he  ? — No,  cer- 
Utinly  not. 

2877.  What  leads  you  to  suppose  that  he  contributed  about  500?.  to  this  election  ? — 
I  never  gave  it  a  thought, — I  certainly  did  not ;  and  to  this  moment  I  cannot  bring  it  to 
recollection. 

2878.  At  this  moment  then,  as  far  as  I  understand  you,  as  fex  as  you  know,  the  whole 
of  this  money  might  have  come  from  some  friends  of  my  Lord  Albert's? — I  cannot 
imagine  such  a  thing  ;  not  that  600?. 

2879.  Why  not  ? — Because  Lord  Albert  would  not  go  out  of  his  way  to  get  money 
from  Mr.  Villiers. 

2880.  I  thought  you  told  me  you  thought  it  did  come  from  Mr.  Villiers?  —  Yes, 
certainly  from  Mr.  Villiers,  but  not  that  Lord  Albert  was  instrumental  in  getting  it. 

2881.  What  is  yotir  reason  for  concluding  it  came  from  Mr.  Villiers  ? — I  conclude  it 
could  come  from  no  one  else. 

2822.  That  is  all  ? — Certainly,  and  I  never  gave  it  a  thought.  It  never  has  crossed 
my  mind  as  to  the  source  it  came  from. 

2883.  What  were  Mr,  Villiers'  politics  in  those  days  ? — Radical  in  the  extreme^ 

2884.  Extreme  liberal?— Yes, 
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^    2885.  How  mudi  in  that  election  went  for  colour  tickets,    do  you  know? — I  do     Mr.R.Pilcher 
not ;  Mr.  Birch  paid  the  colourmen  ;  I  certainly  was  with  him  when  he  paid,  but  he  had  '  '   • 

the,  amount,  I  merely  assisted ;  Mr.  Birch  has  the  account ;  but,  by-the-bye,  I  think  I    *17th  May  185S. 

have  a  rough  paper  here  {prodAwmg  a  paper).    I  observe  here  a  short  abstract  accounting       — ■ — : :- 

for  the  sum  of  1,212Z.  "  Paid  Mr.  Birch  551Z.  5«.  lOd,  Mr.  Pilcher."  I  suppose  I  dis- 
bursed this  myself  162?.  19«.  4d. ;  accounts  unpaid  at  that  time  458i.  1«.  9d,  mating 
l,172i.  6«.  lldJ;  40i.  I  see  here  was  left  to  meet  contingencies,  and  there  is  merely  a 
^oaark  against  that ;  and  lower  down  it  says,  "  See  contingencies,  27t  13«.  Id,  making 
up  48of.,  "  to  be  remitted  when  approved  of"  So  that  these  accounts  went  to  London 
to  be  audited  ;  to  be  examined  and  approved  before  the  money  was  remitted. 

2886.  You  keeping  the  money  in  your  hands  for  that  purposed — A&  the  mcmey  was 
reinitted  to  me,  a  certain  sum  was  remitted  to  me  to  pay  those  things  that  could  not  be 
put  off. 

2887.  The  money  had.  not  come  down  when  you  sent  up  the  accounts  ? — Certainly 
not. 

\  2888.  And  you  put  a  note  "  To  be  remitted  when  accoimt  approved  of  ? — ^Mr.  Birch, 
rather,  put  the  note  ^ 

2889.  I  will  ask  you  some  questions  with  reference  to  the  election  of  1837  ;  did  you 
know  of  any  money  payments  as  distinct  from  these  colour  tickets  to  parties  for  their 
votes  ?— No,  Sir,  no  ;  only  what  I  should  call  the  usual,  and  what  was  then  deemed  the 
fidr  way ;  we  had  no  occasion  ;  we  were  always  too  coixfident ;  we  endeavoured  to  avoid 
bribery  in  every  shape,  as  we  understood  it  then. 

2890.  Still  it  is  a  large  sum,  particularly  in  tiie  year  1886,  to  remain  over.  There  are 
1,100?.  to  be  accounted  for  when  all  the  colour  tickets  are  paid  which  you  do  not  account 
for  % — Oh  yes,  I  think  so  ;  certainly  ;  everything. 

2891.  What  was  the  next  election  in  which  you  were  engaged  ? — 1847. 

2892.  1841,  is  it  not?— No  ;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  1841. 

2893.  I  only  ask  you  ? — No  ;  in  short,  I  did  not  come  into  Canterbury  at  any  other 
election.    •       .  .   • 

2894.  You  think  a  period  of  ten  years  elapsed  before  you  appeared  again  ?— Yes. 

2895.  This  accountof  1837,  you  say,  was  prepared  by  your  boy  ? — ^Yes. 

2i^6.  I  see  originally  it  was  headed  **  Copy  Mr.  Butter's  account''  ?— Yes,  that  is  in 
my  writing ;  the  fact  is,  I  must  have  added  that  some  time  after.  When  I  came-  iritb 
Canterbury  just  now  I  met  Mr.  Rutter,  and  he  said,  "  Well,  you  are  going  up  to-day  f 
a  few  observations  passed,  and  I  said,  "  I  am  f  I  said,  "  Mr.  Rutter,  I  wish  to  hear 
nothing,"  I  said,  "  You  have  put  in  some  book,  I  understand,  I  am  glad  you  have  ;  I 
"  have  a  wish  to  keep  nothing  back  ;  aU  must  be  fair,  and  I  must  put  in  some  papers, 
**  and  I  have  got  an  ajccount  of  1837,  and  it  is  headed  your  account.''  He  said,  "  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  it ;"  I  said,  "  Here  is  the  paper,  I  shall  be  perfectly  open  ;"  he  said, 
•"  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  that,  I  am  satisfied ;"  he  was  qiiite  right,  for  that  heading 
of  mine  is  subsequently  to  its  being  made  out,  I  have  no  doubt.  These  papers  have  been 
put  by  ever  since  1837,  and  I  am  only  surprised  I  should  have  found  them, — I  am  rather 
careftil  with  papers  ;  after  that  I  headed  it  with  Mr.  Birch's  name,  because  I  was  then 
satisfied  that  Mr.  Birch  was  the  person  who  was  the  principal  disburser. 

2897.  You  altered  it  yourself? — I  did ;  and  I  should  have  been  misleading  you  if  I  had 
not  altered  it. 

2898.  Will  you  explain  how  it  was  that  nobody  representing  Bifrons  appeared  in  the 
field  between  1837  and  1847? — ^tlie  fact  is  this;  in  the  first  place,  Lord  Albert 
Conjmgham  resigned  his  seat  on  a.matter  of  feeling. 

2899.  When  was  that  ? — I  do  not  know  exactly,  I  could  not  find  any  reference  to 
it ;  but  his  Lordship  resigned  his  seat,  and  of  course  we  gave  up  aU  thoughts  of  Canterbiu;j' 
for  a  time.     It  was  a  mere  matter  of  feeing  at  the  time.  • 

2900.  The  allowing  that  period  of  ten  years  to  elapse,  then  Lord  Albert  appeared 
again  in  the  field  ? — He  had  ill  health,  and  many  things  might  have  caused  it. 

2901.  You  told  me  that  Lord  Albert  resigned  firom  a  matter  of  feeling  and  that  he 
did  not  solicit  the  suflfrages  of  the  electors  of  Canterbury  until  1847  ? — I  think  not. 

2902.  Did  any  other  party  come  forward  who  had  the  interest  of  Bifix>tt8  at  their 
disposal  in  that  interval  ? — No ;  I  remember  a  Mr.  Wilson  came. 

2903.  That  is  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  ? — Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  ;  but  he  was  a  most  in- 
different person  as  regarded  Bifipons,  the  Marchioness,  and  so  on;  they  took  no  part  in 
it  that  I  am  aware  of  I  accidentally  saw  Mr.  Wilson.  I  went  into  the  committee-room, 
and  took  no  part. 

2904.  There  was  no  money  passed  through  your  hands  with  reference  to  any  election 
between  1837  and  J  847  ? — No.  I  was  merely  going  to  observe  that  Lord  Albert  used  to 
pay  certain  annual  subscriptions ;  they  passed  through  my  hands. 

2905.  Lord  Albert  was  keeping  his  interest  alive? — No;  in  a  very  trifling  way, 
merely  as  a  resident ;  he  gave  it  up  altogether,  nothing  to  keep  aJive. 

2906.  In  1847  the  candidates  were  Lord  Albert  and  who  ? — Lord  Albert  alone  ;  there 
was  no  contest.  Mr.  Gipps  came  into  the  field  and  we  prepared  for  a  contest ;  and  I  see 
that  the  expenses  incurred  in  that  preparation,  bandmnen,  nomination-day,  and  so  on, 
were  6027. 

2907.  About  a  third  of  the  former?— -Yes. 
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Mr. R Pitcher.         2908.  Have  you  any  account  of  how  that  was  disbursed? — I  have.     That  is  in  fhe 

— —  handwriting  of  my  youngest  daughter* 

17th  May  1853.         2909.  Colour  tickets  ? — Oh  yes,  there  are  colour  ticketa 

2910.  When  was  that  made  (refen^Qig  to  the  little  hook  with  Tnarble  paper  covers)  ? — 

That  was  made  at  the  time. 

2911.  Then  the  colour  tickets  were  issued  previous  to  your  knowing  that  Mi\  Gippd 
had  retired  ? — I  should  think  not ;  I  think  the  colourmen  were  employed  merely  to 
celebrate  the  thing.  In  the  way  those  things  are  carried  out  it  was  thought  right  to 
have  a  little  show  on  the  nomination  day,  merely  for  that  purpose.  The  colours  were 
had  out  just  the  same  as  if  we  were  going  to  have  a  contest. 

2912.  The  colour  tickets,  we  are  given  to  understand,  were  wholly  irrespective  of 
colours,  or  the  men  who  carried  the  colours  ? — Yes,  too  much  so,  perhaps. 

2913.  I  want  to  know,  in  this  uncontested  election  in  1847,  were  the  colour  tickets 
issued  and  distributed  in  the  ordinary  way  irrespective  of  carrying  colours  ? — I  think  it 
is  very  trifling.     I  tliink  it  is  in  the  account. 

2914.  We  want  to  know  the  fact  ? — There  is  the  account.  I  cannot  carry  it  in  my 
mind ;  trifling,  I  think. 

2915.  What  was  the  next  election  ?    Was  it  the  general  election  in  1847? — ^Yes. 

2916.  A  second  election  in  1847? — Yes. 

2917.  This  is  the  election  in  February  1847,  you  have  just  told  us  of? — ^In  March  I 
think  I  had  5001,  I  received  two  remittances  of  2501.  each,  leaving  a  balance  due  to  m^ 
of2i. 

2918.  Those  remittances  were  always  through  Denison's  house? — Through  Denison's 
house ;  invariably  so. 

2919.  Now  the  next  election  would  have  been  in  the  same  year ;  the  general  election  ? 
—Yea 

2920.  Who  were  the  candidates  ? — The  candidates  were  Lord  Conyngham,  Mr.  Smythe, 
Lord  Clinton,  and  Mr.  Vance. 

2921.  Did  Lord  Albert  stand  independent? — No  ;  jointly  with  Mr.  Smythe. 

2922.  Who  were  returned  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

2923.  Was  that  a  severe  contest  ? — A  very  severe  contest  indeed. 

2924.  What  was  my  Lord  Albert's  expenditure  ? — 1  am  not  in  possession  of  a  single 
document  relative  to  this  election,  everything  was  conducted  by  Mr.  Butter ;  that 
election  being  a  joint  election,  it  was  thought  right  that  he  should  be  no  longer  in  my 
hands,  but  he  should  pass  to  Mr.  Butter,  because  it  was  a  joint  concern.  I  mei'ely  repre- 
sented Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  but  I  find  that  I  received  remittances  in  part  payment 
of  the  expenditure  of  that  election,  SOOl,  in  three  suma 

2925.  From  Denison's  ?— Yes. 

2926.  And  which  sum  of  SOOl,  you  paid  over  to  Mr.  Butter  ;  is  that  so  ? — Yes,  I  con- 
clude I  must  have  paid  it  to  Mr.  Butter,  but  I  have  no  document  of  anything.  Mr.  But- 
ter's accounts  were  sent  to  town  to  be  audited  and  regularly  passed  by  Mr,  Benbow,  that 
was  our  way  of  proceeding. 

2927.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  that  Mr.  Smythe  paid  an  equal  amount  to  that  ? — 
I  do.  I  firmly  believe  that  it  was  equally  divided ;  I  firmly  believe  so,  but  I  never 
heard  a  syllable,  only  in  a  general  way,  that  they  were  equally  to  divide  the  expenses. 

2928.  And  you  are  unable  to  give  us  any  information  of  the  mode  the  money  was 
expended  ? — I  am  ;  I  did  not  keep  the  accounts, 

2929.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  of  the  expenditure  in  that  year  ? — There 
was  some  very  improper  expenditure,  I  think,  some  part  at  the  close.  A  system  that 
we  had  never  dreamt  of  hardly. 

2930.  Explain  that  ? — The  parties  were  contending  very  strongly  against  each  other, 
iand  reports  reached  us  that  the  opposite  party  were  having  recourse  to  what  they  called 
their  old  tricka 

2931.  What  do  you  mean  by  old  tricks? — Our  side  used  to  consider  that  they  bribed 
a  good  deal 

2932.  Do  you  mean  by  old  tricks  they  were  having  recourse  to  bribery  ? — Certainly. 

2933.  In  a  court  of  justice  we  must  call  things  by  their  right  names.  Who  informed 
you  of  that,  do  you  know  ? — I  cannot  say  who  informed  me,  it  was  generally  understood. 

2934.  This  was  at  the  close  of  the  canvass  ? — I  think  the  day  of  the  election. 

2935.  That  being  brought  to  your  knowledge,  what  steps  did  you  take  to  counteract 
it  ? — I  acted  under  Mr.  Butter  s  directions ;  Mr.  Butter  had  the  principal  management. 

2936.  What  did  you  do  under  Mr.  Butter's  direction  ? — I  recollect  in  one  case  a  list 
was  sent  in  from  Mr.  Jacobs  of  about  ten  or  a  dozen  names,  and  Mr.  Butter  put  it  into 
my  hands,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  and  they  were  parties  who  were  waiting  to  re- 
ceive money,  I  thiak  about  ten  or  a  dozen ;  as  well  as  I  can  remember  some  21.,  some  3i, 
some  4il.,  some  5^.,  I  cannot  speak  correctly,  but  I  have  an  impression  the  gross  sum  was 
about  Sol.  that  was  handed  over  or  I  paid  to  Mr.  Jacobs  ;  that  is  my  impression. 

2937.  What  did  you  do  with  that  35t  ? — Passed  it  to  Mr.  Jacobs,  who  had  seen  parties 
or  had  previously  paid  parties,  voters  who  would  not  go  to  the  poll  without,  who  were 
desirous  of  voting  for  the  liberal  interest,  but  would  not  go  to  the  poU  without  being  paid. 

2938.  Did  you  give  Mr.  Jacobs  S5l,  or  near  that  amount,  for  the  purpose  of  buying 
votes  for  your  side  ? — Yes,  or  paying  for  votes. 
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2939.  For  buying  votes  ? — It  is  the  same  thing.  jjg^^  ^  POclm 

2940.  Can  you  give  us  the  names  of  the  paiiies  ? — Not  one ;  Mr,  Jacobs  managed  it ;  X  *  — ^ 
merely  took  the  money  to  Mr.  Jacobs.                                                                                        17th  May  1858. 

2941.  Is  Mr.  Jacobs  here  ? — No,  he  has  left  Canterbury  many  years.  • ^ 

2942.  Is  there  any  other  instance  besides  that  you  can  give  us  ? — Yes,  one  other 
instance  ;  I  recollect  there  was  a  voter  would  not  go  up  to  the  poll,  he  was  desirous  of 
polling  for  the  liberal  interest,  but  would  not  go  to  the  poll  unless  he  received,  I  think  it 
was  hi. ;  it  is  wrong  perhaps  to  speak  of  those  that  are  gone,  but  a  Mr.  Brown,  a  leather- 
cutter,  who  was  rather  warm  in  the  interest,  sent  to  me  to  say  there  was  a  person  who 
was  waiting  who  wished  to  vote,  but  he  would  not  go  without  he  was  paid,  he  wanted  ot; 
I  handed  5Z.,  and  through  Mr.  Brown  the  5Z.  was  handed  over  to  this  voter. 

2943.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  voter  ? — I  think  it  is  Read. 

2944.  Is  he  here  ? — I  do  not  know. 

2945.  I  mean  is  he  in  the  town  ? — ^Yes ;  and  that  is  the  only  person  whose  name  I  can 
call  to  mind  to  whom  I  ever  paid  a  £Eu:thing  in  that  shape. 

2946.  Did  you  give  that  5i.  to  Brown  with  a  perfect  knowledge  and  understanding 
that  he  was  to  buy  Read's  vote  with  it  ? — I  did. 

2947.  Is  it  Brown  who  is  dead,  or  Read  ? — Brown  is  dead.  In  fact,  the  man  was 
waiting  at  his  house. 

2948.  Is  there  any  other  circumstance  of  a  similar  character  you  can  tell  us  ? — 1  cannot 
call  to  mind.  If  I  am  reminded  of  anything  I  shoidd  be  very  glad  to  say  it,  but  I  cannot 
call  to  mind  any  case  ;  if  I  could,  I  instaiitly  would ;  there  were  tiifling  things.  We 
wanted  to  act  generously,  but  nothing  in  the  shape  of  bribery  can  I  call  to  mind. 

2949.  Do  I  understand  you  to  state  to  us  that,  with  the  exception  of  these  cases  that 
you  have  given  us  at  the  general  election  of  1847,  you  are  yourself  not  aware  at  any  of 
the  previous  elections  of  similar  practices  having  been  had  recourse  to  by  the  party  whom 
you  represented  ? — Certainly. 

2950.  You  state  that  upon  your  oath  ? — On  my  oatL  There  is  one  circumstance  I 
should  like  to  name,  with  the  particulars  of  which  I  never  was  made  acquainted.  In 
1837  I  was  called  upon  to  advance  25i.,  and  I  never  knew  for  what  purpose ;  that  was 
the  only  mysterious  sum  that  will  appear  in  any  accounts  of  mine. 

2951.  Who  called  on  you  to  pay  25i.  ? — Mr.  Masters,  on  the  part  of  the  others  of  th6 
committee,  merely  in  a  general  way  to  wind  up  affairs,  it  was  necessary  he  should  call 
upon  me  for  25Z.,  and  it  is  in  my  bank  book  where  I  delivered  the  cheque.  With  the 
exception  of  that  25?., — \hl,  or  25?., — I  cannot  call  to  mind  a  single  instance  of  anything, 
and  that  I  do  not  mean  to  say  was  employed  improperly,  but  I  did  not  have  the  details, 

2952.  It  was  a  payment  for  wliich  you  received  no  voucher  ? — That  is  right. 

2953.  Was  it  before  or  after  the  election  ? — In  the  month  of  September  I  was  called  on, 
after  the  election  which  took  place  in  July ;  three  or  four  months  after. 

2954.  Why  did  that  appear  to  you  a  mysterious  circumstance  ? — Everything  would 
appear  to  me  mysterious  that  there  was  no  account  sent  in  for.  There  was  no  account 
sent  in  for  this,  but  the  hands  were  so  respectable,  and  a  person  in  whom  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  placed  the  highest  confidence,  that  I  did  not  feel  that  I  was  at  liberty  to 
call  for  any  account. 

2955.  Is  Mr.  Masters  alive  ? — Yes. 

2956.  Is  he  in  the  town  still  ?— Yes. 

2957.  And  Mr.  Masters  can  give  us  the  information  of  how  the  money  was  applied  ?— 
No  doubt. 

2958.  From  the  position  which  you  held  in  reference  to  the  several  elections  in  which 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  interested,  you  were  in  the  secrets  of  the  party  ? — ^No, 
not  alL 

2959.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  that  some  of  the  mode  of  management  of  the  election 
was  kept  secret  from  you  ? — With  the  exception  of  that  one  sum,  I  am  not  aware  nor 
have  I  the  remotest  suspicion  that  anything  was  kept  from  me. 

2960.  Then,  with  the  exception  of  that  one  sum,  you  were  in  the  secrets  of  the  party, 
and  how  the  elections  were  managed  ? — Every  thing  was  perfectly  open  in  the  committee 
room. 

2961.  Were  you  aware,  with  the  exception  of  that  25i!.,  how  the  elections  were  managed  ? 
— I  know  nothing  more  than  what  I  have  stated  here. 

2962.  Had  you  reason  to  think  that  they  had  re<30urse  to  practices  of  which  you  knew 
nothing  ? — Certainly  not ;  we  never  dreamt  of  bribery  in  the  general  adaptation  of  the 
word. 

2963.  Am  I  to  xmderstand  you  that  imtil  the  year  1847  at  the  general  election,  when 
it  was  stated  to  you  that  the  other  party  had  recourse  to  their  old  tricks,  that  no  direct 
bribery  had  ever  been  practised  by  your  party  in  Canterbury  within  your  knowledge  \ 
— I  am  not  aware  of  an  instance  ;  I  am  not  aware  of  one. 

2964.  Do  you  mean  when  you  say  *^  nothing  more  than  you  state/'  what  you  state  in 
that  book,  or  what  you  state  in  this  room  ? — Tban  what  I  state  in  this  room. 

2965.  Have  you  any  further  information  to  give  us  with  reference  to  the  general 
election  in  1847  ? — No. 

2966.  Did  Lord  Albert  appear  after iihat  as  a  candidate? — No. 

2967.  I  believe  he  was  then  returned  ? — Yes, 
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dtr^.BiPUdktr*         2968.  When  was  he  elevated  to  the  peerage? — I  thilik  that  must  have  been  about 
.m.^mm'  three  or  four  years  ago. 

471ft  May  Vmi.         2969.  In  1850  ?— Yes,  about  that  time. 
.^  ■■»■»■   .1  I  ,  2970.  When  my  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  waa  elevated  to  the  peerage  in  1850,  was 

the  Conyngham  influence  then  given  in  fiivour  of  any  other  party  ? — When  his  Lordship 
was  elevated  to  the  peerage  and  Colonel  Eomilly  came  down,  all  that  was  done  was  to 
flend  me  into  Canterbury  one  evening  when  Colonel  Homilly  arrived,  to  invite  him  to 
JBifrons,  as  an  act  of  courtesy,  and  merely  to  show  a  fair  coimtenance  was  given  to  his 
reception. 

I  2971.  Nothing  more  was  done  ? — Nothing  more ;  I  saw  Colonel  Romilly  at  the  Foun- 
tain, with  his  .friends,  and  I  merely  conveyed  to  him,  I  think,  a  note  from  the  MarohioneaB 
to  invite  him  to  Bifrons,  if  he  would  take  a  bed  out  of  courtesy,  and  I  said,  "  Colonel 
Romilly,  I  am  desired  also  to  say,  if  my  services  can  be  of  use,  I  am  prepared  to  as^t 
you  in  any  fair  way  ;  and  I  think  that  was  all  that  passed. . 

2972.  Were  your  services  required? — ^No,  they  were  not,  not  to  my  recollection ;  im 
short  there  was  no  contest. 

2973.  Did  you  assist  Colonel  Romilly  at  all  1 — Lam  not  aware  of  a  single  act 

:    2974.  Did  you  see  .Mr.  Vance  ? — Never  ;  only  at  the  hustings  and  in  the  town  perhaps. 
•  2975.  You  did  not  know  him  ?— No. 
.  2976.  You  had  no  personal  interview  with  him?'r--No,  never. 

2977.  Had  you  any  interview  with  any  one  on  his  behalf  I^—Nbvbt.  . 

',  2978.  Did  you  hear  a  report  circulated  through  the  town  that  Mr.  Vance  had  been 
bought  ojff  ? — Never,  until  within  the  last  two  or  three  days. 

2979.  In  1850  you  knew  nothing  of  your  own  knowledge,  beyond  that  of  inviting 
'Colonel  Romilly  to  Bifrons  ? — ^That  is  aJL 

.  2980.  Now  in  the  year  1852,  the  last  election,  can  you  tell  us  anything  with  r^^ard 
to  that  ? — No,  I  know  nothing  at  all  .  ^ 

:    2981.  Did  Sir  William  SomerviUe  stand? — ^Yes  ;  I  beg  your  pardon,         . 

2982.  Lsuppose  Sir  William  Somerville  had  aU  the  bifrons  inflttence  ? — It  is  £sur  io 
conclude  that.     I  only  went  into  the  committee  room  three  timea 

2983.  The  candidates  in  1852  were  Mr.  Gipps,  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone,  Sir  William 
Somerville,  Colonel  Romilly,  and  Mr.  Smythe  ?-r-Yea 

2984;  Sir  William  Somerville  is  Lady  Conjmgham's  son-in-law  ?— He  i&  -' 

^    2985.  Did  he  make  Bifrons  his  residence  during  the  election  ? — He  did  not. 

2986.  He  was  not  there  at  all,  except  as  a  visitor  ? — ^That  was  alL  He  was  at  the 
Fountain  with  his  daughter ;  I  saw  Sir  William  Somerville ;  I  waited  on  him  merely 
to  show  I  was  disposed  to  render  any  humble  services  he  might  require.  I  went  to  the 
committee  room,  and  I  found  a  clerk  there  ;  he  said,  "  Mr.  PUcher,  here  is  the  old  work 
commenced  on  the  other  side,  they  are  giving  out  the  messengers  tickets,  and  imless 
Sir  WiUiam  does  the  same  he  will  lose  his  election.''  I  said,  "Sir  William  will  have 
nothing  to  do  with  bribery." 

^  2987.  You  said  this  to  him  ?— Yes.  "  Go  to  Sir  William,"  he  said,  "  and  inform  him 
what  is  going  on,  because  in  his  own  defence  he  must  do  something."  I  found  S\r 
William  at  i£e  Fountain  with  his  daughter,  and  I  said,  "  Sir  William,  I  have  come 
from  the  committee  room"  (it  was  merely  the  derk,  Mr. Taylor)  "he  says  the  other 
j)arty  have  commenced  giving  out  messengers  tickets,  ajid  it  is  highly  necessary,  Sir 
WilKam,  if  you  wish  to  secure  your  election,  that  you  should  do  the  same."  He  said, 
."  Pilcher,  I  will  lose  my  election  before  I  will  do  an  act  of  bribery;"  he  said,  "Mr.  Strutt 
went  out  upon  messenger  tickets,  and  I  will  not  do  anything  in  the  shape  of  bribery/' 
'I  said,  "  Sir  William,  I  was  sure  that  would  be  your  answer,  iand  I  told  Mr.  Taylor  so, 
because  I  recollect  you  were  one  of  three  who  were  chosen  to  Select  Committees  of  the 
.House  of  Commons,  and  I  was  sure  you  would  spurn  the  idea."  He  said,  "I  do,  and  I 
will  not  commit  a  single  act ;"  and  there  it  ended. 
,     2988.  Were  these  messenger  tickets  different  from  the  colour  tickets  I — Yes. 

2989.  Explain  a  messenger  s  ticket  ? — =Why,  persons  who  attend  round  the  door,  at  the 
foot  of  the  stairs,  carry  letters,  and  convey  messages,  various  employments  of  that  sort ; 

^  we  used  to  have  about  a  dozen. 

2990.  How  is  that  bribery  ? — Sir  William  said  it  was  construed  bribery  in  Mr.  Strutf  s 
case,  if  they  happened  to  be  freemen. 

2991.  Do  you  mean  us  to  consider  when  he  said,  "The  other  side  are  at  their  old 
tricks,  giving  out  messengers  tickets,"  that  the  employment  of  ten  or  twelve  men  would 
have   secured  the  election?  —  That  was  Sir  William's  view,  that  it  would  vitiate  the 

.  election. 

2992.  You  said  they  were  going  to  win  the  election  by  issuing  messenger  tickets  ? — 
That  was  what  the  clerk  said,  that  the  other  party  had  adopted  ihsA,  course^ 

2993.  Would  the  issuing  of  twelve  tickets  have  won  the  election  ? — ^No  ;  but  it  would 
forfeit  the  election,  it  would  upset  the  election  j  that  was  Sir  William's  view. 

2994.  You  said  the  clerk  had  informed  you  the  other  side  were  at  their  old  tricks, 
giving  out  messengers  tickets  ? — ^That  was  merely  a  commencement  to  other  proceedings, 
giving  out  colourmen's  tickets  and  other  things. 
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2995.  Did  this  happen  very  frequentl/  at  elections,  that  messengers  tickets  were  issued  *Mt  Tt  PHiL^ 
to  parties  who  never  carried  any  messages  and  were  never  expected  to  carry  any  ?— I  am  '^\fr^* 
not  aware  of  an  instance.  17th  Mav  18^ 

2996.  The  only  parties  that  had  tickets  for  which  they  were  expected  to  do  no  duty  •  ' 
were  the  colourmen  ? — Yes  ;  my  book  will  show  about  ten  or  a  dozen  messengei-a ;  those 

we  thought  necessary. 

2997.  Do  you  know  what  Sir  William  Somerville's  expenditure  was  ? I  never  heard. 

It  must  have  been  something  very  trifling  indeed. 

2998.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  financial  arrangements  of  that  election  ? 

Nothing. 

2999.  Did  any  money  pass  through  your  hands  ?— Not  a  farthing ;  I  merely  canvassed 
a  few  out-dwellers  in  the  south-east  of  Canterbury,  ten  or  a  dozen,  and  I  think  my 
canvassing  expenses  were  about  2/. 

3000.  Were  you  present  at  Alderman  Brent's  examination  yesterday  ? — I  was  not  J 
have  not  been  into  Canterbury. 

3001.  Do  you  know  anything  of  a  man  called  Busher  ? — I  know  no  such  person. 

3002.  Do  you  know  a  man  called  Baldock? — Yes.  I  know  a  Mr.  Baldock  at 
St  Martin's  HilL 

3003.  Was  he  a  voter  for  this  dty  ? — He  was. 

3004.  When  was  that  ? — For  many  years. 

3005.  Did  he  support  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — I  think  he  did; 

3006.  At  what  election  ? — I  cannot  say ;  but  generally. 

'  3007.  Do  you  remember  at  any  election  promising  him  something  for  his  vote  ? I 

never  did. 

3008.  Do  you  remember  anybody  promising  him  anything  for  his  vote  ? — I  do  not 
I  should  have  thought  he  would  be  a  person  who  would  scorn  to  take  anything. 

3009.  Do  you  remember  anything  being  given  him  for  his  vote  ? — I  do  not ;  certainly 
not 

8010:  Independent  of  his  vote,  but  at  or  about  the  time  of  an  election,. do  you 
remember  anything  being  promised  or  given  to  Baldock  ? — Yes ;  by-the-bye,  it  occurs 
to  me  now,  Lord  Albert  Conyn^am  procured  his  son  a  situation. 

3011.  WJiat  was  that? — Not  a  tide-waiter  exactly.     I  forget  what  they  call  him. 

3012.  A  landing-waiter  ? — No,  not  a  landing-waiter ;  I  think  it  was  a  tide-waiter  at 
Gravesend- 

3013.  Does  he  hold  that  now  ?— Yes. 

3014.  What  is  it  worth  ? — His  father  called  on  me  about  a  month  ago,  and  we  were 
talking  of  the  circumstance.  It  is  just  sufficient  to  keep  life  and  soul  together,  about  70i!. 
or  80Z.  a  year. 

3015.  What  is  Baldock's  father  ? — He  keeps  a  public  house. 

3016.  In  Canterbury  ?— Yes. 

3017.  Was  it  a  sort  of  thing  that  would  be  worth  his  acceptance  ?— The  father's  ? 

3018.  No,  the  son's  acceptance  ? — Decidedly. 

3019.  What  time  was  tins  given  ? — Three  or  four  or  five  years  ago. 

3020.  That  would  be  about  1847  ?— Yes,  most  likely. 

302i.  He  supported  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  in  1847  ? — I  conclude  he  did ;  but  I  had 
no  commimication  with  Baldock  at  all. 

3022.  Did  the  application  for  this  post  pass  through  your  hands  in  any  way  ? — No,  I 
am  not  aware.     I  remember  a  conversation  ;  nothing  came  directly  to  me. 

3023.  With  whom  had  you  the  conversation  ? — I  do  not  know.  I  think  I.  have  a 
recollection  of  the  young  man  coming  over  to  me. 

3024.  To  ask  you  to  recommend  him  ? — Not  at  all  through  me. 

3025.  Did  he  ask  you  to  recommend  his  application  in  any  way  ? — I  cannot  remember ; 
I  would  not  hesitate  for  a  moment  in  saying  it.    My  plan  was  to  refer  people  to  Mr.  Brent 

3026.  You  did  ? — I  should  have  done  so  as  a  matter  of  course. 

3027.  If  he  had  asked  you  for  a  recommendation  to  Lord  Albero  Conyngham  should 
you  have  recommended  him  directly  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — I  think  I  should. 

3028.  Did  you  ? — I  must  have  done  so,  it  is  my  firm  conviction. 

3029.  Had  Mr.  Brent  anything  to  do  with  recommending  Baldock  ? — I  cannot  say.  I 
had  no  communication  with  Mr.  Brent  on  the  subject. 

3030.  Then  you  had  no  conversation  but  with  the  young  man  himself? — I  cannot  say 
I  had  with  the  young  man  ;  something  was  passing.  There  was  a  disposition  to  serve 
Baldock,  like  every  other  person. 

3031.  Will  you  look  at  the  1837  account  which  you  have  given  in  evidence  (hamdvag 
it  to  the  witTieaa)  ;  "  Messrs.  Sharp  by  Aldon ;"  I  cannot  read  it  very  well ;  291. 14^.  ? — 
It  is  Messrs.  Sharp  and  Alderman  Cooper,  291, 14«. 

3032.  Can  you  explain  that  ? — I  cannot ;  there  is  no  doubt  Mr.  Birch  can. 

3033.  If  you  look  at  the  end  of  the  account  you  will  find  Mr.  Birch  figures  in  his  own 
name  for  a  very  large  sum ;  therefore,  would  not  this  be  something  apart  fi-om  Mr.  Birch's 
account  ? — Decidedly. 

3034.  Look  at  another  entry ;  thete  is  C.  Martin,  he  occurs  twice  ? — Yes,  I  think 
Martin  was  a  draper. 
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Mr.R.  Pikher.         3035.  Is  that  the  freeman  of  that  name  ? — ^There  is  Martin  a  draper,  and  I  think  it 
....  must  have  been  for  something  had  in  the  way  of  flags  or  bows.     It  is  printing  and 
.17th  May  18S3,    stationery. 
.    3036.  You  stated  that  the  value  of  a  colour  ticket  was  58.  per  day  ? — Yes. 

3037.  I  see  there,  under  the  head  of  Mr.  Brent,  which  I  suppose  is  Mr.  Alderman 
Brent,  "three  tickets  48«."  What  is  the  meaning  of  that? — I  cannot  answer  that 
question.  I  see  "  Henry  Hayward,  by  Martin,  308.,  Mr.  Rutter  205.,  Mr.  Brent  three 
tickets,"  that  would  be  1 6«.  apiece. 

3038.  How  would  that  be  5s.  a  day  ? — I  do  not  know  ;  sometimes  parties  wei'e  not  at 
home,  and  if  they  did  not  come  and  deliver  tickets  to  the  day  they  would  pass  them  to 
other  parties. 

3039.  That  would  be  either  more  or  less  than  58.  Look  at  the  end  of  that  account, 
and  I  ask  you  to  explain  the  sum  of  500Z.,  forming  part  of  the  sum  of  551 L  58.  lOd. 
stated  to  be  paid  by  Mr.  Birch  ? — That  is  right. 

3040.  Look  at  the  account  and  you  will  find  that  in  two  different  handwritings 
Mr.  Birch  is  set  down  first  for  5511.  58.  lOd.,  and  secondly  for  511.  58.  lOd.  ? — That  was 
the  balance,  I  remember. 

3041.  Will  you  explain  the  balance  of  500i.,  which  is  not  accounted  for  in  any  part  of 
that  account  ? — The  51i.  is  not  accounted  for. 

3042.  The  511.  appeal's  here,  the  500?.  does  not? — That  was  an  extra  sum;  I  tliink 
that  511.  was  an  after  payment ;  it  was  a  wind-up.  It  does  not  relate  to  that  5U.  at  all, 
I  think. 

3043.  Look  at  that  item  again,  and  see  if  it  is  not  one  and  the  same  account,  for  in 
both  accounts  Mr.  Pilcher  is  set  down  for  exactly  the  same  sum  twice,  162?.  19«.  4c?.,  the 
two  accounts  exactly  tallying,  except  there  is  500?.  omitted  in  one  and  inserted  in  the 
other ;  look  at  the  end  and  read  the  two  accounts  to  which  I  refer ;  read  the  end  first, 
"  By  Birch,  551?.  ?"— 0^551.  58.  10c?.     PUcher,  162?.  19s.  4c?. 

3044.  Now  read  the  second? — "  Accounts  unpaid,  458?.  l8.  9c?." 

3045.  Not  that;  where  your  name  occurs  again  in  a  diflferent  handwriting,  lower 
down  ? — That  I  put  in  the  other  day,  when  I  prepared  myself  to  come  here  last  evening, 
in  order  that  I  might  be  clear  on  the  subject.  The  Marchioness  sent  me  214?.  58.  10a. 
I  had  considerable  diflBculty  in  finding  out  how  that  money  came ;  I  referred  to  my 
banker's  book,  and  foimd  it  was  mixed  up  in  a  sum  of  300?.  In  order  to  render  it  clear, 
I  found  a  payment  to  Mr.  Birch  on  the  credit  side  of  51?.  58.  10c?.,  that  is  not  to  be  paid 
over  again,  this  is  to  make  up  the  sum  of  214?.  58.  4c?. ;  I  could  not  understand  the 
214?.  58.  4c?.,  I  bothered  myself  a  long  time  and  then  I  liit  on  it;  it  was  a  sum  of 
162?.  198.  4c?.  added  to  this  51?.  58.  10c?. 

3046.  What  is  the  meaning  of  contingencies  40?.,  in  the  same  part  of  the  account  ?— 
That  is  entirely  what  I  must  imagine ;  I  see  in  this  account  of  Mr.  Birch  s  he  puts  down 
40?.  for  contingencies.  That  is  for  outstanding  things ;  and  I  see  in  my  own  handwriting 
I  reduce  that  to  27?.  138.  Ic?. 

3047.  What  have  you  written  against  it  ? — To  be  remitted  when  approved. 

3048.  You  tliink  that  40?.  was  not  put  down  to  round  the  account  off  ?— Certainly  not. 
I  rounded  nothing,  our  pride  was,  and  desire,  that  every  fartliing  that  was  expended 
should  be  shown,  and  nothing  beyond  it. 

3049.  Do  you  know  a  man  called  James  Kelson  ? — Yes,  but  a  very  little. 

3050.  Were  you  informed  of  his  absconding  ?— No. 

3051.  You  did  not  know  it? — I  did  not  know  it  until  I  heard  he  did  not  appear  in 
London. 

3052.  You  say  you  know  Mr.  Baldock,  is  he  a  respectable  person  ? — Very  much  so  in 
his  way. 

3053.  Has  he  been  a  general  supporter  of  the  blue  interest  at  Canterbury  ? — I  think 
so,  always. 

3054.  You  say  in  1852  you  had  some  conversation  with  Sir  William  Somerville  in 
reference  to  what  was  going  on.  Did  Sir  William  Somerville  express  to  you  his  deter- 
mination not  to  expend  any  money  either  in  indirect  or  direct  bribery  ? — He  made  use  of 
no  such  words. 

3055.  But  in  substance  ? — In  substance,  meaning  that  he  would  not  be  guilty  of  any 
thing  of  the  sort  in  any  shape  or  manner. 

3056.  In  the  abstract  of  the  election  expenses  of  1835  I  see  an  item  "  Tavern  bills  and 
evening  entertainments,  147?.  188.  8c?.,"  and  immediately  after  that,  "Entertainment  at 
Bifrons  previous  to  the  election,  20?."  ?— Just  so. 

.    3057.  "  Amateur  singers,  11?."  ? — Not  there,  but  at  a  dinner.     I  can  explain  that  20?. 

3058.  So  that  there  is  168?.  188.  8c?.  expended  under  the  head  of  entertainments  in 
the  election  of  1835  ? — Yes.  I  beg  to  explain  that  20?.  The  fact  is  this,  that  there  was 
an  understanding  with  the  family  that  the  election  was  not  to  cost  Lord  Albert  anything, 
and  it  was  not  to  cost  the  Marchioness  anything,  and  I  was  to  make  out  an  account  that 
would  properly  pay  every  person,  and  that  the  money  was  repaid  and  remitted  accord- 
ingly.    The  fact  is,  every  person  was  to  be  exonerated  from  a  jmyment. 

3059.  Do  you  know  whether  in  1837,  when  Lord  Albert  stood  again,  that  monies  were 
fcxpended  in  entertainments  and  treating  ? — No,  nothing  in  the  shape  of  treating. 

3060.  And  entertainments  ? — No  entertainments.     It  was  merely.we  used  to  meet  at 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  EXISTENCE  OF  BRIBERY  in  the  CITY  op  CANTERBURY.       105 

the  Lion,  and  the  gentlemen  paid  for  their  own  dinners.  I  think  they  did  on  almost  every     Mr.  IL  PUeker. 
occasion,  and  his  Lordship  lodged  there,  and  had  horses  and  various  things.  *    - 

3061.  Had  you  any  public-house  bills  to  pay  ? — Not  any.  17tli  May  1853. 

3062.  In  none  of  those  elections  ? — I  cannot  call  to  mind  any  ;  if  so  they  will  appear         > 
in  that  book. 

3063.  Do  you  know  if  any  money  was  found  for  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  in  1847  by  the 
Marchioness  ? — By  the  Marchioness  ? 

3064.  Yes  ? — I  never  heard  of  such  a  thing. 

3065.  I  should  think  it  very  improbable,  but  it  has  been  suggested  to  me  ? — It  is  the 
most  absurd  thing  that  could  ever  enter  the  head  of  man. 

3066.  You  told  us  about  the  election  of  1850,  that  you  knew  nothing  about  it,  except 
asking  Colonel  Romilly  over  to  Bifrons.  Do  you  know  of  any  money  having  been  found 
by  the  Marchioness  or  by  the  Denisons  for  that  election  ? — Certainly  not.  I  never  heard 
such  a  thing  whispered.     Colonel  Ronnlly  was  a  perfect  stranger  to  them. 

3067.  I  do  not  mean  for  Colonel  Romilly,  but  found  for  any  purpose  connected  with  the 
election  ? — None  whatever. 


Mr.  John  Brent,  junior,  sworn  and  examined.  jf^^  j^  BrenLjun. 

3068.  You  are  the  son  of  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  ? — Yes.  -— — .— 

3069.  His  eldest  or  youngest  son  ? — His  eldest  son. 

3070.  Are  you  a  voter  for  this  city  ? — I  am. 

3071.  Freeman  or  householder  ? — Both, 

3072.  Have  you  taken  any  part  in  any  of  the  elections  for  this  city  ?— Yes,  I  have 
taken  a  part  occasionally  in  the  elections. 

3073.  Which  ? — ^Tliree  or  four  of  the  last  elections.  I  have  been  engaged  in  them 
occasionally. 

3074.  1852?— 1852,  1850,  and  1847. 

3075.  Any  more  ? — Yes.     I  think  I  have  further  back. 

3076.  How  long  back  ? — I  remember  the  election  of  Lord  Conjmgham  and  Mr.  Villiers 
against  Bradshaw  and  Gipps,  I  think  it  was.  I  believe  I  was  a  member  of  the  committee 
even  as  far  back  as  that. 

3077.  In  1837  was  that,  or  1841  ?— I  do  not  recollect  the  date. 

3078.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  election  of  1841  ? — Yes.  I  think  I  have  taken 
part  in  all  the  liberal  elections  since  that  period. 

3079.  Bye  and  general,  both  ? — Yes. 

3080.  Always  supported  the  Blues  ? — Always  supported  the  Blues. 

3081.  What  are  you  ? — I  am  clerk  to  the  Canterbury  Incorporation. 

3082.  How  long  have  you  held  that  office  ? — About  two  years. 

3083.  Have  you  held  any  other  office  before  that  ? — I  was  secretary  to  the  Canterbury 
and  Dover  Railway  in  I-iondon  for  about  a  twelvemonth,  and,  previous  to  that,  engaged 
in  commercial  pui-suits. 

3084.  Have  you  never  held  any  office  imder  tlie  Government  ?  — Never. 

a085.  What  part  did  you  take  in  the  election  of  1852? — I  made  a  few  speeches  at 
public  meetings,  and  I  went  out  canvassing  with  the  candidates  upon  four  or  five  occa- 
sions, but  my  time  was  greatly  occupied  elsewhere,  and  I  did  not  give  that  attention  to 
the  election  of  1852,  being  otherwise  engaged. 

3086.  You  were  merely  a  canvasser  ? — 1  went  occasionally ;  when  the  canvassing  party 
fell  short  I  volunteered  to  take  part. 

3087.  You  took  no  other  part  than  that  ? — I  occasionally  went  into  the  committee 
room. 

3088.  You  were  a  member  of  the  committee  ? — We  had  no  regular  committee  ;  but  I 
considered  myself  so  far  a  member  of  the  committee. 

3089.  What  was  your  father  chairman  of  ? — I  believe  he  was  chairman  of  the  committee. 
I  do  not  think  he  was  regularly  appointed  chairman.  It  was  an  understood  thing  he 
acted  as  chairman. 

3090.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  coloui-s  ? — Nothing  whatever. 

3091.  Anything  to  do  with  the  messengers?- — Nothing  whatever. 

3092.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  selection  of  proper  people  to  fill  those  sort  of 
places?— No;  I  think  my  father  told  me  there  were  a  few  laboiu-ers  required  to  take 
some  of  the  colours,  and  I  sert  a  poor  labouring  man  down  from  Norfchgate  and  told  him 
he  would  get  employment.  A  man  named  James  Scriven  was  the  man  I  sent  to  bear  the 
colours,  not  a  Parliamentary  voter. 

3093.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  financial  part  ? — None  whatever  ;  never  saw 
a  sixpence  expended. 

3094.  Any  application  from  anybody  fcr  gratifications?— I  cannot  say  that  while  out 
canvajssing  parties  might  not  ask  for  colourmen's  tickets,  but  my  invariable  reply  was, 
we  did  not  give  them.  We  had  our  own  party  constantly  making  applications  to  be  put 
down  as  messengers.  I  was  obliged  to  say,  "  If  you  have  any  claim  to  be  put  down  as 
messengers,  you  must  go  to  the  committee,  and  it  will  be  considered.''  As  to  the  colour- 
men's  tickets  we  do  not  put  them  down. 
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Mr.  J.  BrenLhtnn      3095.  You  said,  "  K  you  have  any  claim,  go  and  have  it  considered  "  ? — Certain  persosiB 
\     ,,  required  to  be  employed  for  messengeis.     I  said  it  would  be  considered,  if  the  messengera 

17th  May  J85S;     were  required  ;  "  We  shall  want  some  to  bring  tlie  papers  from  the  poll,  you  may  go  and 
...       make  a  claim,  and  have  your  claim  put  down,  if  you  think  proper." 

3096.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  freemen  being  put  down  as  messengers  who  were  not 
required  as  messengers  ? — No,  never.     They  were  rather  short  of  hands  at  the  time. 

3097.  JDo  you  think  there  were  no  more  messengers  than  what  were  wanted  to  deliver 
messages  ? — I  think  not ;  the  details  of  the  committee  I  was  not  concerned  in. 

3098.  You  do  not  wish  to  speak  confidently  to  that  point  ? — No,  I  could  not  tell  you 
how  many  messengers  there  were  ;  whether  ten,  twenty,  or  thirty. 

8099.  Did  you  ever  have  any  application  for  sums  of  money  besides  colour  tickets  ? — 
Never  ;  not  to  me. 

3100.  In  your  presence  ? — Never. 

3101.  In  1852? — I  do  not  remember  any 

3102.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  election  of  1860? — Yes,  I  seconded  Colonel 
tlomiUy,  I  think. 

3103.  Were  you  a  member  of  his  committee  ? — I  was 

3104.  How  soon  did  you  know  or  suspect  Mr.  Vance  had  retired,  or  was  going  to 
retype  ? — Either  on  the  morning  of  the  nomination  or  the  Sunday  previous. 

3105.  What  time  on  the  Sunday  previous? — I  do  not  know  that  it  was  the  Sunday 
previous. 

3106.  If  it  was  the  Simday  previous  would  it  be  in  the  daytime  ? — In  the  afternoon 
I  should  think,  but  I  cannot  speak  positively. 

3107.  Who  did  you  hear  it  from  ? — That  I  cannot  say.  I  think  very  likely,  as  I  spend 
my  Sundays  with  my  father,  I  may  have  heard  it  from  liim,  that  Mr.  Vance  had  retired. 

3108.  Did  you  hear  he  was  going  to  retire  ? — No ;  I  never  heard  he  was  going  to 
retire,  and  I  was  perfectly  astonished,  because  I  thought  he  had  some  chance. 

3109.  Did  you  hear  at  that  time  anything  to  accoimt  for  what  astonished  you? — I 
heard  a  rumour  about  a  week  after.  Some  of  the  freemen  had  got  a  notion  that  he  had 
received  a  sum  of  money  to  retire.     I  do  not  believe  there  was  tl^e  slightest  truth  in  it. 

3110.  Did  you  inquire  about  it? — ^No  I  did  not  inquire  about  it,  I  did  not  know 
who  to  inquire  of ;  the  only  person  I  could  inquire  of  was  Mr.  Vance,  and  he  was  gone  j 
and  he  woidd  not  have  told  me  if  I  had. 

3111.  To  whom  did  the  suspicions  of  the  people  point  ? — To  the  liberal  party  geneirally, 
to  those  who  acted  for  them. 

3112  You  had  an  opportunity  of  inquiring  of  them,  had  you  not  ? — I  felt  so  satisfied 
of  the  absurdity  of  it  that  I  did  not  inquire  of  them. 

311 3.  Did  he  leave  any  expenses  impaid  ? — I  do  not  know. 

3114  You  did  not  hear  of  that? — I  did  not  hear  of  that.  I  knew  nothing  about 
Mr.  Vance's  proceedings. 

3115.  In  1847  did  you  act  as  briber,  or  in  what  capacity  ? — I  was  generally  on  the 
committee.     I  might  have  gone  out  canvassing.     I  do  not  recollect. 

3116.  Were  you  personally  acquainted  with  any  case  of  direct  bribery? — ^No,  none ; 
and  never  have  been. 

3117.  In  point  of  fiict,  you  have  not  been  quite  so  active  for  the  liberal  party  as  we 
have  heard  ? — My  chief  exertions  were  attending  public  meetings,  and  nr^ftVing  a  few 
speeches  in  the  liberal  cause. 

3118.  It  is  your  brother  whose  name  frequently  appears  in  the  papers  as  being  charged 
with  canvassing,  and  in  the  distribution  of  tickets  ? — I  have  never  heard  of  any  of  my 
brothers,  and  I  have  never  seen  any  account  in  the  papers.  I  have  never  heard  of  it 
imtil  this  instant. 


AJ^red  Sabine^  $en.  ALFRED  Sabine,  senior,  sworn  and  examined. 

""""""""""  3119.  Are  you  a  Blue  ? — All  my  lifetime. 

3120.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  arrangejnents  for  the  election  in  1852  ? — ^Yes. 

3121.  What  part  did  you  take  ? — I  was  at  the  head  of  the  blue  party  as  to  the  colours ; 
I  had  the  command  of  them, — to  take  care  of  them. 

3122.  You  took  the  colours  in  1862  ?— Yes. 

31 23.  Did  you  keep  the  colours  ? — I  had  them  in  my  house ;  I  kept  them  for  some 
years, — this  twenty  yeara 

3124.  You  always  keep  them  ? — Yes. 

3125.  Do  you  pay  the coloiu-  tickets? — No,  I  never  had  to  pay  any  colour  ticketa 

3126.  At  any  time  I — Yes,  there  was  an  election  I  had  to  go  out  and  get  thirty  men 
as  colourmen  for  one  day,  and  I  paid  them  5«.  a  day. 

3127.  Was  that  in  1852  ?— No  ;  that  I  thmk  was  in  1847. 

3128.  But  in  1852  you  did  not  pay  any  colour  tickets.  Did  you  pay  the  men  who 
were  with  the  colours  ? — There  was  an  order  for  me  not  to  give  them  a  drop  of  beer  of 
any  kind  or  nothing  to  eat.  The  men  were  out  from  eight  o'clock  in  the  morning  till 
five  in  the  afternoon,  and  I  gave  them  a  shilling  apiece  at  dinner  time.  I  began  with  it^ 
and  there  was  such  a  conftision ;  some  had  none,  and  some  had  2s.,  and  some  I  did  not 
know  ;  they  were  colourmen^  and  when  you  have  400  or  500  you  cannot  tell  which  axe 
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colonrmen  and  which  are  not,  and  I  paid  about  3i.  108.,—a  shilling  apiece,— and  then  I  AUttd  Sabine, 
left  off.  -  ._^ 

3129.  Your  business  was  merely  to  refresh  them,  and  they  were  to  be  paid  somewhere      17th  May  IS5S. 

else  ? — Yes  ;  they  were  to  have  nothing  to  drink.     Mr.  Brent  told  me  I  was  not  to  give       '- ■ '- 

them  one  pennyworth  of  anything.  ^ 

3130.  He  paid  them  for  their  work  ? — Yes,  they  were  to  have  so  much  a  day. 

3181.  How  many  were  there  about  with  the  colours  in  1852  ? — More  than  a  hundred 
carrying  the  colours.  They  do  not  all  carry  colours  that  are  colourmen,  not  one  in  sii 
comes  to  carry  them. 

3132.  Do  I  imderstand  that  in  1852  you  had  about  six  times  as  many  colourkeepers  or 
colourmen  than  were  actually  about  the  colours  at  any  one  time  ? — I  should  think  so. 

3133.  Had  you  as  many  whose  duty  it  would  be  to  carry  the  colours  as  on  former 
occasions  ? — Oh  no,  not  so  many. 

3134.  But  still  you  never  had  at  one  time  more  than  one  in  six  of  those  you  employed  ? 
— ^No,  they  would  not  carry  them  ;  you  could  not  make  them  do  it ;  some  did  all  the 
work  and  some  did  none. 

3135.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Cooper  the  stonemason  ? — Yes. 

3136.  Did  you  hear  him  examined  on  Saturday  ? — I  am  rather  deaf  of  hearing ;  I  cannot 
say  that  I  did ;  I  was  here  present. 

3137.  It  was  not  your  business  to  pay  these  people,  but  was  it  your  business  to  point 
-them  out  to  Mr.  Cooper  ? — I  had  a  list,  and  Mr.  Cooper  paid  them,  and  Mr.  Cooper  had  a 
list.  We  both  had  lists,  and  I  was  at  the  table  when  Mr.  Cooper  paid  them.  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  money  concern. 

8138.  That  was  in  1852?— Yes. 

3139.  Mr.  Cooper  told  us  you  could  tell  us  all  about  it,  for  he  had  nothing  to  do  but  to 
pay  the  money  as  you  directed  him.  Now,  how  many  do  you  suppose  altogether  you 
employed  in  that  way  as  colourmen  in  1852  ? — I  cannot  say.  I  have  not  got  the  list ; 
the  list  is  destroyed.  I  did  not  know  anything  about  the  list  after  Mr.  Cooper  paid  them, 
and  I  cannot  say  how  many  ;  there  were  pretty  well  a  hundred,  I  should  say.  I  do  not 
say  within  twenty. 

8140.  And  all  those  men  were  paid  ? — They  were  all  paid. 

8141.  You  say  there  were  a  hundred  ? — Yes,  a  hundred,  I  should  think. 

3142.  You  say  there  were  a  certain  number  of  persons  employed  about  the  colours  in 
1852,  and  that  they  received  payment  in  that  capacity  ? — Yes. 

3143.  But  that  some  of  them  did  the  work  and  others  did  not  ? — Yes,  to  be  sure 

3144.  And  you  think  at  one  time  there  were  not  one  in  six  of  those  that  were  actually 
put  on,  or  would  be  actually  employed  about  the  colours  ? — We  generally  picked  out 
twenty  or  thirty  of  the  strongest  men  to  see  that  the  other  party  should  not  interrupt 
us,  because  they  were  so  apt  to  interrupt  us.  I  always  took  great  care  when  I  led  the 
party  to  lead  them  out  of  the  way,  that  they  should  not  get  interrupted.  When  I  led 
them  I  would  not  suffer  either  of  them  to  carry  a  stick  with  them,  my  study  was  for 
peace  with  the  parties,  and  we  always  took  care  to  get  in  front  of  our  party  the  strongest 
men,  so  that  they  should  not  interrupt  us;  they  were  very  guilty  of  that,  they  have 
done  it  before  ;  they  have  broken  our  poles  and  colours. 

3145.  Do  I  understand  you  that  some  of  these  men  you  put  on  for  the  colours  attend 
to  do  the  work,  and  some  would  stay  at  home  and  not  do  the  work  ? — Some  did  ;  many 
of  them  stopped  at  home. 

3146.  I  do  not  think  this  ought  to  be  left  in  doubt.  Attend  to  me.  Were  these 
colourmen  in  1852  the  same  sort  of  colourmen  as  there  were  at  the  previous  elections 
when  you  had  the  nomination  tickets  ? — I  should  think  they  were  pretty  well  the  same. 

3147.  I  understand  at  the  same  election  in  1852  there  were  messengers  employed? — 
There  were. 

3148.  It  is  also  stated  that  you  selected  the  messengers  ? — No,  not  one,  nothing  to  do 
with  them  at  alL  I  had  nothmg  to  do  with  the  party  whatever,  only  the  colours,  and 
the  band,  and  the  party,  that  is  all.     I  had  nothing  to  do  with  anything  else. 

3149.  Who  selected  the  messengers  then  ? — That  I  cannot  tell  you. 

3150.  Did  you  ever  recommend  anyone  as  a  messenger  ? — Not  one. 

3151.  At  no  former  election  ? — Never. 

3152.  At  no  election  at  all  ? — No  election  at  all ;  not  a  messenger. 

3153.  Had  you  as  many  flags  in  1852  as  you  had  at  former  elections  ? — No. 

3154.  How  many  more  had  you  at  former  elections  ? — I  had  twenty  flags  of  my  own 
that  I  had  made. 

3156.  When  was  that? — That  was  the  election  before  this  in  1847.  I  had  a  few  of 
them,  and  I  suppose  out  of  the  twenty  in  the  course  of  the  time  I  had  about  ten  stole 
from  me,  so  I  thought  I  would  have  no  more  making  of  the  flags  for  myself  on  my  own 
account.  In  the  former  election  I  paid  20i.,  and  Mr.  Brent  hired  them,  and  he  gave  me 
21.  for  them  ;  and  he  gave  me  11.  for  the  poles,  and  I  considered  the  money  for  the  poles 
was  that  I  gave  to  my  son — for  Wilson  leaving  a  bill  of  4i.  5s.,  they  were  Wilson  s  poles, 
— ^and  I  thought  my  son  was  a  right  to  have  II.  for  hiring  the  poles. 

3156.  Are  you  sm'e  this  was  not  in  ]  850  ? — I  am  sure  of  that. 

3157.  But  you  had  in  former  elections  a  large  stock  of  flags,  had  you  not  ? — Yes,  there 
was  a  large  quantity. 
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JMnd  Sabme,  sen.       3158.  What  used  you  to  do  with  the  poles  that  were  not  stolen  ?— They  were  at  my 
—  house. 

nth  May  1853.         3159.  Did  you  never  destroy  them  yourself  ?— No  ;  we  had  plenty.     Now  and  then 
— — — — -        when  we  came  home  there  were  two  or  three  broken  with  the  wind ;  if  we  had  a  terrible 
wind  they  would  break,  and  then  I  used  to  take  them  to  myseE 

3160.  What  would  you  do  with  them? — Make  broom  handles,  and  one  thing  and  another. 

3161.  It  is  not  true  that  you  used  every  election  to  warm  your  oven  with  the  poles  ? 
—No. 

3162.  When  you  were  engaged  in  this  contest  in  1852,  or  in  1850,  did  any  of  the 
voters  ask  for  colour  tickets  ?— No,  not  one. 

3163.  Did  they  ask  you  whether  they  were  to  get  colour  tickets  ? — I  told  them  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  them,  and  they  must  go  to  the  committee. 

3164  They  would  not  go,  and  you  sent  them  all  up  thera  Did  you  hear  any  of  them 
say  they  wanted  money  ? — No. 

3165.  I  suppose  these  colourmen  some  were  employed  to  carry  the  flags,  and  others 
were  employed  to  protect  the  flags  in  case  of  a  collision  ? — Yes,  that  was  so. 

3166.  In  1852  how  many  flags  had  you  ? — I  should  say  about  forty. 

3167.  How  many  men  are  necessary  to  protect  each  flag  ? — Generally  about  twenty  ; 
we  picked  out  twenty  that  went  in  front. 

3168.  To  protect  the  whole  ?— Yes. 

3169.  So  that  there  were  forty  men  to  carry  the  flags,  and  twenty  men  to  protect 
them  ? — Some  flags  want  about  five  lads  to  carry  them, — some  flags  that  we  have. 

3170.  How  many  men  would  be  employed  in  1852  in  carrying,  or  assisting  in  carrying, 
.  the  flags  ? — I  should  say  with  the  twenty  that  went  in  front,  about  eighty  or  sixty, 

because  they  cannot  carry  them  long  ;  you  must  have  two  men  to  one  pole. 

3171.  Then,  if  I  understand  you,  in  1852  there  were  about  eighty  persons  employed 
who  actually  did  carry  the  flags  ? — Yes. 

3172.  And  there  were  twenty  persons,  the  strongest  men  you  could  find,  employed  in 
addition  to  those  eighty  men,  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  flags  in  case  they  came 
into  contact  with  the  opposite  party ;  is  that  so  ? — Yes. 

3173.  And  the  100  colourmen  you  have  talked  of  consist  of  those  eighty  men  who 
were  employed  in  carrying  the  flags,  and  of  the  twenty  strong  men  who  were  employed 
to  protect  them  ? — Sixty,  and  twenty  strong  men  ;  about  eighty,  as  near  as  I  can  guess. 

3174.  Did  all  these  men  that  you  speak  of  come  out  to  carry  flags  ? — That  I  cannot 
say,  because  some  men  I  do  not  know ;  I  cannot  tell  every  man ;  I  do  not  know  every 
man  that  is  put  down. 

3175.  I  thought  you  told  us  just  now  some  of  the  men  they  put  down,  although  put 
down,  did  not  do  the  work  ? — Oh  yes,  there  are  a  great  many,  because  when  they  come 
for  the  money  I  ^ave  them  a  good  talking  to.  I  said,  "  You  oever  came  near  to  carrj^  the 
colours." 

3176.  Did  you  say  that  to  them  in  1852  ? — Yes  ;  at  tlie  time  they  paid  them  I  said  it 
was  a  shame  to  give  it  them. 

3177.  But  they  did  give  it  them  ? — Yes,  they  gave  it  to  them,  because  their  names  were 
down. 

3178.  Now,  you  say  in  the  year  1850  the  same  system  was  carried  on  with  regard  to 
the  nomination  colour  tickets  as  there  was  in  previous  years.  These  men  who  attended 
the  colours  were  on  the  same  system  as  it  was  in  other  elections  ? — Yes,  about  the  same  a& 
we  had  always  done  before. 

3179.  And  you  told  the  learned  Commissioner  there  were  about  a  himdred  men  attached 
to  the  colours  who  received  payment  ?— Yes. 

3180.  And  that  some  of  them  you  think  did  not  do  any  work  ? — A  good  many. 

3181.  Did  you  keep  any  account  of  your  payments? — I  never  paid  them  at  alL 

3182.  Did  you  render  an  account  to  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  ? — No,  Mr.  Cooper  had  the 
account,  and  he  had  the  list  and  he  paid  them ;  I  had  no  list  whatever ;  he  gave  me 
the  list  that  he  had. 

3183.  Did  you  sign  any  account  in  which  the  payment  of  these  colourmen  would 
appear  ? — No,  I  signed  no  account. 

3184.  Look  at  this  {handing  a  paper  to  the  witness)  ? — This  is  the  time  that  I  hired 
the  thirty  men. 

3185.  What  time  was  that  ?— Mr.  Brent  gave  me  an  order  to  hire  thirty  men  at  5s.  a 
day  at  that  election. 

3186..  What  election  has  that  reference  to  ? — 1850. 

3187.  Having  refreshed  your  memory  with  that  ? — I  see  I  have  made  a  great  mistake 
there  ;  that  is  the  election  that  Mr.  Brent  gave  me  an  order  to  employ  thirty  men.  I 
went  and  employed  thirty  men  to  carry  the  colours. 

3188.  The  mistake  you  made  was  this  ;  you  thought  this  was  1847,  and  it  tuins  out 
to  be  1850  ? — Yes.     Then  I  have  made  a  mistake. 

3189.  That  is  so,  is  it  not? — Yes,  that  is  the  only  time  that  I  set  the  colourmen  down 
or  had  any  order  for  it. 

3190.  Does  this  apply  to  1850  ?— Yes. 

3191.  Were  the  only  colourmen  you  had  in  1850  the  thirty  colourmen  who  you  had 
instructions  to  employ  ? — Yes. 
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8192.  And  there  were  no  others  ? — And  no  others.  AUttd  Sabine^  9en. 

3193.  Then  what  you  have  told  this  gentleman,  that  in  1850  there  were  100  colour-  

men,  is  not  so  ? — That  was  in  1847.  17th  May  1858* 

3194.  That  applied  to  1847  ? — Yes  ;  because  we  had  not  got  Lord  Conyngham's  flags  at       

that  time  ;  we  had  only  a  few  flags  to  caiTy. 

3195.  What  was  the  mistake  you  made  just  now  ? — I  made  a  mistake  in  the  time  of 
the  election. 

3196.  What  election  ?— This  is  1850. 

3197*  What  did  you  say  ? — I  was  speaking  to  1847. 

3198.  Did  you  make  any  mistake  in  what  you  were  telling  me  about  the  100  colourmen 
in  1852  ? — I  made  a  mistake,  to  be  sure  ;  I  should  have  said  there  were  only  thirty.  In 
1852  ? 

3199.  Yes,  1852  ? — I  have  made  no  mistake  then,  I  should  think.  I  cannot  say  rightly 
within  a  few,  but  I  should  say  there  were  eighty  in  1852. 

3200.  Does  not  this  biU  you  have  been  looking  at  refer  to  what  you  were  telling  me 
about  some  accident  that  happened  to  the  poles  at  the  previous  election,  and  you  had 
some  poles  made  ? — There  was  hardly  an  election  but  what  we  had  some  poles  broke,  but 
they  did  not  last  time,  and  I  can  give  you  a  good  reason,  because  there  was  no  beer  to 
drink. 

3201.  This  bill  that  you  have  seen  makes  no  difference  in  your  account  of  what  took 
place  in  1852?— No. 

3202.  You  adhere  to  all  you  have  said  about  1852  ? — Yes. 

3203.  You  are  right  there  ?— Yes. 


Maurice  Saundess  sworn  and  examined.  Maurice  Saunders. 

3204.  What  are  you  ? — Removing  officer  to  the  Incorporation  of  Canterbury.  «—— — 

3205.  What  are  your  politics  ? — I  am  a  Liberal  and  free-trader. 

3206.  How  long  have  you  been  a  Liberal? — Since  1847. 

3207.  Before  that  you  were  a  Red  ? — I  was. 

3208.  Did  you  vote  for  the  Liberals  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

3209.  Were  you  a  supporter  of  Mr.  Smythe  by  vote  then  and  afterwards  ? — Yes. 

3210.  You  came  over  to  the  liberal  side  with  Mr.  Smythe  ? — I  did. 

3211.  Were  you  employed  by  Mr.  Smythe  upon  that  occasion  ? — I  was. 

3212.  In  what  capacity  ? — As  his  canvassing  clerk. 

3213.  Were  you  canvassing  clerk  to  the  committee  ? — Mr.  Smjrthe  had  no  committee 
in  1847,  he  canvassed  alone ;  there  was  no  one  with  him  but  myself. 

3214.  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  committee  had  nothing  to  do  with  Mr.  Smythe? — 
I  knew  of  no  conmiittee  at  the  time. 

3215.  Did  or  not  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  friends,  Alderman  Brent  and  others,  call 
them  what  you  like,  act  for  Mr.  Smythe  ? — They  might  have  done,  but  they  never 
canvassed  with  us,  we  canvassed  alone. 

3216.  You  canvassed  with  him  and  for  him  ? — For  Mr.  Smythe,  and  Mr.  Smythe 
canvassed  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  as  well. 

3217.  Did  you  canvass  for  both  ? — Yes. 

3218.  Were  you  always  out,  or  only  when  Mr.  Smythe  was  out? — I  was  always  out. 
When  Mr.  Smythe  was  out  it  was  my  duty  to  be  out. 

3219.  Did  you  ever  canvass  in  his  absence  ? — I  might  when  I  met  a  voter, 

3220.  Were  you  entrusted  with  money  ?—  In  1847  I  was. 

3221.  By  Mr.  Smythe  ?— No. 

3222.  By  whom  ?— By  Mr.  Rutter. 

3223.  How  much  money  did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Rutter  ?— I  cannot  say  how  much 
I  received  ;  it  was  no  great  deal,  but  I  can  give  an  account  of  what  I  did  pay ;  it  was 
given  direct  from  him  to  me,  and  the  men  were  sent  to  me. 

3224.  What  expenses  were  you  required  to  pay  upon  that  occasion  ? — Expenses,  none. 

3225.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  payments  you  were  required  to  make? — It  was 
bribery  ;  it  was  direct  bribery. 

3226.  You  were  employed  for  bribery  purposes  only  ? — For  that  on  the  day  of  the 
election. 

3227.  Are  you  able  to  give  the  Commissioners  a  complete  list  of  all  the  persons  you 
bribed? — I  may  perhaps  not  be  able  to  recollect  one  or  two.     I  think  I  can  within  that. 

3228.  Is  that  a  paper  containing  their  names  {hcmding  a  paper  to  tlie  witne8B)1  -—Yes ; 
this  is  a  list. 

3229.  Who  prepared  it  ? — I  did  myself  this  morning. 

3230.  From  what  materials  ? — From  my  own  recollection ;  I  have  no  materials. 

3231 .  You  say,  "  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with  bribery,  direct  or  indirect,  except 
in  June  1847,  when  I  paid  the  following  persons:  William  Beer,  jun.,  5Z.;  James 
Philpot,  SL;  James  Dyason,  2?.;  James  Wood,  who  came  frpm  Maidstone,  31.  The 
money  was  given  to  me  by  Mr.  J.  J.  Rutter.  I  think  there  were  one  or  two  more,  but 
I  cannot  recollect."     Is  that  your  statement  ?— ^That  is. 

3232.  And  that  statement  you  swear  to  be  correct  ? — I  do, 

0  3 


Digitized  by 


Google 


110    EVIDENCE  TAKEN  BEFORE  COMMISSIONERS  ajppointbd  to  inquire  into 

Maurice  Saunders.       3233.  Did  those  persons  aakyou  for  the  money,  or  were  you  informed  by  Mr.  Rutter 

i^— i  that  you  were  to  pay  them  ? — I  was  informed  by  Mr.  Rutter  to  pay  parties  who  were 

17th  May  1853.     sent  to  me,  and  I  felt  rather  ashamed  when  Mr.  Beer  came,  and  his  uncle  came  with  him  ; 

■^ he  was  a  young  man  of  weak  intellect,  and  I  thought  it  was  an  inducement  held  out  by 

his  uncle  to  receive  it ;  he  is  since  dead. 

3234.  The  names  and  the  sums  set  against  those  names  were  furnished  to  you  by 
Mr.  Rutter  ?— They  were. 

3235.  And  the  same  is  true  of  those  whose  names  you  forget  ?—  Yes. 

3236.  Can  you  state  anything  like  the  amount  you  paid  to  those  whose  names  yom 
forget  ? — It  might  be  from  SI.  to  lOi.  more  ;  but  if  I  could  recollect  I  would  willingly. 

3237.  That  would  be  about  as  many  again,  according  to  this  proportion  ? — Yes,  about  so. 

3238.  Are  these  four  persons  whom  you  have  named  in  this  list  freemen  or  house- 
holders, or  both  ? — They  are  all  freemen ;  there  are  two  of  them  dead. 

3239.  Which  are  those? — ^William  Beer  and  James  Dyason. 

3240.  Were  they  householders  as  well  as  freemen  ? — Mr,  WiUiam  Beer  was,  I  think. 
8241.  Was  Dyason? — Dyason  lived  at  Whitstable  at  that  time. 

3242.  Does  he  live  there  now  ? — He  is  dead. 

3243.  Philpot?— Philpotishere. 

3244.  Is  he  a  householder  ? — He  is  a  freeman  and  householder  too. 

3245.  A  101.  householder  ? — Yes ;  I  am  not  certain ;  I  think  he  is. 

3246.  Is  James  Wood,  who  came  from  Maidstone,  a  lOi.  householder? — No,  he  was  a 
freeman. 

3247.  Do  you  mean  he  was  an  out-voter  living  at  Maidstone  ? — He  was  on  the  register, 
and  he  had  not  been  away  sufficiently  long  to  be  struck  off. 

3248.  And  you  do  not  remember,  probably,  whether  the  others  were  freemen  or  house- 
holders ?— I  have  a  faint  recollection  of  one  man,  he  was  a  householder. 

3249.  A  ten-pounder  ? — Yes. 

3250.  Do  you  recollect  what  Ids  name  was  ? — I  think  his  name  was  Roberts,  but  I  Will 
not  be  certain. 

3251.  Is  he  aUve  ? — He  is,  if  he  is  the  man  I  mean. 

3252.  Do  you  remember  what  his  Christian  name  was  ? — I  do  not. 

3253.  Or  where  he  lived,  or  what  he  was  ?— I  think  he  lived  in  Northgate. 

3254.  What  was  he? — I  think  at  one  time  he  was  a  waggoner  to  Mr.  Roots ;  I  think 
that  is  the  man,  I  will  not  be  positive  ;  I  will  not  .take  upon  myself  to  say. 

3255.  Was  that  the  extent  of  your  employment  in  that  capacity  in  1847  ? — It  was. 

3256.  And  you  never  did  more  than  that  ? — Never  did  more  than  that. 

3257.  Was  it  part  of  your  business  to  receive  applications  from  persons  for  money,  and 
refer  them  to  Mr.  Rutter  ? — No. 

3258.  Did  you  receive  any  applications  ? — In  the  course  of  the  canvass  it  is  common. 

3259.  Did  you  receive  any  yourself  in  the  course  of  the  canvass  ? — I  heard  applications 
made  to  Mr.  Smythe  himself  during  the  canvass. 

3260.  For  direct  bribery  ?— For  direct  bribery  ;  he  never  would  sanction  it,  or  hear 
the  question, 

3261.  How  many  do  you  suppose  of  such  applications  did  he  receive  in  your  hearing  in 
the  course  of  the  canvass  ? — ^You  see  the  constituency  at  that  time  was  about  1,600,  and 
I  dare  say  for  colour  tickets  and  direct  bribery,  there  might  be  a  coi^dle  of  hundred. 

.    3262.  How  many  of  those  would  be  for  direct  bribes  ? — I  consider  a  colour  ticket  a 
direct  bribe. 

3263.  Money  bribes,  I  mean  ? — It  was  generally  this  way,  "  I  am  veiy  badly  off  and 
want  something." 

3264.  How  many  would  there  be  of  that  kind  ? — I  cannot  say. 

3265.  A  good  many  ? — ^Yes,  several. 

3266.  How  many  applications  of  that  sort  would  be  addressed  to  you  ? — Not  many. 

3267.  In  1852  were  you  canvassing  for  Mr.  Smythe  ? — No. 

3268.  Were  you  canvassing  with  him  ? — No. 

3269.  Did  you  take  no  part  in  the  election  of  1852  ? — Yea 

3270.  As  what  ? — Canvassing  clerk  to  Sir  William  Somerville,  and  Colonel  Romilly. 

3271.  To  their  committee? — To  them  and  their  committee  ;  I  canvassed  with  the  two 
gentlemen. 

3272.  Did  you  receive  applications  of  that  kind  at  that  time  ? — I  do  not  recollect  a 
money  application,  but  I  recollect  several  applications  for  coloxir  tickets. 

3273.  What  was  done  with  them  ? — I  can  recollect  one  man  in  particular,  who  made 
an  application  for  three  colour  tickets  to  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  WilUam  Somerville  • 
the  Colonel  walked  away  from  him  directly,  and  so  did  Sir  Wiliam ;  and  Sir  William  said 
to  me,  "  I  should  be  so  happy  if  I  could  but  impress  upon  their  minds  the  moral  obligation 
of  a  colour  ticket,  for,"  said  he  "  Mr.  Strutt  lost  his  election  at  Derby  in  1847  from  the 
sarnie  thing.** 

3274.  Do  you  know  an  instance  in  whidi  an  application  was  made  for  a  colour  ticket 
and  entertained  ? — None,  there  was  no  such  thing  when  I  was  at  the  committee  room  and 
iipplications  came  ;  they  were  sent  back  and  told  there  would  be  no  such  thing  issued. 

3275.  Were  there  none  entertained  and  reserved  for  further  discussion  ? ^None. 

3276.  None  reserved  ? — The  applications  wei^  reserved,  they  were  filed. 
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.  3277.  Were  none  reserved  for  further  consideration ; — ^No,  nona 

3278.  They  were  all  rejected  ? — All  rejected 

3279.  Was  it  your  business  as  canvassiog  derk  to  keep  the  books  i — ^No,  I  kept  the 
canvass  during  the  day  ;  it  was  copied  at  night  into  another  book. 

3280.  Were  you  present  yesterday,  when  the  Conunissioners  were  examining  Mr.  Aris  ? 
— ^No,'l  did  not  hear  hear  Mr.  Aris  examined. 

3281.  Did  you  hear  any  questions  asked,  as  to  where  are  the  canvassing  books  ? — No. 

3282.  Can  you  throw  any  light  on  where  the  canvassing  books  are  of  1850  ? — No,  I 
had  nothing  to  do  with  1850,  not  with  the  canvas& 

3283.  It  was  only  in  1852  that  you  became  clerk  to  Colonel  Romilly's  committee? — 
Yea 

3284.  What  did  you  do  in  1850  ? — I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  election. 

3285.  Did  you  take  no  part  either  way  ? — No. 

3286.  Were  you  not  canvassed  by  Colonel  Romilly  ? — No,  not  by  Colonel  Romilly. 

3287.  Were  you  by  Mr.  Vance  ? — I  think  I  was,  but  I  will  not  be  certain  about  that. 

3288.  Did  you  promise  Mr.  Vance  ? — No. 

.   3289.  If  you  had  gone  to  the  poll,  who  should  you  have  polled  for  ? — Colonel  Romilly. 

3290.  Did  you  consider  him  as  Mr.  Smythe's  friend  ? — I  considered  him  as  Mr.  Smythe's 
friend  then,  and  not  only  that,  but  I  conisidered  him  as  a  free-trader,  and  that  was  my 
reason  for  voting  for  him. 

3291.  You  took  no  part  in  any  election  before  1847  ? — Oh  yea 

3292.  For  Mr.  Smythe  ?— Yes,  in  1841,  his  first  election. 

3293.  Were  you  employed  as  bribery  agent  there  ? — ^No,  never  but  the  time  I  have 
told  yoiL 

3294.  What  were  you  doing  in  1841  ? — I  made  the  street  lists  and  canvassed  with 


hinL' 
3295. 
3296. 
3297. 


Maurice  Sdtmdera. 
17th  May  1853. 


The  second  election  in  1841  ? — The  same. 

No  bribery  at  that  time  ? — ^No.     I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Did  anything  come  to  yom*  knowledge  or  under  your  observation  that  it  is 
material  to  state  ? — No,  nothii^  more  than  is  common  in  canvassing  as  it  used  to  be 
in  the  old  system  of  colour  tickets,  there  were  applications  for  them. 

3298.  As  removing  officer  of  the  Incorporation,  you  have  frequent  occasions,  I  suppose, 
to  make  yourself  acquainted  with  the  circumstances  of  the  people  here  who  have  votes ; 
can  you  state  whether  there  is  much  indigence  among  the  freemen  as  compared  with  the 
householders  or  not  ? — There  is  a  poorer  class  of  freemen  than  householders.  1  mean 
the  lOZ.  householders. 

3299.  Of  the  10/.  householders,  do  you  suppose  the  proportion  of  indigent  persons  is 
considerably  smaller  than  that  of  the  proportion  of  indigent  freemen  ? — Yes. 

3300.  There  are  946  freemen  and  928  householders  ? — There  are  many  of  those  house- 
holders and  freemen  as  well 


Mr.  John  Aris  recalled. 

'  3301.  Have  you  prepared  a  list  of  the  freemen  and  householders,  distinguishing 
between  those  freemen  who  are  householders  and  those  who  are  not  ? — Yea  There  are  946 
freemen  on  the  register  of  1852,  and  928  householders,  making  a  total  register  of  tJie 
names  of  1,874  persons  ;  but  then  there  are  277  freemen  upon  the  householders  list,  and 
16  double  entries,  making  a  total  of  293,  which,  deducted,  from  the  total  on  the  register, 
will  leave  1,581,  who  could  vote  in  J852  ;  then  there  are  928  householders,  deducting  the 
293  from  them,  would  leave  635  householders  ;  making  a  total  of  1,581. 

3302.  How  many  persons  are  there  freemen  ? — So  that  there  are  946  freemen,  and 
635  householders. 


Mr,  John  Aris. 


Maubice  Saunders  recalled. 

3303.  Now,  that  being  the  proportion  of  the  freemen  and  the  householders,  what 
do  you  conceive  to  be  the  relative  proportion  of  the  indigent  ? — I  can  hardly  take  upon 
myself  to  say  that. 

3304.  How  many  of  those  on  the  list  of  householders,  do  you  suppose  pay,  annually 
not  more  or  not  much  more  than  10/.,  that  is,  householders  of  the  lowest  class  ? — There 
riiight  be  one  third  that  run  from  4«.  6d.  to  bs,  a  week. 

3305.  Is  there  much  indigence  in  that  third  ? — They  are  chiefly  working  mechanics  ;  it 
does  not  affect  them  as  it  does  the  lower  class  of  freemen. 

3306.  What  class  do  the  lower  class  of  freemen  belong  to  ?  What  are  they  ? — They 
are  common  labourers. 

8307.  Then  the  one  is  the  common  labourer,  and  the  other  the  skilled  labourer  ? — 
Yea 

3308.  How  many  indigent  freemen  do  you  suppose  there  are  in  Canterbury  ? — I  think 
there  are  between  200  and  300. 


Maurice  Saunders, 
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Maurice  Saunders.       3309.  How  many  indigent  householders  upon  the  register  are  there  in  Canterbury  ? — 

They  are  but  small  in  proportion  to  the  others. 

17th  May  1853.         3310.  How  many  ? — I  would  not  take  upon  myself  to  say. 
— — — -  3311.  Half  the  number? — I  should  not  suppose  there  is. 

3312.  Considerably  less  than  half? — There  is  less  than  half.  ^ 

3313.  Considerably  less  than  half? — Yes.  I  foimd  very  few  applications  from  the 
householders  on  the  last  election  in  the  canvass. 

3314.  I  am  asking  you  as  to  what  you  have  learnt  in  your  ordinary  capacity  of 
removing  officer  ? — That  the  indigent  are  considerable  among  the  freemen. 

3315.  To  the  extent  you  have  stated? — Yes. 

3316.  And  among  the  householders  not  exceeding  the  extent  you  have  stated  ? — ^No. 

3317.  You  say  this  money,  the  exact  amount  of  which  you  cannot  recollect,  was  given 
you  by  Mr.  Rutter  in  1847  ? — Yes.  There  is  one  thing  I  ought  to  have  mentioned,  I 
had  some  money  left  of  what  he  gave  me,  which  I  returned  to  him. 

3318.  Do  you  know  how  much  that  was? — I  do  not  recoUect ;  it  was  somewhere 
about  21. 

3319.  How  much  do  you  think  in  the  whole  you  had  from  him  ? — I  cannot  call  to 
mind ;  I  think  it  was  about  18/. 

3320.  Was  that  given  to  you  by  Mr.  Rutter  for  the  purpose  of  buying  votes  ? — 
That  was. 

3321.  Did  you  give  the  parties,  whose  names  you  have  given  to  us,  the  sums  affixed  to 
each  of  theii-  names,  those  sums  respectively  for  their  votes  ? — I  did. 

3322.  And  they  received  the  sums  in  consideration  of  giving  their  votes  ? — They  did. 

3323.  Was  it  perfectly  understood  between  you  and  them  it  was  bribery  ? — It  waa 
perfectly  imderstood 

3324.  Is  James  Wood,  who  came  from  Maidstone,  still  residing  in  Maidstone,  or  is  he 
here  ? — He  is  in  Maidstone. 

3325.  How  does  he  describe  himself? — 15,  Wlieeler  Street,  a  caq^enter. 


Wiiliam  Brock.  WiLLlAM  Brock  sworn  and  examined. 


3326.  What  are  you  ?— A  tanner. 

3327.  Are  you  a  voter  for  this  city  ? — Yes. 

3328.  As  a  freeman  ?— No. 

3329.  A  10/.  householder  ?— Yes. 

3330.  How  long  have  you  been  so? — Since  1842. 

3331.  Have  you  taken  part  in  any  previous  elections,  before  you  had  your  qualification, 
in  any  way  ? — Not  any. 

3332.  Not  as  canvasser  ? — I  was  not  a  resident  here. 

3333.  Since  1842^  have  you  taken  part  in  all  the  elections  ? — Yes,  I  have. 

3334.  On  which  side  ? — On  the  liberal  side. 

3335.  Have  you  been  a  member  of  the  committee  at  all  the  elections  ? — Yes. 

3336.  Canvasser  ? — General  canvasser ;  that  was  my  business.  I  seldom  attended  the 
committees. 

3337.  Treasurer  ?— Never. 

3338.  Paymaster  ?— No. 

3339.  Auditor  of  accounts  ? — No  ;  notliing  whatever  to  do  except  to  canvasa  I 
occasionally  went  to  the  committee  room,  but  very  seldom. 

3340.  What  did  you  do  in  the  committee  room  when  you  were  there  ? — I  heard  what 
was  going  on,  what  was  said,  and  so  on. 

3341.  Were  accounts  being  audited  on  those  occasions? — No,  I  never  saw  any 
accounts. 

3342.  Did  you  hear  any  discussion  on  them  ? — No,  not  any. 

3343.  Your  first  election  would  be  1847?— Yes. 

3344.  Was  that  the  by  election  or  the  general  election  ? — I  think  it  was  the  by  election, 
I  am  not  certain  about  it. 

3345.  For  whom  did  you  canvass  ? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham. 

3346.  At  the  general  election  you  canvassed  for  him,  and  who  else  ? — Only  for  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham. 

3347.  In  1850  ?— For  Colonel  Romilly. 

3348.  In  1852  ? — For  Colonel  Romilly  again,  in  conjunction  with  Sir  William 
Somerville. 

3349.  Did  you  ever  canvass  for  Mr.  Smythe  ? — No. 

3350.  Not  in  1847,  when  he  was  coalescing  with  Lord  Albert? — No. 

3351.  Did  you  receive  any  application  in  1847  for  coloin-  tickets? — Well,  I  may  liave 
received  applications  in  passing  along,  but  I  never  granted  any,  I  never  recommended 
anyone  for  a  ticket. 

3352.  Did  you  not  tell  them  where  they  were  to  go  to  get  them  ? — No ;  I  have  no 
recollection  that  I  did. 

3353.  Did  you  have  any  applications  for  bribes  ? — No. 
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3354.  Never  heard  any  ? — No,  never  heard  any ;  I  had  notliing  whatever  to  do  in     WUUam  Brock. 
that  way.  

3355.  Did  anybody  apply  to  you  ? — No.  I7th  May  1853. 

3356.  In  1850  did  you  carry  a  book  about  with  you  when  you  canvassed  for  Colonel        ■ 
Romilly?— Yes. 

3357.  Where  is  that  book  ? — Tlie  canvassing  clerk  has  the  book. 

3358.  Wlio  was  the  canvassing  clerk  ? — I  think  Mr.  Saunders. 

3359.  You  had  a  canvassing  book  and  you  handed  it  over  to  Mr.  Saunders  ? — I  had  no 
book,  my  business  was  to  solicit  votes ;  I  kept  no  account  whatever. 

3360.  Do  you  recollect  canvassing  a  man  of  the  name  of  Charles  Martin,  a  freeman  ? — 
I  have  no  recollection,  I  may  have  canvassed  him. 

3361.  But  you  do  do  not  remember? — I  do  not. 

3362.  What  did  you  hand  over  to  the  canvassing  clerk  if  you  had  no  book  ? — I  merely 
solicited  the  votes. 

3363.  And  you  did  not  put  them  down  ? — No,  never  put  them  down. 
3364?.  He  put  them  down  ? — He  put  them  down. 

3365.  In  1852  were  you  employed  to  open  a  public  house  ? — No. 

3366.  Did  you  open  a  public  house  ? — Oh  dear  no  ;  never  attended  at  any  public  house 
whatever. 

3367.  You  had  no  part  in  it  ? — No  part  in  it. 

3368.  Did  not  sanction  it  ?— No. 

3369.  Was  there  a  public  liouse  opened  ? — I  do  not  know. 

3370.  Do  you  know  the  Royal  Exchange  public  house  ? — I  know  there  is  such  a 
public  house. 

3371.  Was  it  open  for  the  Blues,  upon  that  occasion  ? — I  do  not  know  that  it  was. 

3372.  You  were  never  there  ? — [  was  never  there. 

3373.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Cliarles  Brock  ? — Yes. 

3374.  What  relation  is  he  to  you  ? — He  is  a  brother  of  mine. 

3375.  Perhaps  you  can  inform  us  whether  he  did  any  of  those  things  ? — I  know  of 
nothing  at  all,  and  I  do  not  beKeve  that  he  did. 


Charles  Brock  sworn  and  examined.  Charles  Brodk. 

3376.  Are  you  a  voter  in  the  liberal  interest  ? — I  am.  

3377.  Have  you  been  many  years  upon  the  register  ? — I  should  suppose  something  like 
twelve  or  fourteen  ;  I  cannot  say  exactly. 

3378.  Have  you  always  taken  an  active  part  ? — I  have  never  taken  any  part  in  any 
election  since  I  have  been  in  Canterbury,  excepting  the  elections  of  1850  and  1852. 

3379.  The  election  of  1 850,  we  are  told,  was  uncontested,  by  Mr.  Vance  retiring  ? — 
Yes;  I  merely  canvassed  a  day  or  two  with  Colonel  Romilly  in  1850,  and  the  same 
again  in  1852. 

3380.  Are  you  personally  cognizant  of  the  issuing  of  any  colour  tickets  ;  or  are  you      .^ 
personally  cognizant  of  any  direct  mode  of  bribery  ? — I  know  nothing  of  either  colour 
tickets  or  money  bribery  ;  I  never  saw  a  colour  ticket  until  I  saw  one  produced  in  the 
House  of  Commons  at  the  inquiry. 

3381.  Did  you  go  up  before  the  committee  of  the  House  of  Commons? — No;  I  was 
merely  there  as  a  spectator. 


George  Davey  sworn  and  examined. 


George  Daney. 


3382.  Are  you  a  freeman  of  tliis  city  ? — Yes. 

3383.  How  long  have  you  been  a  freeman  ? — Something  like  fifty  years,  and  more. 

3384.  In  what  interest  have  you  voted  ? — Alwiiys  in  the  liberal  interest, — the  blue. 

3385.  .What  is  your  first  election  ?  —  My  first  that  I  voted  ?  I  really  do  not 
recollect. 

338G.  Long  before  the  Reform  Bill  ? — Oh  long  before  the  Reform  Bill 

3387.  Have  you  been  employed  at  elections  for  the  liberal  interest  ? — No,  never. 

3388.  What  are  you  ? — A  bootmaker. 

3389.  Have  you  acted  as  agent  in  any  of  these  elections  ?— No,  not  as  an  agent. 

3390.  A  sub-agent  ? — No,  only  as  an  elector  anxious  at  the  time  of  election  to  get  our 
party  in. 

3391.  Just  recollect  181-7  :  were  you  notliing  more  in  1847? — No. 

3392.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Rutter  ? — Yes. 

3393.  Did  Mr. Rutter  ask  you  to  do  anything  in  1847  besides  vote? — Yes;  things 
were  going  on,  and  we  foimd  parties  were  disposod  not  to  vote  unless  they  had  money, 
and  in  consequence  of  which  we  were  obliged  to  do  as  others  were  doing. 

3394.  What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? — They  would  not  vote  without  money. 
3.395.  What  were  you  obliged  to  do  ? — Obliged  to  give  them  money. 

3396.  You  were  employed  to  give  them  money  ? — When  a  man  came  to  me  and  said 
the  opposite  party  had  offered  him  so-and-so,  and  I  knew  he  was.  one  of  our  painty,  I  said, 
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George  Davey.      "  Do  not  do  that ;  I  will  see  if  I  can  do  the  same  thing."     I  went  and  asked  Mr.  Rutter, 

«  So-and-so  wants  so-and-so  ;"  "  Oh,  he  must  have  it/'  he  said. 

ITth  May  1853,         3397.  He  always  said  it  directly  ? — Oh  yes,  decidedly. 

— 3398.  What  do  you  mean  by  so-and-so  ? — Some  4/.,  some  5i.,  according  to  what  they 

wanted. 

3399.  For  their  vote  ? — Yes  ;  would  not  vote  without. 

3400.  Who  paid  them  ? — I  had  the  money  from  Mr.  Rutter  and  gave  it  them. 

3401.  Did  you  pay  them  ? — Yes. 

3402.  How  much  money  did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Rutter  ? — I  cannot  say ;  I  handed 
it  only  from  one  to  the  other  as  it  were. 

3403.  Do  you  think  you  had  lOOi.  altogether  ? — Oh  dear  no. 

3404.  c§^50  ? — I  am  sure  I  do  not  know,  I  did  it  at  the  moment,  of  course  I  took  no 
account  of  it. 

3405.  You  do  not  know  what  you  received  ? — I  do  not 

3406.  Every  thing  you  received  you  paid  away  ? — Yes. 

3407.  Did  he  fix  the  amoimt  each  man  was  to  have,  or  did  you  ? — No  ;  the  man  asked 
me  first ;  he  said  "  I  can  get  so-and-so,"  such  a  sum,  I  said  "  Don't  go  that  way," 
knowing  he  was  always  with  us,  "  I  will  see  if  I  can  do  it  for  you  ;"  and  accordingly 
I  did. 

3408.  The  same  sum  they  had  been  promised  by  the  Tories  ? — Yes. 

3409.  And  whatever  simi  that  was,  Mr.  Rutter  always  said  yes  ? — Oh  yes,  I  had  the 
money  from  him. 

3410.  Give  us  the  names  of  those  to  whom  you  paid  the  money? — That  I  cannot, 
upon  my  honour. 

3411.  A  few  of  them  ? — I  do  not  know  the  names  of  them  ;  it  is  a  good  while  ago. 

3412.  No,  it  is  not  so  long  ago ;  a  few,  one  of  them  ? — My  recollection  is  not  so  good 
as  it  used  to  be,  I  really  do  not  know  the  names  ;  the  names  were  given  in  to  Mr.  Rutter, 
I  dare  say  Mr.  Rutter  can  tell  you  the  names. 

3413.  Did  you  give  your  names  to  Mr.  Rutter  ? — Yes. 

3414.  In  a  list  ? — No,  not  in  a  list. 

3415.  Did  he  put  them  down  ? — I  suppose  so. 

3416.  Did  you  see  him  put  them  down  ? — No. 

3417.  How  did  he  know  you  paid  them  the  money  ? — He  took  it  for  granted ;  I  told 
him  what  was  right ;  I  suppose  he  did. 

3418.  Did  he  set  any  body  to  watch  you,  and  see  that  you  paid  it? — Perhaps  he  had 
as  much  confidence  in  me,  to  know  I  did  not  ask  him  for  more  money  than  the  man 
wanted. 

3419.  Did  nobody  come  and  sit  with  you  to  see  the  money  paid  ? — No ;  it  was  not  a 
sitting,  I  was  about  the  streets  getting  the  men  to  poll  ;  I  was  not  sitting  anywhere, 
I  was  not  in  doors. 

3420.  When  did  you  pay  this ;  after  they  had  polled  or  before  ? — Some  would  not  poll 
without  the  money,  and  some  I  paid  after. 

3421.  When  did  you  pay  them  ? — Some  before  they  polled  and  some  after. 

3422.  Where  did  you  pay  them ;  in  the  street  ? — Perliaps  it  was  in  the  street,  perhaps 
it  was  in  a  public  house. 

3423.  Those  who  would  not  vote  till  they  had  the  money,  did  you  pay  them  going 
up  to  the  poll  ? — Perhaps  I  took  them  into  a  public  house  and  gave  them  the  money 
there,  but  really  I  have  no  recollection ;  I  had  no  idea  those  things  would  ever  have  been 
called  for,  or  else  I  would  have  kept  an  account  of  it. 

3424.  Were  all  these  Blues  that  you  bribed  ? — Yes,  they  had  always  voted  blue,  and 
they  were  about  to  vote  the  other  way. 

3425.  Did  you  not  get  some  of  the  Red  away  in  the  same  way  to  vote  for  the  Blues  by 
giving  them  money  ? — I  do  not  think  I  did  one. 

3426.  Did  you  try  ? — No,  I  never  offered  a  bribe. 

3427.  Did  any  of  them  ask  you  ? — What,  the  Tories  ? 

3428.  Yes. — I  do  not  know,  I  do  not  think  they  did. 

3429.  In  1850,  were  you  employed  again  when  Colonel  Romilly  stood  ? — No. 

3430.  You  did  not  see  Mr.  Rutter  then  in  1850  ? — When  Colonel  Romilly  first  came 
in? 

3431.  Yes. — I  did  not  do  anything  at  that  time  ;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  election," 
little  or  nothing. 

3432.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  election  in  1852  ? — Only  voting. 

3433.  Were  you  not  asked  by  Mr.  Rutter  to  do  any  services  there? — No,  I  have 
hardly  spoken  to  him  for  some  time. 

3434.  Had  you  anything  for  your  vote  ? — No,  I  never  did  in  my  life. 

3435.  Never?— No. 

3436.  Had  you  anything,  not  for  your  vote,  but  any  reward  for  your  services  ? — No. 

3437.  No  mark  of  esteem  ? — No,  not  to  my  knowledge. 

3438.  Was  it  your  room  that  was  hired  for  a  committee  room  ? — ^Yes,  at  this  last 
election. 

3439.  In  every  election  ? — No,  the  first  time  it  was  hired  of  me. 

3440.  Was  it  not  hired  in  1837  ?— No. 
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3441.  Nearly  tw^ity  years  ago  ?— No  ;  that  is  a  brothei'  of  mine  perhaps.  Gwrae  Dtweu 

3442.  It  was  a  brother  of  yours  whose  rooms  were  hired  at  the  former  election  in  ^^' 
1847  ?— I  think  it  is  likely.                                                                                                              17th  May  1858. 

3443.  What  did  you  get  for  your  committee  room  in  1 85  2  ? — Five  guineas  for  my  room        r- 

and  services  and  attendance  altogether. 

3444.  You  say  you  do  not  remember  the  names  of  any  one  to  whom  you  cave  monev 
in  1847  ?— I  do  not.  '^       *  ^ 

3445.  Is  that  true  ? — It  is  indeed  ;  upon  my  honour. 

3446.  You  do  not  recollect  the  name  of  any  one  ? — I  said  so  this  morning ;  if  you  we»-o 
to  kiU  me  for  it^  I  reaUy  do  not. 

3447.  Do  you  mean  to  say  if  instead  of  this  being  an  inquiry  into  corrupt  practices  it 
had  been  an  election,  you  could  not  have  pointed  out  to  the  committee  the  men  you  had 
bribed  in  1847  ? — I  do  not  think  I  could. 

3448.  Yes,  Mr.  Davey,  you  could  have  pointed  them  out,  you  know  you  could  ? If  I 

saw  the  man  perhaps  I  might,  but  I  really  do  not  recollect  the  names  at  all 

3449.  You  knew  their  names  very  well  at  the  time,  because  you  handed  them  in  ? At 

the  time ;  I  know  them  when  I  see  them. 

3450.  You  handed  in  their  names,  the  voters  ? — Of  course  I  did. 

3451.  You  knew  their  names  at  the  time? — It  only  went  just  by  word  of  mouth  • 
Mr.  Rutter  may  have  put  them  down  ;  I  dare  say  he  did  ;  I  suppose  he  did. 

3452.  Do  you  mean  to  say  if  this  were  an  election  and  you  told  the  conmiittee  you 
bribed  ten  men,  you  could  not  tell  them  who  the  ten  men  were  ? — At  the  time  ? 

3453.  Now?— No,  I  could  not. 

3454.  You  do  not  know  any  of  them  ? — Upon  my  honour  I  do  not,  I  really  do  not. 

3455.  In  what  street  did  they  live  ? — I  do  not  know,  I  really  cannot  tell  you. 

3456.  How  did  you  find  them  out  ? — They  came  to  me. 

3457.  How  did  you  know  they  were  voters  ? — I  had  been  an  elector  so  long,  I  know 
a  man  when  I  see  him  is  a  voter. 

3458.  You  known  every  man  in  the  place  who  was  a  voter  ? — Yes. 

3459.  And  you  have  forgotten  them  now  ? — Yes ;  I  am  not  so  young  now  as  I 
was  then. 

3460.  Let  me  give  you  a  piece  of  advice ;  you  put  yom'self  in  a  very  perilous  position, 
and  if  you  do  not  hand  in  the  names  to  us  before  we  separate,  the  consequences  will  be 
far  more  serious  than  you  expect.  We  must  have  the  names,  or  as  many  of  them  as  you 
can  recollect  ? — I  assure  you  I  cannot  tell  you. 

3461.  Take  till  Thursday  to  remember;  go  round  and  look  at  some  of  them,  and  see 
if  you  can  find  them  out  so  that  you  can  know  them  again  ? — Very  welL 


Stephen  Watts  sworn  and  examined.  Stephen  Watts. 

3462.  Are  you  a  voter  in  this  city  ? — Yes. 

3463.  What  are  you  ? — A  retired  innkeeper. 

3464.  How  long  have  you  retired  from  business  ? — Fomrteen  years. 

3465.  What  are  your  politics  ? — Liberal  principles  ;  blue. 

3466.  Formerly  you  were  red ;  is  that  it  ? — Never. 

3467.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — Both. 

3468.  Do  you  take  an  active  interest  in  the  different  elections  for  this  city  ? — I  have 
sometimes. 

3469.  Which  of  them?— 1847. 

3470.  1850  ?— No  ;  not  much  in  1850. 

3471.  1852  ?— A  Uttle  in  1852. 

3472.  Were  you  a  committee-man  of  the  Liberals  ? — No. 

3473.  Never  were  ? — Well,  I  have  been  a  sub-committee-man. 

3474.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Alderman  Brent's  evidence  on  Saturday  ?-t— Part  of  it. 

3475.  Did  you  hear  his  evidence  about  the  under-current  ? — No,  I  did  not. 

3476.  What  are  your  duties  as  a  sub-committee-man  ? — Merely  to  look  and  see  if  we 
could  get  a  few  of  the  freemen  together  and  get  them  to  vote.  Get  some  of  the  lower 
order  of  freemen  to  vote  as  early  as  possible,  the  day  of  voting. 

3477.  Did  you  pay  them  money  ? — Never. 

3478.  Give  them  any  vouchers  for  money  ? — I  never  had  but  very  little  to  do  with 
money  matters. 

3479.  At  what  election  had  you  a  little  to  do  with  money  matters  ? — 1847. 

3480.  No  other  election  ? — I  do  not  believe  I  had. 

3481.  Who  employed  you  in  1847? — The  blue  committee,  Mr.  Rutter. 

3482.  Who  were  sub-committee-men  under  Mr.  Rutter?  You  were  a  committee- 
man?— Yes. 

3483.  For  bribery  purposes  ? — No,  mine  was  not  bribery  at  alL 

3484.  For  the  purpose  of  paying  money  to  voters  ? — Yes,  I  did  pay  some  money. 

3485.  What  money  did  you  pay  to  voters  in  1847  ? — I  paid  Foreman,  one  of  the  mes- 
sengers ;  I  could  not  say  positively  the  amount  of  money  I  paid  him  ;  I  paid  him  three 
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Stephen  Watts,     instalments  of  money,  15s.,  5s.,  and  10s. ;  something  like  that  for  his  services  as  a  mes- 

■  '  senger  ;  not  as  a  briber. 

17th  May  1853.         3486.  Was  it  your  business  to  pay  all  the  messengers  ? — No,  Mr.  Foreman  wanted 

—       some  money,  and  he  asked  me  if  I  would  be  kind  enough  to  come  over  and  give  him 

some.  I  gave  him  58.,  and  I  think  the  following  day  he  asked  me  again  for  some  more  ; 
he  said  he  had  not  received  any  money  from  the  committee  ;  I  said  I  could'  not  do  so 
without  I  had  an  order  from  the  committee,  and  saw  the  committee,  and  Mr.  Sladden 
said,  "  You  pay  Foreman ;"  I  said,  "  I  cannot  pay  Mr.  Foreman  without  you  give  me 
a  guarantee  for  doing  so  ;"  and  he  gave  me  an  10  U  for  paying  Foreman  the  money. 

34j87.  Mr.  Rutter  stat^  that  the  messengers  were  paid  by  him  in  quite  a  different 
-^ay  ? — Mr.  Foreman  is  present  in  the  hall  if  you  like  to  ask  the  question ;  he  received 
the  money  from  me,  and  he  also  received  15s.  from  Mr.  Cooper. 

3488.  I  want  to  know  this :  Mr.  Rutter  states  the  messengers  were  all  paid  as  such  ; 
therefore  any  payment  you  made  to  Foreman  or  any  other  messenger  would  be  over  and 
above  what  he  received  from  the  committee,  would  it  not  ? — No,  it  was  stopped  from  his 
pay,  which  I  paid  him,  because  I  communicated  that  to  the  committee,  that  he  had  received 
from  me  on  account  of  his  pay  15s. 

3489.  Do  you  swear  the  committee  deducted  that  from  his  pay  ? — Yes ;  I  am  on  my 
oath,  and  I  venture  to  say  they  did  deduct  that  money. 

3490.  What  other  sums  did  you  pay  in  1847  ? — I  paid  a  Mr.  Barber  li ;  he  then 
lived  at  Barham. 

3491.  What  was  he  ? — He  was  a  voter. 

3492.  So  was  Foreman  a  voter? — ^Yes.  I  paid  him  tliis  money,  I  think,  for  his 
travelling  expenses,  not  that  he  was  bribed  by  it. 

3493.  How  far  is  Barham  from  Canterbury  ? — Not  more  than  six  miles. 

3494.  That  you  swear  was  for  travelling  expenses  ? — So  he  told  me,  and  I  believe  that 
is  the  case.     Barber  is  in  the  town  and  he  can  tell  yoiL 

3495.  That  is  what  you  imderstood  was  for  travelling  expenses  ? — Yes,  that  I  under- 
stood. 

3496.  Who  told  you  to  pay  it  ? — I  think  it  was  Mr.  Pilcher  went  with  me. 

3497.  What  did  Mr.  PUcher  say  to  you  ? — I  almost  forget  what  he  did  say.  How- 
ever, I  know  the  man  had  his  pound. 

3498.  Did  he  teU  you  it  was  for  travelling  expenses  ? — He  did. 

3499.  What  other  sum  did  you  pay  ? — There  was  another  man  of  the  name  of  Dawes  j 
he  came  from  Heme  ;  I  paid  his  expenses. 

3500.  Who  gave  you  directions  to  do  that  ? — Mr.  Rutter. 

3501.  For  travelling  expenses  ? — Yes. 

3502.  Tell  me  some  more  ? — No  more  I  think. 

3503.  There  is  a  sum  of  money,  4i.  15s.,  which  Mr.  Rutter  states  on  oath  he  paid  to 
you  as  one  of  the  agents  employed  for  bribery  purposes  ;  what  do  you  say  to  that  ? — I 
deny  it.  I  never  was  paid  as  a  bribery  agent.  The  fact  is,  I  paid  tliis  money,  and  after 
that  Mr.  Rutter  caUed  upon  me  to  ask  what  money  I  had  expended,  I  told  him,  and  he 
gave  me  the  money.     I  had  paid  the  money  before  I  received  it  of  Mr.  Rutter. 

3504.  Did  you  render  any  account  of  it  to  him  ? — Yes. 

3505.  You  wish  the  Commissioners  to  understand  you  as  contradicting  on  oath  what 
these  witnesses  have  deposed  to  on  oath  ? — I  never  paid  it  in  the  shape  of  bribery  ;  never. 

3506.  You  admit  that  the  simi  of  about  4Z.  was  given  you  by  Mr.  Rutter  ? — I  tliink,  to 
the  best  of  my  recollection,  it  was  4?.  2s. 

3507.  I  do  not  see  you  have  rendered  us  an  accoimt  of  above  21,  15s.  spent? — I  think 
that  is  something  about  the  amount  I  have  rendered  to  you.  The  rest  of  the  money  was 
spent  in  the  way  of  treating.  If  I  fell  in  with  a  freeman  who  wanted  a  little  something 
to  drink  before  he  polled  I  would  give  him  a  glass  of  giog ;  and  the  expense  of  what  I 
was  at,  added  to  what  I  had  given  before,  amounted  to  about  4i.  2s.  I  will  not  be 
positive  whether  U.  2s.  or  4Z.  15s.,  but  to  the  best  of  my  recollection  it  was  U.  2s.  That 
is  the  only  time  I  went  to  the  committee  for  any  money  whatever.  The  money  I  spent 
I  never  charged  the  committee  with.  I  have  spent  my  own  money,  but  that  time  I  did 
not.  I  did  take  the  bills  and  I  was  paid.  I  never  bribed  a  man.  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  bribing. 


John  Ddo,  John  Delo  sworn  and  examined. 

""  3608.  What  are  you  ? — A  boot  and  shoe  maker. 

3509.  Are  you  a  voter  for  Canterbury  ? — Yes. 

3510.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder? — A  fi-eeman. 

3511.  Have  you  been  employed  at  elections  ? — Yes. 

3512.  Which  side  ?— The  liberal  side. 

3513.  What  were  your  duties  ? — Canvassing  clerk 

3514.  How  many  elections  were  you  so  employed  ? — ^Two. 

3515.  Which  were  they  ?— 1847  and  1850,  I  think 

3516.  Were  you  not  employed  in  1852,  last  year? — No,  not  last  year. 

3517.  Have  you  got  your  canvasser  s  book  for  1850  ? — No. 
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3518.  Who  did  you  give  it  to  ?— I  gave  it  to  the  clerk  of  the  committee.  John  Thin 

3519.  Who  was  that  ?— Mr.  Ari8. 

3520.  When  did  you  give  it  to  him  ?— Every  night,  after  the  day  s  canvasa  17th  May  1853. 

3521.  You  made  it  up  during  the  day  and  gave  it  to  him  at  night  ? — Yes.  __— _. 

3522.  You  have  not  kept  one  memorandum  ? — Not  one. 

3523.  Who  employed  you  in  1850  as  canvassing  clerk? — I  was  sent  for  by  the  com- 
mittee.    I  do  not  know  who  it  was. 

3524.  Who  employed  you  in  1 847  ? — Mr.  Rutter. 

3525.  Are  you  sure  you  were  not  employed  by  Mr.  Rutter  also  in  1850  ? — No. 

3526.  Begin  with  1847 ;  what  did  he  tell  you  to  do  at  that  election? — I  went  about 
canvassing  with  him. 

3527.  What  else  ? — I  kept  the  memorandums  of  who  promised  and  who  did  not. 

3528.  About  money :  what  had  you  to  do  with  money  matters  ? — I  never  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  money  matters. 

3529.  Did  you  never  receive  any  money  from   Mr.  Rutter  ?  —  No  ;    only  for  my 
servicea 

3530.  You  did  not  receive  any  money  from  him  to  pay  to  people  ?  —  No ;   not  a 
farthing. 

3531.  No  bills  to  pay  ?— No 

3532.  Did  you  receive  applications  for  money  ? — No. 

3533.  Did  nobody  ever  say  anything  to  you  about  money  ? — No,  not  a  word. 

3534.  There  are  two  of  you,  are  there  not  ? — Yea 
3335.  Who  is  the  other?— My  son. 

3536.  Was  he  employed  at  that  time  ? — He  was  employed  as  a  clerk  at  the  same  time. 

3537.  By  Mr.  Rutter?— By  Mr.  Rutter. 

3538.  How  old  was  he  in  1847  ? — I  should  think  he  was  twenty-four. 

3539.  Were  you  employed  to  receive  recommendations  for  colour  tickets  ?-  No. 

3540.  Did  you  receive  any  ? — No. 

3541.  Did  you  send  out  any  colour  tickets  ? — No,  not  one. 

3542.  Nothing  of  the  sort  ? — Nothing  of  the  sort. 

3543.  Just  recollect  for  one  moment :  did  you  receive  any  present  ? — Yes. 

3544.  How  much  was  that  ? — 7i. 

3545.  How  much  more  ? — No  more  at  all. 

3546.  Not  in  1847?— No  ;  yes  ;  in  1847  I  did 

3547.  When  did  you  receive  the  7i.  ? — That  was  in  1847. 

3548.  Did  you  receive  any  money  in  1850  ? — None  at  all. 

3549.  How  much  did  you  receive  in  1847  do  you  say  ?—  7^. 

3550.  How  much  more? — 10/. 

3551.  Two  payments  ? — Yes. 

3552.  That  is  two  payments,  one  of  lOi.  and  one  of  7i. ;  that  makes  17^.  ? — Yes. 

3553.  How  much  did  your  son  receive  ? — I  am  sure  I  cannot  tell  exactly. 

3554.  He  did  receive  something  ? — Yes. 
3)55.  How  much  was  that ? — I  think  5i. 

3556.  How  much  more  ? — No  more  at  all,  that  I  know  of 

3557.  You  know  of  one  payment  of  hi.  made  to  your  son  ? — Yes. 

3558.  Was  there  anything  beyond  that  made  to  him  that  you  know  of? — Not  that  I 
know  of 

3559.  Do  you  think  there  was  ? — I  do  not  know  anything  about  that ;  my  son  does 
not  tell  me  everything. 

3560.  Tell  me  what  those  services  were  ? — For  my  services,  going  about  canvassing. 

3561.  When  were  they  paid? — I  was  paid  after  the  election  was  over. 

3562.  Both  of  them  ?— Both  of  them. 

3563.  Why  were  you  paid  in  two  sums  ? — One  was  the  election  of  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham  and  Mr.  Gipps,  and  the  other  was  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe. 

3564.  Which  was  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Gipps?  —  Why,  on  the  4th  of 
March. 

3565.  And  which  was  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe  ? — On  July  30th. 

3  j66.  Were  you  not  paid  for  the  election  of  March  4th  until  after  July  30th  ? — I  was 
paid  directly  after  the  election  was  over. 

3567.  Thefirst  election?— Yes. 

3568.  How  much  were  you  paid  after  the  first  election? — lOZ. 

3569.  By  whom  ? — By  Mr.  Rutter  ;  by  the  committee. 

3570.  For  what  ? — For  my  services. 

3571.  What  did  you  do  at  the  election  in  1847  ? — Canvassed  ;  nothing  but  canvassing. 

3572.  How  long  were  you  canvassing  ? — I  should  think  about  a  foi-tnight ;  about  a 
fortnight. 

3573.  Now,  upon  yom-  oath,  was  this  money  paid  to  you  for  your  services  at  all  ? — 
It  was. 

3574.  Was  it  paid  to  you  as  a  present  ? — As  a  present  for  my  services, 

3575.  Were  you  paid  for  your  services  besides  ? — Nothing  more. 

3576.  Were  you  not  paid  so  much  a  day  for  canvassing  ? — ^That  is  the  amount  for  the 
days. 
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John  Delo.  3577.  How  much  a  day  was  that  ? — I  cannot  say  how  many  days,     I  do  not  know  how 
.,•_             many  days  now ;  I  almost  forget  about  the  days. 
i7th  May  1853.         3578.  You  know  how  mudi  a  day  you  were  to  havel — I  should  say  it  was  about  a 
sovereign  a  day. 

3579.  For  canvassing  ? — On  an  average  I  should  say  it  was. 

3580.  That  would  be  how  much  ?-=-Ten  or  a  dozen  days  ;  I  cannot  say  exactly. 
8581 .  That  is  the  first  election  ?— Yes. 

The  second  election  you  received,  how  much  ? — 7i. 

What  was  that  for  ? — 5i.  for  my  services  and  2L  for  writing  a  book. 

When  did  you   receive  that  sum? — About  four  days  or  five  days  after  the 


3582. 
3583. 
3584. 
election. 
3585. 
3586. 


From  whom  ? — Mr.  Rutter. 

Will  you  swear  again  that  money  was  not  paid  to  you  not  as  a  gift  but  as  a 
remuneration  for  your  services  ? — Yes. 

3587.  That  you  swear  distinctly  ? — Yes. 

3588.  Your  son  received  how  much  at  the  first  election  ? — I  do  not  know.     I  do  not 
think  he  had  anything  to  do  with  the  first  election. 

3589.  And  you  do  not  know  how  much  he  received  the  second  above  51.  ? — I  do  not 
know ;  I  know  he  had  51. ;  beyond  that  I  cannot  say  anything  about  it. 

3590.  Did  you  or  did  you  not,  either  in  your  own  person  or  that  of  your  son,  upon  your 
oath,  receive  a  gift  of  121.  at  or  aft^er  the  general  election  for  1847  ? — No,  I  did  not. 

3591.  From  nobody  ?— No. 


Mr.  Alderman 
William  Masters, 


Mr.  Alderman  William  Masters  sworn  and  examined. 

3592.  I  believe  you  may  be  considered  an  active  blue  man  ? — All  my  life. 

3593.  You  were  on  the  committee,  we  are  told,  for  the  Blues  in  the  year  1837  ? — 
I  was. 

3594.  And  Mr.  Pilcher  has  told  us  that  he  gave  you  a  sum  of  251.  ? — He  did. 

3595.  Which  he  has  termed  a  mysterious  sum  ? — There  is  no  mystery  in  it. 

3596.  It  is  but  just  to  you  that  you  should  be  called  upon  to  explain  what  appears  to 
be  a  mystery  to  him  ? — It  was  nothing  more  than  this  :  I  had  been  Lord  Alfred's  Mend 
fi*om  time  to  time ;  he  had  applied  to  me,  and  it  took  a  great  deal  of  my  time  up ;  and  when 
I  mentioned  the  circumstance  to  him  he  said  a  sum  of  money  might  be  applied  for  for  time, 
and  I  did,  and  hard  earned  money  it  was.  251.  it  was.  It  was  not  bribery,  it  was  not 
used  in  any  sense  as  bribery  ;  it  was  distinct  and  direct  for  services  fi'om  myself 

3597.  In  short  it  was  a  payment  to  you  of  251.  ? — It  was  a  payment  to  me. 

3598.  Were  all  the  committee  paid  on  the  same  scale  ? — 1  should  say  it  is  not  very 
likely  ;  because  there  were  few  persons  in  the  same  situation  as  me. 

3599.  Were  you  chairman  or  deputy  chairman  ? — Not  by  any  means  neither. 

3600.  What  was  it  particularly  that  you  did  that  distinguished  you  from  the  rest  of  the 
committee  ? — So  much  so,  that  for  the  advice  I  gave.  Lord  Albert  told  me  afterwards 
"  You  have  gained  my  election."  I  assisted  him  in  all  waya  I  was  with  him  during  the 
whole  of  the  election,  privately  and  publicly. 

3601.  Was  this  money  paid  to  you  long  after  the  election  ? — Considerably  aft;er. 

3602.  When  did  you  apply  to  Lord  Albert  for  it  ? — Not  until  after  the  election  was 
over  ;  then  I  did  not  specify  the  sum,  I  merely  said  I  had  spent  so  many  days  that  I  could 
ill  aflbrd. 

3603.  Was  it  his  Lordship's  own  naming  the  simi  ? — No,  it  was  mine. 

3604.  Did  he  ask  you  to  name  a  sum  ? — He  desired  me  to  ask  for  that  which  I  thought 
would  repay  me  for  my  time. 

3605.  What  were  you  ;  were  you  in  the  corporation,  then  in  1837  ? — Yes,  I  was. 

3606.  What  are  you  by  profession  or  occupation  ? — I  am  a  landscape  gardener  and 
nurseryman. 

3607.  And  your  time  would  have  been  ftiUy  employed  ? — My  time  would  have  been 
employed,  and  much  more  profitably. 


William  Friend,  WiLLiAM  Friend  sworn  and  examined. 

Eftgle  Tavern.  3608.  What  are  you  ? — A  licensed  victualler. 

3609.  Have  you  always  been  a  Blue  ? — Yes. 

3610.  You  always  open  your  house  for  the  blue  party  ? — No. 

3611.  Never  ?— Never. 

3612.  It  has  been  no  advantage  to  you  in  your  trade  ? — No.  At  least  very  trifling,  not 
to  any  amount ;  I  would  quite  as  leave  have  been  without  it 

3613.  You  know  Goodwin  very  weU  ? — Yes. 
3614  AndSoutbee?— Yes. 

3615.  Did  you  work  with  them  in  1847 ;  did  you  act  with  them  for  the  purposes  of 
the  election  ? — No  ;  not  with  them. 
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3616.  What  did  you  do  in  the  election  of  1847 ;  anything  particular? — No  ;  I  am  not     WiUiam  Friend. 
aware  that  I  did.  


3617.  Did  you  get  any  voters  up  ? — I  do  not  recollect  one. 

3618.  You  were  not  very  active  then  ? — No. 

3619.  Stayed  at  home,  went  up  and  polled  your  own  vote,  and  that  is  aU  you  did  ? 

That  is  nearly  all  I  did ;  I  do  not  recollect  anything  more. 

3620.  If  they  say  you  were  an  active  man  on  the  blue  side  it  is  a  mistake  ? Yes 

it  is. 

3621.  You  took  no  particular  part  in  that  election? — No  particular  one. 

3622.  You  asked  no  man  for  his  vote  ? — I  might  have  done  it.     I  do  not  know  of  any 
ona    I  was  as  anxious  as  most  other  men  are. 

3623.  And  you  showed  your  anxiety  by  staying  at  home  ? — I  do  not  say  I  did  stay 
at  home. 

3624.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  did  nothing  on  that  occasion  ? — If  you  ask  me  what 
Idid— 

3625.  That  is  what  I  am  asking  ? — Then  I  did  nothing. 


17th  May  1853. 


Mr.  Alderman  Qeorge  Nkame  sworn  and  examined. 

3626.  Are  you  an  alderman  of  the  corporation  ? — I  am. 

3627.  In  what  trade  or  profession  may  you  be  ? — I  am  retired  from  business  alto- 
gether. 

3628.  How  long  have  you  been  a  voter  for  Canterbury  ? — Nearly  forty  years  I  should 
think. 

3629.  Have  you  taken  an  active  part  in  the  elections  that  have  occurred  during  that 
period  ? — For  the  last  few  elections  I  have  done  so,  at  least  as  fttr  as  canvassing. 

3630.  Do  you  remember  the  election  in  1841  ;  the  single  election  in  which  Mr.  Smjrthe 
was  a  candidate  on  one  side  and  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  on  the  other  ? — ^Yes,  I  do. 

3631.  Did  you  take  an  active  part  in  that  election  ? — Nothing  more  than  canvassing. 

3632.  Were  you  on  the  blue  side  ? — Yes. 

3633.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  committee  of  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  ? — I  acted  with 
the  committee. 

3634.  Did  any  monies  pass  through  your  hands  ? — I  do  not  recollect  anything  of  the 
kind     I  had  nothing  to  do  with  money  at  any  time. 

3635.  At  that  election  was  any  money  spent  with  your  knowledge  for  the  purpose  of 
bribery  ? — Not  a  shilling  that  I  am  aware  of 

3636.  You  are  aware  a  great  nimiber  of  colour  tickets  were  given  away  at  that 
election  ? — I  heard  so. 

3637.  You  have  no  doubt  a  great  number  were  given  away  by  both  parties  ? — I  dare 
say  there  were  a  great  number. 

3638.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  giving  away  of  the  colour  tickets  on  that 
occasion  ? — Not  anything. 

3639.  In  the  general  election  of  1841,  when  Mi\  Smythe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  were  candi- 
dates on  one  side  and  Mr.  Hodges  and  Lord  Albert  Conjmgham  on  the  other,  did  you 
take  an  active  part  at  that  election  ? — I  did  not. 

3640.  You  were  not  on  the  committee  of  that  election  ? — I  do  not  recollect  that  I  was. 

3641.  Nor  canvassed  ? — I  might  have  gone  canvassing  with  Mr.  Hodges,  and  I  think  I 
did  very  likely.  • 

3642.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  financial  part  of  that  election  ? — Not 
anything. 

3643.  Now  I  will  come  to  the  election  of  1847,  when  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was 
returned  without  opposition  ;  did  you  take  any  part  in  the  canvassing  then  ? — Nothing 
more  than  canvassing  with  Lord  Albert. 

3644.  You  knew  nothing  more  about  the  management  of  that  election  except  so  &r  as 
r^ards  canvassing  ? — Not  at  all.  I  never  took  any  part  in  the  financial  department 
whatever. 

3645.  In  the  general  election  of  1847,  when  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe 
stood  on  the  one  side  and  Lord  Pelham  Clinton  and  Mr.  Vance  on  the  other,  did  you 
take  an  active  interest  then  ? — ^Yes,  I  did.     Only  as  canvasser  then. 

3646.  Were  you  a  member  of  the  committee  ? — Yes. 

3647.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  money  ? — Nothing. 

3648.  Did  you  know  that  a  great  number  of  colour  tickets  were  issued  on  that 
occasion  ? — I  heard  so ;  but  I  never  saw  any  of  them,  nor  did  I  recommend  them.  I 
never  have  in  my  life.  I  never  recommended  a  colour  ticket.  I  have  always  objected 
to  it. 

8649.  Of  your  own  knowledge  do  you  know  of  any  money  being  expended  at  that 
election  for  the  purpose  of  bribery  ? — Not  at  all ;  I  am  not  aware  of  it. 

3650.  Did  you  know  what  monies  were  paid  by  the  two  candidates  for  that  election  ? 
— Not  at  all ;  I  never  heard  anything  about  it  until  to-day,  the  amounts  at  least,  since 
this  inquiry  has  taken  place. 

3651.  In  1850,  when  Colonel  RomiUy  was  a  candidate,  did  you  take  any  part  then  V 
-Yes,  I  did. 


Mr.  Alderman 
George  Neame. 
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Mr.AUennan  3632.  Canvassing? — I  canvassed  the  city  almost  throughout  with  Colonel  Romilly. 

George  Ntame.         3653.  At  the  general  election  of  1852,  when  Sir  William  SomerviUe  and  Colonel 
1-7 1*  iM —  Romilly  were  candidates  ? — I  happened  to  be  mayor  that  year  and  took  no  part. 

17th  May  1853.         3654.  You  were  returning  officer  ? — No ;  the  sheriff  is  the  returning  officer  ;  I  was 
"■"  '       mayor,  and  thierefore  took  no  part  in  1852.  . 

3655.  I  will  put  a  general  question  to  you  :  as  far  as  you  are  concerned,  in  all  the 
elections,  in  which  you  have  taken  an  active  part,  you  do  not  know  of  your  own  personal 
knowledge  of  any  sums  being  given  for  direct  bribery  ? — ^No,  I  do  not. 

3656.  I  believe  you  are  one  of  the  charity  trustees  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
under  the  Municipal  Corporation  Act  ? — I  am. 

3657.  I  will  just  put  this  question  to  you :  in  the  administration  of  those  charities 
have  you  been  at  all  influenced  by  political  feeling  as  regards  the  gi-anting  of  applications 
to  persons  ? — Certainly  not ;  I  have  never  paid  any  attention  whatever  to  such  applicants. 
Tliey  have  frequently  come  and  said,  "  We  are  friends  of  yours,  we  vote  on  your  side ;" 
and  I  have  always  said,  "  Do  not  talk  to  me  about  politics,  it  is  not  my  duty  to  have 
anything  to  say  to  you  on  politics  at  all."  In  fact,  I  am  in  the  habit  of  sending  occasionally 
one  or  two  of  those  tickets  to  be  disposed  of  without  regard  to  the  side  of  polities  on 
which  they  were.  I  have  sent  them  to  gentlemen  here.  My  friend,  Mr.  Walker,  I  have 
occasionally  sent  him  some,  and  different  parties. 

3658.  The  charity  trustees,  when  originally  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  con- 
sisted of  an  equal  number  of  both  political  parties  ? — They  did. 

3659.  I  believe  now,  from  deaths  and  other  causes,  the  liberal  portion  of  the  charity 
trustees  is  the  largest  ? — It  is. 

3660.  I  ask,  with  respect  to  the  general  administration  of  the  funds  of  those  charities, 
and  the  conduct  of  those  who  have  been  engaged  in  the  administration  of  tliose  fimds, 
have  you  ever  observed  that  any  of  the  charity  trustees  were  influenced  by  political 
feeling  in  the  dispensation  of  their  charities  ? — Really  I  cannot  answer  the  quastion  ;  but 
I  think  not.  I  think  it  is  very  fairly  distributed  by  the  trustees  generally  ;  and  although 
there  are  politicians  on  both  sides,  still  we  are  always  very  imanimous  in  all  our  elections. 
I  have  never  known  a  difference  of  feeling  since  I  have  been  there  ;  there  has  been  very 
little  difference  of  feeling  between  us. 

3661.  In  1847,  did  you  expend  any  of  yom-  own  money  for  the  purposes  of  the  elec- 
tion ? — Never  spent  a  farthing  in  my  life  in  any  shape  for  elections,  not  for  political 
purposes. 

3662.  I  suppose  if  any  person  came  to  you  in  your  capacity  of  charity  trustee,  and 
recommended  a  person  as  a  deserving  object,  you  would  never  think  of  asking  that  gentle- 
man, "  Why  do  you  recommend  him  ?" — No  ;  I  should  not  think  of  that. 

3663.  Therefore,  if  any  corruption  of  that  kind  was  practised  between  the  canvasser 
and  the  voter,  you  as  trustee  woiild  know  nothing  about  it  ? — No ;  I  should  know  nothing 
about  it. 


Henty  Taylor.  Henry  Taylor  sworn  and  examined. 

""■"""""""  3664.  What  are  you  ? — I  must  consider  myself  an  accountant. 

3665.  To  whom  ? — Any  one  that  employs  me. 

3666.  In  whose  employ  are  you  at  present  ? — General ;  not  any  one. 

3667.  Have  you  been  an  auctioneer's  clerk  ? — Yes. 

3668.  Were  you  in  1847? — No,  I  was  not  as  an  auctioneers  clerk.  I  might  have 
been.  I  do  not  know.  There  are  several  auctioneers  in  Canterbury  whom  I  transact 
business  for  in  that  department. 

3669.  Do  you  remember  the  election  of  1847  ? — Very  well. 

3670.  And  the  election  of  1850  ?— Perfectly  well. 

3671.  And  the  election  of  1852  ?— Perfectly  well. 

3672.  In  whose  employ  were  you  during  those  periods  ? — In  1847  I  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  election. 

3673.  In  whose  employment  were  you  ? — I  was  on  my  own  hands. 

3674.  In  1850  and  1852  ?— Yes. 

3675.  Are  you  a  voter  for  this  city  ? — I  am. 

3676.  Freeman  and  householder  ? — Freeman,  I  always  vote  ;  but  I  have  been  both. 

3677.  How  long  have  you  been  a  freeman  ? — About  thirty  years. 

3678.  Have  you  taken  part  in  every  election  since  1847  ?— Not  at  all.  I  have  for  the 
last  twenty  years,  perhaps. 

3679.  Going  backwards,  what  elections  have  you  taken  part  in  ;  1852  ? — Yes. 

3680.  1850?— Yes. 

3681.  1841  ?— 1850,  1847,  and  1841. 

3682.  I  thought  you  said  you  did  not  take  part  in  1847  ?— No  more  I  did  not ;  to  be 
employed. 

3683.  That  is  what  I  mean  ?— 1850  was  the  first. 

3684.  Have  you  been  employed  in  1852  ? — I  was. 

3685.  You  know  nothing  at  all  about  the  conduct  of  the  election  of  1847? — Nothing 
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3686.  You  were  a  voter  ? — I  was.  Henry  Taylor. 

3687.  Which  side  did  you  vote?— The  blue  side.  fLJ/ 

3688.  Always  been  a  fiberal  ? — Alwaya  17th  May  1863. 

3689.  In  1850  and  1852  you  were  employed  as  what  ? — As  clerk  to  the  committee.  ■     '  ■ 

3690.  To  what  candidate? — Colonel  RomiUy  for  1850,  and  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir 
William  Somerville  for  1852. 

3691.  With  all  former  elections  you  had  no  concern,  except  as  a  voter? — Did  you  ever 
receive  any  reward  or  gratification  for  your  vote  ?—  Never  ;  not  sixpennyworth. 

3692.  In  1850,  who  engaged  you  as  committee  clerk  for  Colonel  Romilly  ? I  waa 

engaged  by  Mr.  Aris. 

3693.  Who  engaged  you  in  1852  ?— The  same. 

3694.  In  1850  did  you  receive  any  application  for  colour  tickets  ? — I  probably  might. 

3695.  What  did  you  do  with  them  ? — I  do  not  recollect  receiving  anything.  There 
was  nothing  particular  mentioned  about  colour  tickets  at  that  time,  because  it  was 
universal,  I  believe. 

3696.  Did  you  receive  any  applications  for  relief  or  pecuniary  assistance  ? — Never ;  that 
was  out  of  my  department  altogether. 

3697.  In  whose  department  would  that  come  ? — I  should  think  in  the  chairman's. 

3698.  Who  was  the  chairman  ? — Mr.  Alderman  Brent. 

3699.  Did  you  canvass  the  constituency  for  Colonel  Romilly  in  1850  ? — I  did  not. 

3700.  Your  business  was  in  the  committee  ? — It  was. 

3701.  What  passed  there? — Nothing  that  I  am  aware  o£ 

3702.  You  had  nothing  at  all  to  do  ? — Merely  copying. 

3703.  What  did  you  copy  ? — Copied  out  the  sheets  that  were  produced  yesterday,  the 
alphabetical  lists  of  the  voters,  and  also  for  the  inspector's  books. 

3704.  You  say  you  are  an  accountant ;  were  you  employed  as  an  accountant  in  1850  ? — 
No  ;  as  clerk  to  the  committee. 

3705.  You  had  no  accountant's  duties  to  perform  ? — Nothing  at  alL 

3706.  No  accounts  to  keep  ? — Nothing  of  the  sort. 

3707.  Nor  in  1852  ?— Nor  in  1852. 

3708.  With  regard  to  1852,  do  you  know  Mr.  Pilcher  ? — Very  well. 

3709.  Just  relate  to  the  Commissioners  what  took  place  between  you  and  Mr.  Pilcher 
in  1852  on  the  subject  of  messenger's  tickets  ? — I  do  not  recollect  that  anything  took  place. 

3710.  On  the  subject  of  colour  tickets? — I  do  not  recollect  anything  particular  being 
mentioned. 

371 1.  Do  you  remember  sending  anybody  to  Sir  William  Somerville  on  that  subject  ? — 
No,  that  I  did  not. 

3712.  Do  you  remember  receiving  any  applications  for  colour  tickets  in  1852? — A 
great  many. 

3713.  What  did  you  do  with  them  ? — Told  the  whole  of  the  parties  they  could  not  be 
received  ;  it  was  illegal,  and  no  recommendation  whatever  would  be  taken  notice  of. 

3714.  Who  told  you  to  tell  them  that? — I  was  directed  to  tell  them  so  by  Mr.  Ai-is, 
Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  and  several  others  of  the  committee. 

3715.  And  Sir  William  Somerville? — I  have  heard  him  mention  in  the  room  to  be  very 
cautious,  and  not  to  give  any  sort  of  inducement  to  be  held  out  to  them. 

3716.  Before  that  did  you  not  consult  him  on  the  subject  of  these  colour  tickets  ? — No ; 
it  was  not  my  department. 

3717.  Did  anybody  come  and  consult  you,  and  did  you  send  him  to  Sir  William 
Somei-viUe  ? — No,  not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

3718.  Did  you  ask  anybody  to  go  to  Sir  William  Somerville  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

3719.  Did  you  send  Mr.  Pilcher  to  Sir  William  Somerville  about  the  messengers  and 
colour  tickets  ? — No  ;  I  have  not  the  least  recollection  of  such  a  tiling. 


Mr.  James  Holland  sworn  and  examined.  ^^*  J*  Holland. 

3720.  Are  you  a  tailor  in  tliis  town  ? — Yes,  a  tailor  and  wooUen-draper, 

3721.  Are  you  a  fi*eeman  or  a  householder? — Both. 

3722.  Have  you  taken  an  active  part  in  the  elections  which  have  taken  place  in  this 
city  for  some  years  past  ? — I  have.     In  some  elections  I  have  not ;  in  others  I  have. 

3723.  What  party  have  you  generally  espoused  ? — What  is  termed  the  red  party,  the 
conservative  party. 

3724.  In  the  year  1847  were  you  a  Red  then  ? — Ye& 

3725.  Did  Mr.  Rutter  give  you  any  money  ? — He  gave  me  some  money, 

3726.  How  much?— 10/. 

3727.  Mr.  Rutter  was  a  Blue  ?— Mr.  Rutter  was  a  Blue. 

3728.  Yes  ? — Oh,  not  that  election ;  Mr.  Rutter  never  gave  me  money  then. 

3729.  Stop;  do  not  let  us  misunderstand  each  other?— Let  me  remember  the  dates. 
Yes,  that  is  right,  1847. 

3730.  Mr.  Rutter  in  1847  gave  you  lOi.  ?— He  did. 

3731.  Was  Mr.  Rutter  at  that  time  a  Blue  ?— He  was, 
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ifr;  Jl  BMmd.        3732.  Were  you  a  Blue  ? — ^At  that  time  I  went  with  Mr.  Smythe ;  1  had  voted  for 

Mr.  Smythe  before,  in  1841. 

ITlh  M«y  185S.         3733.  Did  you  plump  for  Mr.  Smythe  in  1847  ?— No. 
3734.  Who  did  you  divide  with  ?  —Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

3735.  You  did  not  call  yourself  a  red  then,  did  you  i — No  ;  I  went  for  both  of  them. 

3736.  You  were  marked  one  side  red  and  the  other  side  blue  ? — The  matter  was  this, 
there  was  a  misunderstanding  between  the  parties  uix>n  that  occasion,  the  same  as  there 
was  at  the  last  election  ;  that  was  the  cause  of  it. 

3737.  What  did  Mr.  Rutter  give  you  10/.  for  ? — He  gave  me  lOL  in  consequence  of  the 
money  I  had  been  out  of  pocket  since  1841.  I  had  consumed  a  great  deal  of  money  for 
which  I  had  never  had  a  farthing  returned ;  it  was  treating  different  parties ;  and  I  said 
I  did  not  intend  to  vote  or  have  anything  more  to  do  with  elections  ;  I  had  been  money 
out  of  pocket,  and  had  never  asked  for  a  fiaxthing ;  only  I  considered  I  had  no  right  to  be 
money  out  of  pocket  election  after  election,  and  to  spend  my  own  money  for  nothing ; 
and  I  said  I  did  not  intend  to  vote  again. 

3738.  You  had  been  a  Red  then  ?— Yes. 

3739.  Was  it  not  rather  bad  to  make  the  blue  men  pay  for  the  red  ? — Allow  me  to 
explain,  if  you  please.  I  voted,  as  I  said  before,  for  Mr.  Smythe  in  his  first  election  ot 
1841,  and  likewise  the  second  election  of  1841.  Mr.  Smythe  came  then  again,  and  it  was 
in  Mr.  Smythe's  election  that  I  had  spent  my  money  by  going  round  with  parties  to 
different  public-houses,  which  I  did  in  many  instances ;  in  consequence  of  that  I  thought 
it  was  not  imposing  upon  Mr.  Smythe  to  pay  me  some  part  of  that  money. 

3740.  During  the  period  that  had  elapsed  between  that  period  of  1841,  when  you  spent 
the  money  in  treating  the  electors,  and  1847,  when  you  took  the  \0l,  from  Mr.  Rutter, 
had  you  ever  applied  to  Mr.  Smythe  for  payment  ? — I  had  not. 

3741.  Had  you  ever  made  out  any  account  against  him  for  the  lOi.  you  had  spent  ? — 
never. 

3742.  Had  you  got  any  documents  you  could  refer  to  ? — No  ;  but  I  told  the  committee, 
and  some  part  of  the  committee  knew,  that  I  had  been  that  money  out  of  pocket  and 
more  too. 

3743.  How  came  you  not  to  ask  for  that  whole  sum  then  ? — I  never  had  any  specific 
sum ;  never  no  regular  sum. 

3744.  You  say  it  was  more  than  102.  ?— A  great  deal  more ;  I  have  spent  many  102. 

3745.  Why  did  you  not  ask  for  the  whole  when  money  was  going  so  freely  ? — I  said 
I  considered  that  they  ought  to  pay  me  something  towards  the  expenses  that  I  had 
been  out  of  pocket.  They  said,  "  We  are  aware  you  have  always  been  a  very  busy  party 
at  times,  and  it  is  hard  you  should  be  all  this  money  out  of  pocket,  and  we  will  make 
you  a  present  of  lOi.  towards  the  incurred  expense. 

3746.  How  long  was  that  before  the  election  ? — It  was  after  the  election. 

3747.  How  long  after  ? — I  cannot  exactly  say.  I  have  no  memoradimi  to  go  by  ;  it 
might  have  been  within  a  week  or  two.  Whether  it  was  Mr.  Sladden  or  Mr.  Rutter  paid 
mie,  that  I  cannot  say  ;  it  was  one  of  the  two. 

3748.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  that  money  was  not  paid  and  given  to  you  for  other 
purposes  ? — Not  for  any  other  purpose,  I  can  assure  you  ;  and  I  never  interested  myself 
upon  that  election  but  giving  my  vote.  I  never  interfered  either  in  committee  or  other- 
wise, as  I  had  frequently  before,  and  have  some  time  since. 

3749.  On  the  last  election,  1852,  you  were  red  again  ? — Yes. 

3750.  You  came  back  to  your  own  colour  ? — Yes,  I  was. 

3751.  Did  you  take  any  particular  part  in  that  election  ? — Not  particular. 

3752.  Were  you  on  the  committee  ? — They  might  call  it  committee.  I  was  in  the  com- 
mittee-room several  times.  Whether  I  was  supposed  to  be  on  I  do  not  know  exactly. 
At  an  election  time  there  ia  generally  an  extra  number  of  names  added  to  a  committee. 
Whether  mine  whs  on  I  would  not  say. 

3753.  You  acted  as  though  you  were  a  oommittee-man  ? — I  waa  frequently  in  the 
committee  room. 

3754.  You  would  not  have  been  there  unless  you  were  on  ? — Oh  yes,  I  might. 

3755.  Then  you  were  not  a  committee-man  ? — I  do  not  say  I  was  not. 

3756.  But  which  is  it  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  I  was  or  was  not. 

3757.  You  remained  in  that  ignorance  all  the  time  ? — I  did  not  ask  the  questioiL 

3758.  What  did  you  suppose  you  was  ? — I  considered  I  had  a  right  to  go  into  the  com- 
mittee-room, as  I  was  not  ordered  to  go  out 

3759.  Did  you  suppose  yourself  a  committee-man  or  not  ? — I  dare  say  I  have  supposed 
myself  a  committee-man. 

3760.  I  have  no  doubt  of  it  ?  —Yes ;  and,  as  I  say,  there  are  a  great  niunber  of  names 
added  at  election  times  to  the  committee. 

3761.  What  did  you  do? — Nothing  particular. 

3762.  Did  you  get  up  voters  ? — I  did  not  get  up  voters.  I  never  went  with  any  one 
to  vote,  I  can  assure  you ;  and  on  the  day  of  the  election  I  was  not  half  an  hour  out  of 
my  own  house. 

3763.  Did  you  canvass  voters  ?-^I  might  have  done  so ;  I  dare  say  I  did  canvaaB 
voters. 

3764.  Did  you  ?  —I  dare  say  I  might  have  canvassed  voten. 
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"  3765.  Did  you  T-^Well,  I  might  have  done  so.  J^,  j,  HoUand 

3766.  You  have  told  me  that  twice.    Did  you  canvass  voters  ? — I  have  no  recollection 

of  any  one  in  particular  that  I  canvassed.  iTlh  Mny  1S5S» 

3767.  Did  you  canvass  voters  ? — 1  have  no  recollection  of  any  individual  that  I         • 
canvassed. 

3768.  Did  you  canvass  voters  ?- 1  cannot  bring  to  my  mind  that  I  canvassed  any  voters. 

3769.  Am  I  to  put  down  upon  the  note,  you  did  not  canvass  voters  ? — I  might  have 
done  so. 

3770.  That  is  the  fourth  time  ? — I  have  no  recollection  of  any  voter  I  canvassed. 

3771.  Did  you  see  any  application  for  colom'  tickets  come  into  the  room  when  you  were 
in  and  out  ? — I  have  seen  applications  there. 

3772.  In  1852  ?— In  1852. 

3773.  Whose  duty  was  it  in  committee  to  file  the  applications  ? — I  do  not  know  any 
in  particular  ;  it  was  never  my  duty  to  do  that.  I  do  not  know  whose  duty  it  was,  and 
the  chairman  was  not  always  in  the  room. 

3774.  Was  it  his  duty  if  he  were  there  ? — I  should  not  think  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
chairman  ;  it  is  generally  the  clerk  who  does  that. 

•    3775.  Who  was  the  clerk  ? — I  think  Ashenden  was  the  clerk. 

3776.  Who  was  the  chairman  ? — Dr.  Lochee. 

3777.  Who  was  the  deputy  chairman  ? — I  think  Mr.  Thomas  White  Collard  was. 

3778.  Who  was  the  legal  agent  ? — I  do  not  know.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  money 
matters. 

3779.  We  will  come  to  that  presently.  Who  was  the  legal  agent  ? — I  cannot  answer 
exactly  who  was  the  legal  agent.  I  do  not  know,  for  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  money 
matters.     I  never  saw  a  farthing  in  the  committee-room. 

3780.  You  are  very  anxious  to  say  that ;  but  you  do  not  know  who  was  the  legal  agent. 
Was  it  Mr.  Kingsford  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  Mr.  Kingsford  or  Mr.  Pont ;  from 
my  own  knowledge  I  do  not  know. 

3781.  Was  it  Filmer  ? — I  do  not  know  a  Mr.  Filmer  that  I  have  seen  there  ;  I  do 
know  one  of  that  name  ;  but  none  that  I  ever  saw  in  the  committee-room  or  anything  to 
do  with  the  election. 

3782.  Was  Mr.  Scoones  very  much  there  ? — I  never  saw  him  there  in  my  life.  He  is 
clerk  to  Mr.  Kingsford. 

3783.  Did  you  see  any  of  these  tickets  ? — I  never  saw  a  ticket.  1  saw  the  applications. 
I  never  saw  a  ticket  in  the  room. 

3784.  Have  you  ever  seen  a  ticket  ?— I  have  seen  them  in  this  court.  I  never  ho^d 
one  in  my  hand,  to  my  knowledge. 

3785.  Did  you  ever  apply  for  one  yourself  ?— No,  never. 

3786.  Do  you  know  anybody  that  ever  did  ? — Why,  there  were  nmnbers.  I  saw  many 
applications.     When  I  was  there  applications  came  in. 

3787.  How  many  do  you  think  were  issued  by  that  committee  ? — I  have  not  the  least 
idea.  I  saw  a  great  number  of  applications  on  the  file.  I  did  not  read  them,  neither  do 
I  know  the  number. 

3788.  Did  you  talk  to  Mr.  Rutter  about  the  money  that  was  owing  to  you,  before  you 
voted,  in  the  year  1847  ? — Before  I  voted  ? 

3789.  Yes.--Yes,  I  did. 

3790.  Did  you  tell  him  you  expected  to  be  paid  ? — I  told  him,  as  I  stated  before,  that 
I  had  been  so  much  out  of  pocket  with  election  matters  that  I  did  not  intend  to  interfere 
again. 

3791.  Unless  you  were  paid  ? — I  said  this, — I  beg  not  to  be  misunderstood,  to  consider 
that  this  was  a  bribe  for  my  vote  ;  I  would  scorn  a  bribe,  and  any  one  will  tell  you  so 
that  knows  me, — ^knowing  I  had  been  so  much  money  out  of  pocket,  and  that  for  assisting 
Lord  Conyngham  in  his  election  in  February  1841  and  in  the  summer  of  1841,  I  told 
him  it  was  very  hard  upon  me  that  I  should  not  have  had  something  towards  my 
expenses. 

(The  answer  was  read  over  to  the  witness.) 

I  wish  to  correct  that  answer.     Instead  of  Lord  Conyngham  I  should  have  said 
Smythe. 

3792.  You  represented  that  to  Mr.  Rutter  ? — I  did. 

3793.  Did  you  tell  him  imless  you  were  repaid  that  you  should  not  interest  yourself 
any  more  in  the  elections  ? — I  did  not  wish  to  vote  at  all  in  any  kind  of  way. 

3794.  Did  you  tell  him  unless  you  were  repaid  what  you  had  been  out  of  pocket  you 
should  not  interest  yourself  any  more  in  elections  ? — I  believe  I  did. 

3795.  Did  not  Mr.  Rutter  on  that  tell  you  that  you  need  be  under  no  apprehension  ; 
that  you  should  be  paid  ?— Well,  he  said  he  would  endeavour  to  get  something ;  some 
portion  towards  what  I  had  been  out  of  pocket. 

3796.  And  then,  having  that  assurance,  you  made  yourself  very  busy  upon  the  part  of 
Mr.  Rutter's  friends  ? — I  did  not. 

3797.  What  did  you  do? —I  can  assure  you  in  that  election,  more  especially,  I  never 
interfo^  in  it  one  way  or  the  other,  but  voted. 

3798.  Having  got  the  assurance,  you  voted  ? — Well,  I  voted. 
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Mr.  J*  Holland.        3799.  Which  you  would  not  have  done  without  the  aasurance? — ^Well,  perhaps  I 

"•^^^  might  not  have  voted  at  alL 
17th  May  18S3,         3800.  I  thought  not  ? — Perhaps  not.     I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly  understood  the  bribe 
would  not  have  tempted  me  to  vote. 

3801.  Are  you  a  town  councillor  ? — I  am. 

3802.  How  long  have  you  been  a  town  councillor  ? — I  am  now  in  the  eighth  year. 

3803.  Are  you  a  tailor  by  trade  ? — ^Yes ;  I  am,  and  a  woollen  draper. 

3804.  You  took  an  active  part  on  the  last  election  for  the  Eeds  ? — Yes,  so  far  an  active 
part,  on  the  day  of  election  I  took  no  active  part ;  I  was  not  out  of  my  house  ;  I  was 
very  ill  all  the  day,  and  was  not  out  of  my  house  for  half  an  hour. 

3805.  Before  that  you  took  an  active  pai*t  ? — Not  on  the  day  of  election. 

3806.  But  canvassing  ? — No,  not  in  canvassing.  I  was  more  in  the  committee-room 
than  canvassing. 

3807.  Before  the  day  of  election  ? — Not  in  canvassing. 

3808.  But  you  took  an  active  part  in  the  contest  ? — In  the  committee-room  ;  I  was 
there  frequently. 

3809.  They  had  great  confidence  in  you,  I  believe  ? — I  do  not  know  I  am  sure. 

3810.  You  had  deserved  their  confidence  ? — I  do  not  know  I  am  sure. 

3811.  They  reposed  a  good  deal  of  confidence  in  your  judgment  of  men  and  of 
characters,  did  they  not  ?— My  judgment  is  not  worth  much. 

3812.  Did  they  not  take  your  opinion  as  to  the  amount  of  money  which  different 
voters  would  expect  ? — No. 

3813.  Now  recollect  yourselfi  You  understand  that  no  injury  will  be  done  to  you  if 
you  answer  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commissioners,  but  I  am  informed  that  you  will  be 
contradicted  upon  that  point  if  you  persist  in  that.  I  will  put  it  to  you  specifically,  did 
you  employ  any  person  to  find  out  the  exact  sum,  either  in  money  or  money  s  worth,  which 
certain  persons  would  expect  at  the  last  election  if  they  gave  thek  votes  for  the  Tories. — 
I  did  not  employ  any  one.     I  will  explain.     I  think  I  know  what  you  mean. 

3814.  Let  us  have  the  explanation  ? — Are  you  alluding  to  a  man  of  the  name  of  Blinks  ? 

3815.  I  am  not  here  to  answer  questions,  but  to  ask  them.  Make  your  explanation  ? — 
I  would  observe  I  have  a  note  in  my  pocket,  a  little  slip  of  paper  which  was  brought  to 
me  ;  the  names  were  brought  at  different  times ;  that  is  the  note  just  as  I  wrote  it  {jyro' 
ducing  a  paper),  A  man  of  the  name  of  Blinks  came  to  me,  and  said,  "  There  are  several 
people  that  I  know  wish  to  have  some  money."  I  said,  "  I  do  not  know  anything  ol 
them.  What  are  their  names  ?"  He  gave  me  two  or  three  names  ;  about  two  or  three  at 
a  time ;  at  the  top,  as  you  see  them  there. 

3816.  Are  these  the  names  that  are  struck  out  ?  — I  will  explain  why  they  are  struck 
out. 

3817.  Are  these  the  names  that  are  struck  out  ? — Yes. 

3818.  The  first  name  is  Matthew  Wetherley ;  is  that  the  name  ? — Is  the  number  to  the 
register  given  ? 

3819.  Matthew  Wetherley ;  that  is  struck  out? — I  will  explain  that  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection.  He  brought  me  first  about  three  names.  My  answer  was  to  him,  *'  I  do  not 
know  whether  these  men  have  promised  or  not.  I  will  inquire."'  I  asked  the  canvassing 
clerk  if  those  names  were  marked  as  promises,  and  he  said  they  were. 

3820.  Who  is  the  canvassing  clerk  ? — Mr.  Taylor,  who  went  round  canvassing ;  Thomas 
Taylor.  He  then  called  upon  me  again  with  about  three  or  four  names.  I  will  not  be 
certain  which.  I  said  I  will  likewise  enquire  again,  and  I  did  so.  He  said  each  of  those 
men  he  could  purchase.  I  put  the  same  question,  "  Have  these  men  promised  V  As  you 
see  those  names  they  are  put  as  having  promised. 

3821.  By  whom? — By  the  canvassing  clerk.  I  then,  as  he  brought  me  the  names, 
showed  them  again,  until  you  see  the  remainder  that  are  not  marked,  just  as  the  paper 
was  ;  that  is  all  I  know  about  that. 

3822.  You  cannot  tell  me  anything  about  those  who  are  not  marked  ? — I  do  not  know 
anything  of  them.  I  left  them  as  they  were.  I  knew  nothing  more  about  these  men 
than  they  told  me  to  say,  "  They  are  promised,"  and  he  came  no  more  with  the  list. 

3823.  Do  you  mean  those  who  are  not  marked  had  not  given  their  promises  ? — ^They 
had  not  then. 

3824.  And  those  that  are  marked,  the  scratching  out  means  that  they  had  promised  ? 
— Yes ;  I  understood  it  so. 

3825.  What  was  the  price  of  those  men  who  had  promised  ? — I  can  tell  you  what 
he  said. 

3826.  What  did  he  say  ? — He  said  he  could  have  several  of  those  men  at  51  a  head, 
and  he  brought  me  those  names. 

3827.  And  did  you  try  to  get  them  to  take  less  ? — I  do  not  know  many  of  them.  I 
gave  the  names  in,  and  they  were  struck  out,  as  you  see  in  that  bit  of  paper. 

3828.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  do  not  know  Lomer  ? — I  mean  to  say  I  did  not  see 
many  of  them  ;  I  do  not  know  them. 

3829.  Is  tliis  in  your  handwriting  or  his  ? — It  is  mine  ;  from  his  list  as  he  brought 
them  into  me. 

3830.  When  was  this  conference  held  between  you  and  him  ? — He  came  into  my  shop 
as  he  went  past ;  he  lived  witliin  thi-ee  doors  of  me. 
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3831.  How  long  was  this  before  the  nominatioii  ? — It  might  have  been  a  week  or  ten  Mr.  J.  nMHinif 
days  ;  I  do  not  know  ;  it  was  a  long  canvass.  — — . 

3832.  Did  you  send  anybody  with  him  ? — I  did  not.  17th  May  185S. 

3833.  What  advice  did  you  give  him  about  bribery? — I  said,  perhaps  the  men  may  ■ 
have  promised.    I  will  put  the  question  to  the  clerk,  whether  they  have  promised  or  not ; 
because  as  they  promised  they  marked  them  off,  as  you  see  there  ;  those  are  marked  off; 

and  I  said,  I  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  them. 

3834.  Is  this  what  you  mean,  that  those  who  were  marked  off,  having  already  promised, 
got  notliing,  and  those  who  had  not  promised  were  the  persons  to  be  spoken  to  ? — I  do 
not  know.  As  I  said,  the  names  that  are  not  marked  off  here  I  do  not  know  what 
became  of ;  whether  they  voted  or  did  not  vote  I  do  not  know. 

3835.  And  the  names  were  put  down  by  you  at  the  time  of  the  conversation  ? — Yes, 
all  the  names ;  not  at  the  time.  He  brought  me  three,  and  then  three  more,  and  then  three 
more,  and  three  more. 

3836.  How  long  did  this  conference  last  ? — I  should  think  a  week. 

3837.  And  you  put  them  down,  did  you,  and  struck  them  out ;  or  did  you  strike  them 
out  afterwards  ? — I  did  not  strike  them  out  at  all ;  the  canvassing  clerk  struck  them  out. 

3838.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  struck  them  out  ? — ^The  canvassing  clerk  struck 
them  out. 

3839.  Did  he  strike  them  out  as  you  put  them  down  ? — ^When  I  showed  him  the  list 

3840.  As  you  made  the  Hst,  did  he  strike  them  out  then,  or  the  next  day,  or  the  day 
after  ? — As  soon  as  he  brought  me  the  names,  I  went  and  asked  him  if  those  men  had 
promised ;  those  that  had  promised  he  struck  out. 

3841.  You  made  the  list  aU  out  the  first  day  ? — No  ;  he  only  brought  me  perhaps  three 
in  one  day  and  three  in  the  other. 

3842.  As  he  brought  them,  did  you  strike  them  out? — I  took  them  to  him,  and  he 
struck  them  out. 

3843.  Who  brought  them  to  you  ?— Blinks. 

3844.  Blinks  brought  them  to  you  ?— Yes. 

3845.  You  then  took  them  to  the  canvassing  clerk  ? — Yes. 

3846.  You  repeated  faithfully  to  the  canvassing  clerk  what  Blinks  had  said  to  you  ? — 
I  told  him  Blinks  had  brought  me  a  lot  of  names,  and  that  these  names  were  to  be 
bought. 

3847.  You  told  that  to  the  canvassing  clerk  ? — Yes. 

3848.  And  the  canvassing  clerk  of  course  repeated  it? — He  went  and  saw  they  were 
marked  in  the  book. 

3849.  What  did  the  canvassing  clerk  do  about  the  bribes? — These  men  had  been 
marked  as  without  bribes. 

3850.  Did  you  tell  the  canvassing  clerk  to  consult  anybody  as  to  the  amount  to  be 
paid  for  these  men  ? — If  they  had  promised  they  did  not  want  consulting;  if  the  men  had 
promised. 

3851.  Then  those  that  did  not  promise  ? — Left  them  altogether. 

3852.  Was  the  canvassing  clerk  to  inform  anybody  about  how  much  they  expected  ?  — 
Oh  dear  no.     I  told  him  the  way  these  names  were  brought. 

3853.  You  told  him  everything,  and  you  left  him  to  do  what  he  liked  ? — ^Yes. 

3854.  Now  as  a  matter  of  tact,  from  what  you  have  heard  since,  how  many  of  these 
men  have  received  any  money  ? — I  do  not  know  that  any  one  has.    Upon  my  oath  I  - 
do  not. 

3855.  You  believe  it  ?  —I  have  no  reason  to  believe  it.  I  am  telling  you  a  candid 
story.  I  took  these  papers,  and  got  the  names,  and  I  asked  if  these  men  had  promised. 
Those  he  marked  off  that  had  promised,  and  those  that  had  not  were  left  open. 

3856.  Who  helped  Blinks  to  talk  to  these  men  about  their  votes  ? — I  never  spoke  to 
Blinks  about  them,  except  when  he  brought  me  those  names. 

3857.  Was  anybody  else  with  you  ? — No. 

3858.  Was  anybody  with  him  ?— No. 

3859.  Did  he  say  he  had  consulted  with  anybody  ? — He  did  not 

3860.  I  ask  you  once  more,  do  you  mean  to  deny  that  you  employed  some  men  to 
somid  the  voters,  and  to  ask  them  what  they  expected  for  their  votes  ? — He  came  to  me, 
I  asked  the  men,  and  I  had  no  idea  of  the  buying  of  votes. 

3861.  Did  you  encourage  or  ask  Blinks  to  put  that  question  to  them  ?— No. 

3862.  You  swear  that?— I  swear  I  never  authorized  Blinks  to  go  and  get  money  to 
buy  the  men. 

3863.  That  is  not  what  I  ask  you.  Did  you  encourage  Blinks  or  any  body  else  to  go 
and  find  out  from  these  men,  or  any  man,  what  they  expected  for  their  votes  ? — In 
answer  to  that  I  say  he  came  with  three  names,  and  I  returned  them  back.  If  that 
encouraged  him,  I  did  it  in  no  other  way. 

3864.  On  the  back  of  this  list  there  is  an  entry  in  red  ink ;  whose  handwriting  is  that 
in  ? — I  think  one  part  is  in  mine,  and  one  part  may  be  in  some  other  person'a  I  will  tell 
you  how  that  was  done. 

3865.  That  entry  is,  "  Thomas  Page,  cottage,  near  the  mill,  St  Lawrence.  Cherrison, 
in  the  limekiln  yard,  opposite  Welsh's."     Now,  how  much  of  that  is  in  your  hand- 
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Mr^  J.  Hottmid.    writing? — "Page,  Thomas/'  and  the  word  "  ChemBon,"  are  in  my  handwriting.    The 

-=—  other  is  not. 

17th  May  1853.         3866.  Who  wrote  "cottage  near  the  mill,  St.  Lawrence"? — I  cannot  exactly  say.    I 
•"^"^ will  explain,  if  you  will  allow  ma 

3867.  Who  wrote  **  In  the  limekiln  yard,  opposite  Welsh's "  ? — I  believe  they  were 
both  written  at  the  same  time. 

3868.  Who  wrote  it  ? — I  cannot  say.  I  will  tell  you  how  it  came  to  be  wrote,  if  you  will 
allow  me.  Those  are  the  names  of  two  who  I  understood  had  not  then  promised.  The 
names  of  Page  and  Cherrison  are  in  my  handwriting. 

8869.  When  was  it  done  ? — It  would  have  been  three  or  four  days  before  the  election. 

3870.  Where  was  it  done? — I  believe  it  was  done  in  the  committee -room. 

3871.  What  committee-room?— Our  committee-room  ;  Mr.  Johnstone's. 

3872.  Whose  handwriting  do  you  suppose  it  to  be  ? — I  really  cannot  tell  you.  I  do  not 
know. 

3878.  On  what  occasion  was  it  done  ? — I  was  in  the  committee-room  ;  I  introduced  the 
paper ;  the  word  "  Cherrison  "  was  there.  They  asked  where  some  one  lived,  and  some  one 
who  happened  to  know  where  the  man  lived  put  his  address.    I  know  no  more  than  that. 

3874.  And  was  this  man  seen  ? — That  I  do  not  know. 

3875.  What  did  they  get  for  their  votes  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  they  voted  or  not. 

8876.  Why  did  you  put  that  in  red  ink,  and  not  in  black  ? — It  happened  to  be  nearest 
the  iTik  stand. 

8877.  You  say  you  are  a  tailor  and  woollen  draper  ? — I  am. 

3878.  Did  you  furnish  any  voter  with  clothes  during  the  election  ? — I  did. 

3879.  Who  was  that? — If  you  will  allow  me  I  wiU  explain. 

8880.  Tell  me  who  was  the  man  ? — A  man  of  the  name  of  Thomas  Brown. 

8881.  Has  he  paid  you  for  the  suit? — Part. 

3882.,  How  much  ? — He  came  into  my  shop  about  11  o'clock  on  the  Tuesday  preceding 
the  election  ;  on  the  6th  of  July.  He  said  he  wanted  a  suit  of  clothes.  I  said,  "  Very  well; 
what  kind  of  a  suit  will  you  want."  He  said,  "  I  do  not  want  an  expensive  suit,  and  I  do 
not  wish  to  have  one  that  costs  more  than  3?.  10a."  I  said,  "I  can  make  you  a  very 
respectable  suit  for  that  money."  I  asked  him  what  kind  of  a  coat  he  wanted.  He  said 
he  wanted  a  short  black  coat,  cheap  trowsers,  and  waistcoat.*  I  showed  him  the  material, 
and  I  then  measured  him,  and  he  gave  me  the  name  Brown  ;  but  I  never  saw  the  man  to 
my  knowledge  but  once  since.  He  asked  me  if  I  could  get  them  done  by  Saturday.  I  said 
I  could.  That  was  on  a  Tuesday.  I  got  the  clothes  made,  and  on  Saturday,  about  6  o'clock, 
he  called  for  them.  He  asked  if  the  clothes  were  done.  I  said  they  were.  I  showed  him 
the  coat.  He  put  it  on;  he  approved  of  it ;  he  said,  "  Make  my  bill  out."  I  did.  I  charged 
him,  instead  of  3i.  10«.,  3i.  8s.  He  said,  "  I  have  not  sufficient  money  to  pay  all  for  these 
clothes.  I  have  only  3i.  I  will  leave  you  the  waistcoat  until  I  pay  you  the  8«."  I  said, 
'*  Very  welL"  I  gave  him  credit  for  21.  in  the  biU,  and  he  took  the  clothes  away ;  and  I 
have  never  seen  the  man  s^ice  to  my  knowledge. 

3883.  Did  he  pay  you  3i.  ?— He  did. 
"  3884.  Was  that  before  or  after  the  election  ? — It  was  on  the  Saturday  after  the  election, 
uix  o'clock  in  the  evening,  when  he  came  ;  he  came  alone. 

8885.  Did  he  tell  you  he  had  seen  a  person  of  the  name  of  Kelson  ? — He  did  not. 

3886.  Was  not  Kelson's  name  mentioned  ? — It  was.  At  the  time  he  ordered  the  clothes, 
rither  with  hiip  or  directly  afterwards,  came  into  the  shop  likewise  a  man  of  the  name  of 
Irons. 

3887.  You  know  Kelson  ?—  I  know  him  for  these  twenty  years. 

8888.  Did  Kdson  say  anything  to  you  about  who  was  to  pay  for  the  clothes  ? — Not  a 
word.     The  man  ordered  them  himself,  and  he  chose  the  cloth  himself 

3889..  He  paid  3?.  on  the  Saturday? — Yes,  and  I  have  not  seen  him  since  ;  and  I  have 
the  waistcoat  in  my  drawer  now  for  the  8s. 

3890.  You  did  not  let  him  have  the  whole  of  the  clothes  ? — No. 

3891.  You  kept  the  waistcoat  for  the  8«.  ? — Yes. 

8892.  Any  other  voter  did  you  ftimish  with  clothes  ? — No. 

3893.  Did  any  other  voter  apply  to  you  to  be  furnished  with  clothes  during  the 
election? — Never. 

8894.  You  say  in  1847  the  Blues  were  kind  enough  to  pay  you  for  services  performed 
for  the  Reds ;  were  the  Reds  in  1852  equally  kind,  and  did  they  remunerate  you  for 
services  performed  for  the  Blues?— No,  they  never  did  ;  but  allow  me  to  say,  although 
you  call  them  Blues,  it  was  one  and  the  same  gentleman,  Mr.  Smythe. 

3895.  In  1841  did  you  not  vote  for  Smythe  and  Bradshaw  ?— Yes. 

3896.  Were  they  not  Reds  ? — Yes.  Mr.  Smythe  aftierwards  came  in  again,  and  I  voted 
for  him  likewise. 

3897.  In  1852  did  you  send  in  any  accoimt  to  the  committee  of  Mr.  Gipps  and 
Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  for  monies  expended  by  you  ?  -  Never. 

3898.  Did  you  make  no  application  to  the  committee  or  any  member  of  the  committee 
for  monies  which  you  had  expended  either  at  that  or  previous  elections  ? — No. 

'3899.  You  are  quite  sure  of  that  ? — Quite  sure  of  it 

-  3900.  Was  any  money  paid  to  you  for  services  ?— Never    That  10i»  was  the  only  one  I 
was  ever  paid  in  my  life. 
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3901.  The  lOf.  in  1847  ?— Yes.  ^^  j^  HoUmd. 

8902.  Did  you  receive  any  money  in  1841  ?— No,  never  at  any  other  time  but  1847.  — - 

3903.  Had  you  spent  any  money  for  the  Reds  at  any  election  previous  to  1841  ?— I     l7Ui  May  1853. 
do  not  know  that  I  did.  : 

3904.  I  will  take  you  to  the  election  in  1837  ;  were  you  red  then  ? — Yes. 

3905.  Did  you  expend  any  money  in  the  dection  of  1837  ? — I  have  nearly  at  all 
elections  spent  money ;  that  is,  being  in  public  houses,  persons  have  said,  '^  I  want  a 
glass  of  grog/*  and  I  have  given  it  many  times. 

3906.  Do  you  think  you  were  out  of  pocket  in  what  you  expended  for  the  red  party 
in  1837  ? — I  am  certain  of  it ;  I  do  not  think  so,  and  that  a  great  deal 

3907.  Being  out  of  pocket  for  money  expended  for  the  red  party  in  1837,  did  you  make 
any  application  to  the  committee  of  Mr.  Bradshaw  or  Mr.  Smythe  in  1841  to  reimburse 
you  for  the  simis  you  had  expended  ? — Not  until  after  the  election  was  over. 

3908.  You  did,  in  1841,  after  the  election  was  over,  make  application  for  monies  you 
had  expended  ? — I  stated  that  I  had  been  a*great  deal  of  money  out  of  pocket. 

3909.  In  1841  you  gave  the  same  account  with  reference  to  previous  elections  as  you 
did  in  1847  with  reference  to  the  election  of  1841  ? — Yes.     - 

3910.  Previous  to  the  election  of  1841,  during  the  time  that  the  canvass  was  going  on, 
did  you  say  anytliing  to  anybody  about  monies  which  you  had  expended  in  the  election 
ofl837?— Not  1837. 

3911.  1837  was  the  election  before  1841  ?— 1847. 

3912.  I  am  taking  you  back  to  1837  ?— I  have  no  recollection  of  1837  at  all. 

3913.  You  said  you  remembered  most  distinctly  that  you  were  money  out  of  pocket 
in  the  election  of  1837  ? — Money  out  of  pocket,  but  nothing  to  recollect  particularly. 

3914.  Refresh  your  memory? — When  I  say  money  out  of  pocket,  I  may  have  been 
going  round  in  different  public-houses  ;  perhaps  one  man  might  say,  '^  I  want  you  to  give 
me  a  glass." 

3915.  Where  you  money  out  of  pocket  for  the  election  of  1837? — What  money  I 
had  spent. 

3916.  You  told  me  that  in  the  election  of  1841  you  applied  for  the  payment  <rf 
money  which  you  had  been  out  of  pocket ;  they  told  you  there  were  no  funds  ? — It  was 
some  time  after  the  election. 

3917.  Some  time  after  the  election  of  1841  ? — Yes ;  and  I  was  told  I  should  have 
applied  sooner. 

3918.  Did  you  apply  there  for  money  which  you  had  expended  in  1837  ? — No ;  it  was 
principally  1841. 

3919.  Which  election  in  1841  ;  the  election  when  Smythe  and  Henniker  Wilson  were 
the  candidates,  or  the  general  election  ? — Both. 

3920.  Had  you  expended  any  monies  in  the  election  in  which  Mr.  Smythe  stood 
single-handed  in  1841  ? — Both  in  February  and  likewise  in  July. 

3921.  In  the  general  election  of  1841 ,  when  Smythe  and  Bradshaw  stood  together,  did 
you  apply  to  the  committee,  or  any  member  of  the  committee,  for  those  monies  which 
you  had  been  out  of  pocket  in  the  previous  election  which  Smythe  stood  single-handed  ? 
— I  did  not  until  after  the  election,  as  I  observed  before. 

3922.  You  said  after  the  general  election  of  1841  you  applied  for  the  reimburse- 
ment of  monies  which  you  had  expended  at  the  previous  election  ? — I  believe  I  did. 

3923.  Was  that  10/.  ?— I  did  not  say  any  sum. 

3924.  The  same  in  1847  ;  did  you  mention  the  sum  ? — I  did  not  mention  the  sum. 

3925.  Did  you  not  say  anything  to  anybody  previous  to  the  voting  at  the  general 
election  of  1841  about  the  monies  which  you  had  been  out  of  pocket  in  Mr.  Smythe's 
previous  contest  ? — It  is  likely  I  might. 

3926.  Have  you  any  doubt  that  you  did  ? — I  cannot  say.  I  know  some  part  of  the 
money  was  expended  in  February,  and  some  in  July,  in  that  year. 

3927.  In  1841,  the  general  election,  were  you  not  told  with  respect  to  money  that  you 
were  out  of  pocket  at  Mr.  Smythe's  single-handed  contest  in  1841,  that  you  need  not  be 
under  any  apprehension  about  that,  that  it  would  be  made  all  right  to  you,  or  words  to 
that  effect  ? — I  really  do  not  recollect. 

3928.  Have  you  any  doubt  about  it  ?— I  do  not  recoUect  anything  of  that  kind  passing. 

3929.  Have  you  any  doubt  about  it  ? — I  know  it  never  was  made  all  right  to  me. 

3930.  Have  you  any  doubt  as  to  that  &ct  ? — I  really  do  not  know  ;  I  have  nothing  to 
charge  my  memory  about  it. 

3931.  You  will  not  undertake  to  say  it  was  not  so  ?— I  will  not,  because  I  have  nothing 
to  charge  my  memory  with  ;  but  I  would  tell  you  if  I  knew  it.  I  distinctly  can  tell  you 
tiiat  it  never  was  all  right  with  me. 

3932.  One  question  about  your  friend  Mr.  John  White  ? — Mr.  John  White  ;  I  do  not 
know  him. 

3933.  Mr.  Brown,  then.  How  did  you  get  Mr.  Brown  off? — K  the  man  was  in  this  Court 
now  I  will  be  upon  my  oath  I  should  not  know  him. 

3934.  That  is  no  answer  to  the  question.  How  did  you  get  him  off? — I  cannot  see  how 
I  could  get  a  man  off  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  man's  going,  and  that  I  had  not 
the  least  knowledge  about 

3936.  Will  you  swear  you  had  nothing  to  <Jo  with  his  goii^  off  ?— I  will  dittmctly 
swear  it. 
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Mr.  J.  Holland.        3936.  Were  you  not  engaged  in  his  case  ?— No,  in  no  way  at  all 

....^        '         3987.  No  knowledge  about  it  ? — All  I  knew  was,  that  he  was  off.     I  knew  not  how  he 
17th  May  1858.     went  off.     It  was  after  he  was  gone ;  it  was  in  the  papers,  and  after  he  was  gone  I  only 
■        knew  it. 

3938.  Was  that  the  first  intimation  you  had  of  it  ? — No.  In  Cantei-bury  they  said 
White  was  off. 

3939.  When  did  you  first  hear  it  ? — The  rumour  in  the  town  was,  that  several  more 
went  off. 

3940.  When  did  you  first  hear  they  were  going  off? — It  would  be  impossible  for  me  to 
say  when.     All  I  know  is,  it  was  public  rumour. 

3941.  That  they  were  going  off  ?— No ;  that  they  were  gone  off. 

3942.  When  did  you  first  hear  they  were  going  off? — I  cannot  say  ;  it  was  public 
rumour. 

3943.  That  they  were  going  off? — I  did  not  hear  imtil  they  were  gone. 

3944.  You  swear  positively  that  you  did  not  know  of  their  intention  to  go  until  they 
had  all  carried  it  into  effect? — I  had  no  knowledge  of  their  being  gone  untU  I  heard  the 
public  rumour  that  they  were  gone. 

3945.  You  knew  beforehand  that  some  of  them  were  going  ? — I  did  not  know  that 
they  were  going. 

3946.  You  swear  that  ? — I  swear  I  knew  nothing  of  their  going  only  from  what  I 
publicly  heard. 

3947.  Was  it  publicly  known  they  were  going  ? — It  was  talked  all  over  the  town. 

3948.  That  they  were  about  to  go  ? — It  was  talked  all  over  the  town  a  week  before 
they  did  go. 

3949.  What  ?  that  they  were  going  ? — Yes,  common  in  every  man's  mouth  ;  there  are 
fifty  in  this  hall  who  have  heard  it. 

3950.  Then  what  you  stated  just  now  was  false  ;  just  now  you  swore  you  did  not  know 
they  were  going  until  they  were  actually  gone  ? — Only  by  public  rumom\ 

3951.  You  said  that  you  heard  public  rumour  of  their  having  gone,  and  that  was  the 
first  information  ? — Then  let  me  beg  to  correct  that.  I  did  not  give  that  answer  inten- 
tionally. Ten  days  before  they  went,  it  is  well  known  by  many  in  this  hall,  it  was  said 
they  were  going  off,  and  when  they  had  gone  off  it  was  said,  "  So  and  so  has  gone." 

3962.  Tell  us  any  person  who  talked  of  their  going  off? — I  cannot  tell  you  one  more 
than  another. 

3953.  Tell  me  one  ? — I  cannot  tell  one  more  than  another.  If  you  were  in. a  public- 
house  you  would  hear  it  thirty  times. 

3954.  From  whom  did  you  hear  it  among  others  ? — I  cannot  say  in  what  house  I  heard 
it  first ;  it  is  quite  likely  in  a  public  house. 

3955.  From  whom  did  you  hear  it  first  ?— Upon  my  oath  I  cannot  answer  that  ques- 
tion ;  it  was  so  common  I  do  not  know  who  I  heard  it  from  first ;  it  was  in  a  public  house 
most  likely  I  heard  it. 

3966.  Will  you  answer  individually  that  you  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
case  of  Brown,  or  of  White,  or  any  of  them  ?— Oh  no,  not  at  all. 

3957.  You  swear  that  ? — I  do  distinctly ;  I  do  not  know  it. 

3958.  Although  you  are  not  able  to  tell  us  the  name  of  anybody  who  knew  of  their 
going  ten  days  or  a  week  before  they  went  ? — I  cannot  say  to  the  number  of  days. 

3969.  Although  you  are  not  able  to  tell  us  the  name  of  anybody  who  knew  it,  you 
knew  it  ? — I  only  knew  it  from  public  rumour. 

3960.  But  you  knew  it  ?—  I  did  not  know  that  they  were  going  away,  only  from  public 
rumour. 

3961.  You  knew  it  fix)m  public  rumour  ? — I  knew  that  public  rumour  said  so. 

3962.  Then  we  may  take  it  that  one  Holland  knew  it,  if  nobody  else  did  ? — I  can  only 
say  it  was  public  in  the  public  houses. 

3968.  May  we  take  it  that  one  Holland  knew  it,  although  nobody  else  did  ? — I  do  not 
understand  you. 

8964.  You  say  you  cannot  give  us  the  name  of  anybody  who  knew  it  before  they  went, 
but  that  you  knew  it  ? — I  did  not  know  it,  only  what  the  public  said. 

8966.  We  may  take  it  that  Holland  knew  it  ? — I  did  not  know  it. 

3966.  If  you  come  here  again  on  Thursday  I  shall  ask  you  the  questions  to  which  your 
answers  have  been, — "  I  do  not  know  ";  and  I  advise  you  to  recollect  between  this  and 
then  what  the  truth  really  was  ? — I  have  no  knowledge  only  from  public  rumour. 


fir.  Benj.  AfuHon. 


Mr.  Benjamin  Mutton  sworn  and  examined. 

3967.  What  are  you  ?— A  leather  merchant. 

3968.  Are  you  a  voter  for  Canterbury  ? — ^Yes. 

3969.  A  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — Both. 

3970.  How  long  have  you  been  a  voter  ? — ^Twenty-one  yeara 

3971.  Have  you  taken  an  active  part  in  these  several  elections? — ^No  fiuiher  than 
voting,  and  occasionally  by  soliciting  to  canvass  a  party,  but  very  rare. 
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8972.  And  have  the  solicitations  to  oanvass  a  party  been  confined  to  canvassing  ? — Yes ;  Mr.  Bm^.  M^mon. 
to  canvassing.  ..... 

3973.  Nothing  else  asked  to  do  ? — No.     1  have  been  merely  canvassing  occasionally.  Hth  May  1853, 

3974.  And  have  you  been  asked  to  canvass  in  a  particular  manner  ? — No,  no.  -* » 

3975.  Are  you  sure  of  it  ? — I  am  sure  of  it. 

3976.  In  1847  did  you  have  61  from  Mr.  Rutter?—  No  ;  5/. 

3977.  What  were  you  to  do  with  the  H.  ? — If  you  will  allow  me  I  will  explain  to  you. 
About  three  weeks  after  the  election,  a  person  of  tlie  name  of  Taylor  came  to  me,  and 
wished  me  to  get  the  money  that  they  had  promised  him  during  the  election  ;  and  I  met 
Mr.  Rutter  in  the  street,  and  he  gave  me  the  money  in  the  High-street,  and  I  paid  it 
over  to  Mr.  Taylor. 

3978.  What  is  the  name  of  Taylor  ;  his  Christian  name  ? — Thomas. 

3979.  Where  does  he  live  ?— Abbott's  Place. 

3980.  Is  Mr.  Taylor  a  relation  of  yours  ? — Yes* 

3981.  What  relation  is  he  ? — Brothex^-in-law, 

3982.  Did  he  tell  you  that  that  was  the  price  of  his  vote  ? — ^Yes. 

3983.  Did  you  ever  happen  to  be  engaged  in  a  transaction  of  that  kind  before  ? — Never. 

3984.  Nor  since  ? — Nor  since. 


Mr.  John  Aris  recalled.  Mr.  John  An$. 

3985.  Have  you  been  able  since  yesterday  to  obtain  the  information  that  was  required       

of  you  about  the  canvassing  book  of  1850  ? — I  have  all  the  papers  of  1850  and  1852,  and 

had  them  yesterday, 

3986.  Have  you  a  complete  list  of  promises  for  1850  ? — I  have  not. 

3987.  You  remember  what  it  was  I  wished  to  ascertain,  and  that  I  could  not  have 
that  until  you  had  searched  ;  have  you  searched  ?—  Yes,  I  have,  but  I  cannot  find  it. 

3988.  One  of  the  canvassing  clerks  asked  to-day  states  that  he  gave  you  every  night 
his  book ;  have  you  found  that  ? — I  have  the  book  here  ;  this  is  the  book  of  1852. 

3989.  1850  ? — ^That  is  the  book  I  put  in  yesterday ;  the  book  which  he  alludes  to  I 
cannot  find. 

3990.  You  have  no  hst  of  promises  made  after  the  first  thi*ee  days  of  the  canvass  ? — 
No.   What  promises  were  made  were  in  that  book. 

3991.  You  cannot  supply  from  any  source  the  information  we  require? — I  cannot; 
I  have  made  every  search  possible. 


Mr  John  Pout  sworn,  and  examined.  j^r.  John  Poui. 


3992.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — I  am. 

3993.  Householder  of  course  ? — And  freeman. 

3994.  What  is  your  trade  or  occupation  ? — An  upholsterer. 

3995.  I  am  told  in  1852  you  were  on  the  red  side  ? — Yes,  and  I  have  always  been  red, 
all  the  time  I  have  had  a  vote. 

3996.  How  many  years  have  you  had  a  vote? — Since  1831.  In  1831  I  was  a  fi'eeman. 
My  first  vote  I  think  was  in  1832. 

3997.  Have  you  always  taken  an  active  part  in  the  election  ? — ^Yes,  always. 

3998.  From  the  earliest  period  ? — Ever  since  I  have  had  a  vote. 

3999.  Did  the  red  party  have  committees  ? — Yes,  generally. 

4000.  These  elections  were  conducted  by  the  intervention  of  committees  ? — I  believe 
always. 

4001.  I  do  not  know  that  we  have  gone  into  any  election  previous  to  1837 ;  do  you 
remember  that  ? — What  election  was  that  ?  I  have  not  got  so  early  a  memorandum  as  that. 

4002.  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  Mr.  Villiers,  Mr.  Bradshaw,  and  Mr.  Gipps  stood  ? — I 
was  connected  with  1835. 

4003.  We  will  not  go  into  that ;  but  1837  ?— 1837  ;  I  recollect  that  election  very  well. 

4004.  Have  you  any  means  of  knowing  what  the  amount  of  monies  specified  on  the 
red  side  was  on  that  occasion  ? — It  was  Mr.  Bradshaw's  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  in 
1837. 

4005.  No  ;  Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr.  Gipps.  They  were  opposed  to  Mr.  Villiers  and  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham  ? — Well,  I  think,  if  I  recollect  right,  the  expense  Gipps  was  to  pay 
500Z.,  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  was  to  payl,000i.  ;  and  if  I  am  right  in  my  recollection,  I  think 
that  that  money,  the  1,500/.,  within  a  very  trifling  sum,  paid  the  expenses. 

4006.  Now  what  character  in  1837  did  you  fill  in  the  committee  ? — I  suppose  I  was 
one  of  the  committee. 

4007.  Were  you  the  treasurer  ? — No. 

4008.  Did  any  money  pass  through  your  hands  ? — Yes. 

4009*  How  much  money  did  you  receive  ? — At  diflferent  times,  I  suppose  I  must  have 
received,  I  should  say,  1,000?. 

4010.  How  was  that  l,000i.  that  you  received  at  that  election  spent  ?— I  am  sure  I  can- 
not tell  now.  Mr.  Bradshaw  audited  the  whole  of  bis  accounts ;  he  audited  them  all,  and  as 
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Mh  Jl  Pkmit       the  amount  of  the  bills  were  sent  up  to  him,  he  sent  down  cheques    or  them.     Mr.  Brad 

*_! Aiaw  was  the  most  particular  man  at  accounts  that  ever  I  met  with,  because  he  called  me 

I7th  May  1853i     to  aocomit  as  to  one  sum  of  3/.  108.  that  was  charged  twice  over.     The  party  sent  the  bill 
_  in  twice  oyer,  and  I  took  the  bills  to  them,  and  got  it  settled  in  that  way.    I  never  met 

with  a  gentlemen  more  particular  than  Mr.  Bradshaw. 

4011.  You  consider  a  gentleman  very  particular  in  aocouuts  who  objects  to  pay  an 
lMXX>unt  twice  over  ?—  It  i^ows  that  he  kept  a  good  account ;  more  like  a  tradesman  look- 
ing after  his  books. 

4012.  Had  you  colour  tickets  on  that  occasion  ? — Yes. 

4013.  How  many  colour  tickets  were  paid,  do  you  know  — That  I  cannot  say 
Mr.  Smith  had  the  payment  of  the  colour  tickets. 

4014.  Is  he  here  ? — I  do  not  know. 

4015.  Is  he  living  in  Canterbury  ? — Yes. 

4016.  You  had  no  payments  to  make  ?— Not  the  colour  tickets. 

4017.  How  did  you  spend  l,000i.  ? — I  am  only  speaking  from  belief.  I  suppose  1,000Z. 
passed  through  my  hands  in  paying  the  billa 

4018.  The  l,000i.  was  irrespective  of  the  colour  tickets? — I  suppose  the  colour  tickets 
as  well  I  do  not  recollect  whether  I  paid  Mr.  Smith  for  the  colour  tickets,  or  whether 
he  had  a  cheque  from  Mr.  Bradshaw  to  pay  them.  I  suppose  that  might  be  in  my  acxjount 
altogether. 

4019.  You  can  give  us  no  detail  of  how  that  money  was  spent  ? — Not  at  all.  Mr.  Brad- 
snaw  had  every  account,  and  audited  them  himself 

4020.  Now  tell  us,  the  next  election  in  1841,  was  that  Mr.  Smythe's  and  Mr.  Heniker 
Wilson's  ?— Yes. 

4021.  Which  side  were  you  on  then ;  the  Reds  ? — On  Mr.  Smythe's  side. 

4022.  He  was  red  then  ? — Yes ;  you  must  consider  him  red ;  we  considered  him  red. 

4023.  What  was  spent  then  ;  a  very  large  sum,  was  there  not  ? — A  very  large  sum. 

4024.  Can  you  tell  us  what  ? — I  should  think  within  my  knowledge  it  must  have 
been  5  or  6,000Z. 

4025.  What  character  did  you  fill  at  that  election  ? — As  a  committee-man. 

4026.  Nothing  particular? — ^Nothing  particular,  only  the  money  passed  occasionally 
through  my  hands,  as  knowing  more  about  the  payment  of  biHs  than  others.  Mr.  Partridge 
then  was  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  and  I  assisted  him  and  Mr.  Heniy  Kingsford 

going  through  the  accounts. 

&27.  Were  there  any  coloured  tickets  taken  that  year  ? — A  great  many. 

4028.  Several  hundreds  ? — I  should  say  so. 

4029.  A  larger  nimiber  than  usual  ? — More  I  never  recollect. 

4030.  Have  you  any  adcounts  ? — No. 

4031.  What  has  become  of  them  ? — All  the  accounts  were  passed,  first  through 
Mr.  Partridge,  who  is  now  no  more,  and  cannot  answer  for  himself,  and  Mr.  Kingsford, 
who  is  in  being,  and  can  answer  for  himself,  if  he  were  asked.  He  had  all  the  accounts,  and 
then  they  were  passed  up  to  Mr.  Lushington.  Mr.  Lushington  examined  the  whole  of 
them  after  the  election,  and  there  was  a  balance  of  3  or  400i.  that  was  not  settled. 
Mr.  Kingsford,  myself,  and  Mr.  Walker  went  through  the  accounts  with  Mr.  Lushington, 
and  Mr.  Lushington  returned  or  sent  the  accounts  back  to  Canterbury,  and  they  were 
paid,  and  the  whole  of  the  accounts  were  settled  and  arranged,  and  Mr.  Lushington  had 
the  whole  of  them. 

4032.  Are  those  the  accounts  to  which  Mr.  Smythe  referred  yesterday,  when  he  said, 
by  the  advice  of  Mr.  Lushington,  they  were  all  burnt,  as  they  would  compromise  so 
many  people  ? — Very  likely.    I  was  not  here,  and  I  did  not  heai-  Mr.  Smythe  examined. 

4033.  He  looked  over  the  accounts,  and  had  the  payment  of  the  money  ? — Yes. 

4034.  Would  that  fairly  represent  the  character  of  the  disclosures  which  the  accounts 
would  make  ? — I  should  say  it  would. 

4035.  Then  it  was  prudent  to  destroy  them,  as  they  would  compromise  so  many 
parties  ? — No  doubt  they  would  a  gi*eat  many. 

4036.  We  have  been  inquiring  into  these  matters  as  they  have  affected  parties  in  a 
comparatively  lower  grade  of  life.  Now  would  those  accoimts  have  compromised  parties 
in  a  higher  grade  of  life  ? — No,  I  think  not ;  I  should  say  not,  certainly  so  far  only  as 
the  money  was  expended.  It  is  no  use  blinking  the  question  ;  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
money  no  doubt  spent  in  bribery. 

4037.  Actual  money  bribery  ? — There  is  no  doubt  but  that  it  was  done  by  those  who 
.    were  not  in  the  higher  grade  of  life ;  those  who  did  the  acts  of  that  sort. 

4038.  Those  who  received  the  money  ? — No,  I  should  say  not.  I  do  not  know  of  any 
individual  who  received  the  money.  I  only  know  there  was  a  great  deal  of  money  spent 
I  could  not  point  to  any  one  individual.     I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

4039.  No  families  who  received  a  large  sum  to  buy  the  whole  family  ? — That  is  very 
likely ;  there  were  a  great  many  run  in  clans. 

4040.  And  took  a  lumping  smn  to  represent  the  whole  ? — Yes,  no  doubt. 

4041.  And  then  all  taken  up  in  one  tally  and  polled  ? — ^That  I  cannot  answer  for. 

4042.  Then  we  cannot  get  at  the  accounts  of  1841  ? — Certainly  not 

4043.  The  next  election  would  have  been  in  1841 ;  the  general  election  ? — In  1841 ;  two 
in  one  year,  that  is  correct  ? — Mr.  Hodges  put  up  then. 
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4044  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  Mr.Smythe,  Lord  Clinton,  and  Mr.  Vance  ?^Not  in  MrJr.PmiL 

a841.     Hodges,  Smythe,  and  Bradshaw,  a<id,  if  I  recoDect  right,  my  Lord  Conyngham  *    * 

was  put  up,  but  he  was  not  in  the  country,  and  Mr.  Hodges.     I  think  those  were  the  iTthTiTay  1853. 

{>4rtie«  ;  I  am  not  oerjiain ;  I  think  that  is  it.                                                                        *  '    - — .: ' "     * 

4045.  Mr.  Bradshaw,  and  Mr.  Smythe,  and  Mr.  Twisden  Hodges  X — Yes.  ^ 

4046.  Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr.  Smythe  were  Reds  ? — Yes. 
4047-  And  they  were  returned  ? — Yes. 

4048.  What  was  the  expenditure  that  year  ? — Well,  I  really  forget.  I  could  say  within 
a  few  hundreds  \  somewhere  about  l,800i»  or  2,000i.     I  do  not  thmk  it  was  more. 

4049.  Does  that  represent  the  whole  expenditure  of  the  Conservative  side  ? — I  thinjc  it 
does. 

4060.  Between  the  two  candidates  ? — Between  the  two. 

4051.  Did  the  same  practices  go  on  at  that  election  that  went  on  at  the  one  three 
months  before  ? — Not  to  that  extent. 

4052.  Did  the  same  practices  prevail  ? — No  question  of  it. 

4053.  Money  bribery  and  those  nomination  colour  tickets  ? — Yes. 

4054.  Both  tiie  one  and  the  other  ? — Yes. 

4055.  Have  you  any  accoimts  ? — No. 

4056.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  of  anybody  who  received  bribes  ? — ^No. 

4057.  Was  it  at  any  of  those  elections  we  have  gone  through  at  present  ever  brought  to 
your  knowledge  that  anybody  had  received  bribes  ? — I  have  been  told  by  a  certain  party 
that  money  has  been  appropriated  in  that  way,  but  I  do  not  know  of  one,  and  \  cannot 
point  out  any  one. 

4058.  You  have  never  done  it  yourself? — Certainly  not. 

4059.  Nor  have  you  had  the  admissions  of  parties  that  they  have  received  money  ?— 
No  ;  never  admitted  to  me  that  they  had  received  any. 

4060.  Have  you  ever  employed  another  party  to  go  and  do  this  dirty  work  ? — Never. 
At  least  you  will  come  to  an  election  afterwards. 

4061.  I  mean  up  to  this  point? — No. 

4062.  The  next  election  after  1841  would  be  what  ? — I  think  Mr.  Bradshaw  died,  and 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  returned. 

4063.  That  was  an  election  between  1841  and  1847  ?— No. 

4064.  That  is  when  Mr.  Bradshaw  died  ? — Yes. 

4065.  And  Lord  Albert  came  in  in  his  place  ? — Yes. 

4066.  Had  you  a  candidate  against  him  ? — Yea 

4067.  Who  was  that  ? — Mr.  Gipps  came  forward. 

4068.  Was  any  money  expended  then  ? — I  think  there  was. 

4069.  Do  you  know  the  amoimt  ? — I  think  it  was  between  2  and  300i.  Mr.  Gipps  has 
stated. 

4070.  Do  you  know  how  it  was  expended  ? — No.  I  could  not  tell  exactly  how  it  was 
expended.    I  think  the  money  was  paid  to  Mr.  Walker. 

4071.  You  had  nothing  to  do  with  it? — No. 

4072.  Then  there  was  a  general  election  of  1847  ? — Yes. 

4073.  Had  you  anything  to  say  to  that  ? — I  shall  be  happy  to  answer  any  questions 
you  choose  to  put. 

4074.  I  will  endeavour  to  put  them,  but  it  is  rather  difficult,  without  instructions,  unless 
you  assist  me  ? — I  wish  to  do  so.  I  have  come  here  to  speak  the  truth. 

4075.  What  character  did  you  fill  in  1847  ? — That  was  Clinton  and  Vance. 

4076.  In  .1847  ;  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe? — I  then  filled  the  same 
situation  I  had  done  before,  one  of  the  committee  ;  and  being  conversant  with  carrying  out 
the  registrations  and  elections,  I  was  placed  in  the  same  situation,  to  see  the  bills  were 

.  properly  audited,  and  paid  and  earned  out. 

4077.  At  that  time  Mr.  Smythe  had  changed,  had  he  not  ? — Mr.  Smythe  had  changed. 

4078.  He  had  become  connected  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  party  ? — The  night 
before  the  election  he  did. 

4079.  A  coalition  ? — He  stood  his  groimd,  first  independent ;  being,  as  he  considered 
thrown  off  by  the  red  party,  he  stood  by  himself,  and  by  common  rumour,  and  I  believe 
the  jEwjt  to  be  so,  he  was  near  going  away,  until  an  arrangement  was  made  the  night 
before  the  election  with  Lord  Conyngham's  party  to  take  Smythe  by  the  hand. 

4080.  Then  you  appeared  for  Mr.  Vance  and  Lord  Clinton  ? — 1  was  on  Vance  and 
Clinton's  committee. 

4081.  Was  it  a  common  fund  between  Vance  and  Clinton  ? — I  believe  so. 

4082.  Did  all  the  money  come  through  you  ? — No  ;  it  did  not  all  come  through  me  ;  it 
came  through  the  bank. 

4083.  To  whom  ? — It  was  directed  to  Halford's  Bank  ;  the  Union  Bank. 

4084.  To  whose  account  ? — It  was  sent  down  by  a  Mr.  Gridley,  Mr.  Gridley  came  down 
with  Mr.  Vance,  and  came  to  me  and  wished  me  to  go  across  to  the  bank  with  him  to 
sign  my  name  to  receive  what  money  would  be  sent  down  through  the  bank,  so  that  the 
bmk  would  be  authorized  to  answer  the  cheques  I  should  draw. 

4085.  It  was  paid  to  your  accoimt  ? — It  was  not  paid  to  my  account,  but  it  was  paid 
in  the  name  of  John  Brown,  why  or  wherefore  I  do  not  know.  I  was  not  aware  at  that 
time  that  any  money  would  not  pass  through  regularly  from  one  hand  to  the  other. 
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Mr, ./.  PauL  4086.  It  was  to  prevent  tracing  it  ? — No  question.  I  was  not  aware  of  it ;  till  that  time 

\  I  was  not  aware  there  was  any  occaaion  for  tracing  money ;  that  was  the  first  time  I  ever 

17th  May  1853.     heard  of  it. 

4087.  Had  you  ever  heard  of  John  Brown? — Yes,  I  have,  of  a  good  many  John 

Browns.     One  lived  opposite  me  for  many  years. 

4088.  The  money  was  lodged  at  any  rate  to  the  credit  of  John  Brown  ? — Yes,  to  John 
Brown. 

4089.  And  you  Mr.  Pout  were  to  draw  for  it  ? — I  was  to  draw  for  it. 

4090.  In  the  name  of  John  Brown  ? — Yes,  in  the  name  of  John  Brown. 

4091.  You  were  John  Brown  ? — I  was  John  Brown ;  I  was  taken  there  by  Mr.  Gridley. 

4092.  And  introduced  as  John  Brown  ? — That  my  signature  should  pass  current  with 
the  bankers  for  that,  not  keeping  a  banking  account  myself,  and  therefore  if  any  one  else 
had  written  the  cheques  as  John  Brown  they  might  have  seen  whether  it  was  my  signa- 
ture ;  knowing  my  signature,  they  answered  it. 

4093.  It  was  John  Brown's  signature  ? — Yes,  most  undoubtedly. 

4094.  Have  you  got  that  banker's  book  ? — No. 

4095.  Had  you  no  pass  book  as  John  Brown  ? — No  ;  I  merely  had  a  cheque  book  given 
to  me. 

4096.  How  did  you  keep  a  check  against  them ;  by  the  counterfoils  ? — Yes ;  the 
counterfoils. 

4097.  Have  you  got  those  counterfoils  ? — No ;  it  went  to  London. 

4098.  Who  to  ;  Mr.  Gridley  ?— Mr.  Gridley. 

4099.  Who  i&  Mr.  Gridley  ? — I  do  not  know  at  all  He  came  down  with  Mr.  Vance  as 
liis  solicitor. 

4100.  The  Union  Bank  in  Canterbury  ? — Yes,  on  the  Parade.  Now  they  are  the 
Loadon  and  County. 

4101.  Who  was  the  bank  carried  on  by  then  ? — By  Messrs.  Baldock,  Snowden,  Halford, 
and  Company. 

4102.  I  suppose  they  were  a  Tory  bank  ?— Yes. 

4103.  They  knew  very  well  you  were  Mr.  Pout  ?— No  question  about  it.  The  bankers 
did  notknow  me  in  the  transaction  at  all.    It  was  their  clerk,  Mr.  Jenkins ;  their  manager. 

4104.  Is  Mr.  Jenkins  alive  ?— No,  he  is  not ;  he  died  about  a  twelvemonth  ago. 
4106.  He  knew  all  these  transactions?— Yes,  perfectly. 

4106.  What  was  the  sum  ? — I  think  altogether  I  had  from  that  bank  was  about  l,800i. ; 
1,600?.  or  l,800i. ;  I  will  not  be  certain  ;  the  thing  has  passed  from  my  mind,  and  I  did 
not  wish  to  carry  that  in  my  head  much  after  I  had  got  rid  of  the  affair. 

4107.  You  being  entitled  to  draw  in  the  name  of  John  Brown  on  that  fimd,  all  the 
money  for  the  bills  of  course  was  provided  by  yourself? — As  the  bills  were  brought,  the 
money  was  paid  through  me,  by  cheques  principally. 

4108.  Was  that  money  for  Vance  and  Lord  Clinton  jointly  ? — Yes.  I  know  of  no 
transaction,  only  that  one. 

4109.  Did  you  exhaust  it  all  ?— Yes. 

4110.  All?— All. 

4111.  No  balance  returned  ? — No.  There  was  an  account  aft)erwards  when  the  accounts 
were  arranged ;  there  was  a  balance  due  of,  I  think,  between  200Z.  and  300i.,  for  which 
a  cheque  was  sent  down  then  to  Mr.  Gumey  Crossdale  for  500i.,  to  pay  the  accoimts 
with ;  but  how  Mr.  Crossdale  appropriated  that  I  do  not  know.  I  know  a  great  many 
ofl^he  bills  were  not  paid. 

4112.  Afterwards  500^.  came  down  to  pay  200i.  ? — ^Yes.  The  fact  was  this :  Mr.  Cross- 
dale  was  the  chairman,  and  the  manner  in  which  he  audited  some  of  the  accounts  was  not 
at  all  pleasant  to  those  parties  who  had  the  management  of  it,  and  therefore  they  were 
angry  about  it,  and  when  they  heard  the  600i.  had  come  down  to  pay  the  bills  with 
they  were  not  aware  at  the  time  it  was  coming  down.  A  letter  came  down  and  said  that 
the  500Z.  was  paid  into  Hammond,  Plumptree,  and  Company's  Bank  to  the  credit  of 
Mr.  Crossdale.  By  the  advice  of  some  of  our  friends  it  was  thought  proper  to  put  a 
distringas  on  that  property,  so  as  not  to  pay  it  until  we  could  get  an  account  from 
London.  Mr.  Furley  kept  it  until  a  Mr.  Bell  down  here,  a  clerk  to  the  house  of  Walker 
and  Co.,  solicitors,  threatened  the  partners  of  the  bank  with  an  action  if  they  did  not 
give  up  the  money  to  Mr.  Crossdale,  and  Mr.  Crossdale  had  the  money.  I  believe,  so  far 
as  I  can  learn,  he  paid  two  bills.  He  paid  a  Mr.  Smithson  a  printing  bill,  and  he  paid, 
I  believe,  Mr.  Smith  his  colour  bill ;  that  is  all  I  know  about  that. 

4113.  Is  Mr.  Crossdale  still  in  Canterbury? — No;  he  left.  He  went  away  after  that 
transaction,  and  has  never  been  in  Canterbury  since. 

4114.  How  was  that  transaction  looked  upon  in  Canterbury? — Not  in  the  best  of 
light ;  at  least  not  by  his  friends.  There  was  an  estrangement  between  us  all  at  that  time, 
and  we  were  quite  satisfied  that  there  was  more  money  than  would  have  paid  the  debts, 
and  we  wished,  as  men  ought  to  do,  to  return  the  balance  to  Mr.  Vance,  a  man  who  Was 
so  highly  respected  among  those  friends  who  had  any  connexion  with  him. 

4116.  Now,  during  this  election  of  1847,  did  the  same  practices  continue  on  your  side 
that  you  have  stated  prevailed  in  the  previous  two  elections  of  the  Reds  of  1841  ? — I 
believe  they  did. 

4116.  Now,  that  there  may  be  no  mistake  about  it,  was  there  direct  money  bribery 
practised  on  tlie  electors  at  that  election ;  the  gcncnvl  election  of  1847  ? — Most  assuredly. 
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4117.  In  addition  to  the  mode  of  bribery  which  had  prevailed  so  long  by  the  colour  Mr.  J.  Pout 
tickets  ? — There  is  a  difference  of  opinion  about  the  colour  tickets.    I  never  myself  con-  -^-— 
sidered  it  direct  bribery,  the  colour  tickets  ;  it  has  been  made  such  since.    It  never  was  17th  May  1858, 
considered  in  Canterbury  that  colour  tickets  were  bribery.  ■ 

4118.  Now  on  this  general  election  of  1847,  when  you  appeared  for  Vance  and  Clinton, 
do  you  of  your  own  knowledge  know  of  any  parties  who  received  money  bribes? — 
I  do  not. 

4119.  Did  you  employ  anybody  on  that  occasion  to  secure  votes  ? — No.  I  quite  su8-» 
pected  what  the  money  went  for. 

4120.  Who  had  the  giving  of  the  money  ? — Different  parties. 

4121.  Give  us  the  names  of  them? — Bennett. 

4122.  Is  he  in  Canterbury? — No  ;  he  has  left.  I  do  not  know  where  he  is  living.  He 
was  living  in  London  about  a  couple  of  years  ago. 

4123.  What  was  the  largest  sum  you  gave  to  Bennett  for  those  purposes  ? — You  must 
recollect  I  am  speaking  now  without  confidence.     I  should  say  he  had  400Z.  or  more. 

4124.  From  you  ?— Yes. 

4125.  In  one  sum? — No. 

41 26.  How  many  ? — I  should  think  very  likely  it  might  be  that  he  brought  in  accounts ; 
a  dozen  accounts. 

4127.  In  how  many  sums  did  he  receive  the  400/.,  do  you  think? — He  brought  in 
accoimts  of  so  much  money  expended  during  the  election,  and  he  may  have  brought  in 
very  likely  six  or  seveit. 

4128.  You  gave  him  sums  of  money,  and  then  he  accounted  for  the  debtor  and 
creditor  ? — He  brought  in  accounts  of  so  much  money  spent  during  the  election,  and  he 
must  have  brought  in  six  or  seven. 

4129.  Then  he  would  have  about  507.  at  a  time  ? — Sometimes  more  and  sometimes  less. 
He  may  have  had  more  money  than  that.   I  will  not  speak  positively. 

4130.  You  are  are  only  giving  an  approximation  ? — Yes. 

4131.  Did  he  do  it  first,  and  come  to  you  to  be  paid  afterwards? — He  came  to  me 
afterwards. 

4132.  How  did  he  manage  it  ?  Did  he  only  make  the  promise? — I  cannot  say  what 
he  did  or  how  he  managed  it. 

4133.  What  did  he  represent  to  you  ? — That  he  could  get  such  men  ;  such  a  number 
of  men. 

4134.  For  what  ? — He  did  not  say  anything  about  the  money.  He  said  he  had  can- 
vassed so  many  men,  and  he  could  have  them,  and  he  did  have  them. 

4135.  He  came  back,  and  told  you  he  had  got  them  ? — No  ;  he  did  not  say  a  word  of 
that  till  after  the  election  was  over.  He  was  a  general  canvasser  himself,  and  more  par- 
ticularly he  was  a  canvasser  with  Mr.  Vance.      I  know  nothing  at  all  about  the  canvass. 

4136.  Was  it  all  kept  dark  between  you  and  Bennett  ? — How  do  you  mean  dark  ? 

4137.  You  say  there  was  nothing  said.  Did  you  not  know  perfectly  well  he  was  going 
to  get  them  by  money  ? — I  suspected  as  much. 

4138.  Did  you  know  it  ? — Yes ;  if  you  come  to  that,  I  knew  it. 

4139.  When  he  came  to  you  for  the  money,  you  knew  perfectly  well  the  money  was 
going  for  bribery  ? — Yes. 

4140.  To  pay  those  men  who  had  promised  their  votes  ? — No  question. 

4141.  Did  he  give  you  any  account  ? — He  gave  me  a  list ;  a  book. 

4142.  Have  you  got  it  ? — No.     It  went  with  those  accounts  to  Mr.  Gridley. 

4143.  The  book  ?— Well,  everything  went  up,  I  believe,  when  this  afiair  took  place  with 
Mr.  Crossdale.  When  the  election  was  over,  and  Mr.  Vance  was  called  on  for  more 
money,  I  think  Mr.  Gridley  wrote  for  all  the  documents  and  papers  that  were  concerned 
in  the  election,  and,  as  Mr.  Gridley  had  got  an  account  to  settle  with  Mr.  Vance,  they 
were  sent. 

4144.  You  say  Bennett  had  about  400Z.  ? — It  might  be  more. 

4145.  Are  you  sure  it  was  that  ? — Quite. 

4146.  Had  he  anything  to  do  with  the  payment  of  the  colourmen  ? — No.  Mr,  Smith- 
son,  I  think,  paid  the  colourmen. 

4147.  Then  the  400/.  which  Bennett  received  was  exclusively  for  the  purchase  of 
votes  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  all  so  ;  I  believe  the  greater  part  was  so  ;  the 
majority  of  them.     He  might  have  had  other  accounts  ;  I  cannot  say. 

4148.  As  far  as  your  recollection  goes,  it  was  for  that  and  that  alone  ? — That  alone. 

4149.  Can  you  remember  the  names  of  anybody? — No.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  looked 
at  the  names  or  the  book  but  once  or  twice.  I  do  not  recollect  any  particular  name  I 
could  mention. 

4150.  You  sent  the  book  up  to  Mr.  Gridley  ? — All  the  papers  and  everything  went  up, 

4151.  Did  you  leave  yourself,  as  an  active  agent  on  the  red  side,  your  own  side,  with* 
out  any  clue  for  a  future  election,  to  know  who  had  received  money  at  the  past  ? — I  did. 
I  do  not  think  I  can  call  to  mind  one  single  person  that  received  a  shilling,  and  I  do  not 
think  I  ever  knew,  or  from  recollection  in  going  through  the  register  which  I  have  kept 
so  many  years,  that  I  have  a  suspicion  who  might  be  bought.  I  do  not  know,  and  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  bring  any  poor  pei"Son  into  that. 
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Jd^.  J,  lotii.  4162.  Was  there  any  other  party  besides  Bennett  who  had  money  for  those  purposes  ? 

— —  — Mr.  Smithson. 

17th  May  1S58,         4153.  Is  he  in  Canterbury  ? — No  ;  he  left  at  the  same  time  they  all  left. 
—"——"""—  4164.  How  much  did  Mr.  Smithson  have  ? — Well,  I  should  think  he  must  have  had 

200?.  or  300i. ;  but  that  was  for  bills  as  welL 

4156.  How  much  do  you  think  went  in  bribery  ? — WeD,  I  am  sure  I  could  not  tell  how 
much  money ;  I  should  be  sorry  to  say  how  much,  because  I  really  could  not  charge 
Mr.  Smithson  with  the  amount. 

4156.  Are  you  perfectly  clear  Mr.  Smithson  had  money  from  you  for  the  purpose  of 
buying  votes  ? — I  make  no  doubt  some  of  the  money  that  he  had  from  me  was  appro- 
priated for  that  purpose. 

4157.  And  was  it  so  imderstood  between  you  and  him  ? — No.  I  beg  pardon ;  he  brought 
in  an  account  after  the  election  for  so  much.  I  was  not  at  all  aware  of  course  that  he. 
was  going  to  do  anything  of  the  sort 

4158.  You  were  left  of  course  entirely  in  the  dark? — No,  not  always.    When  I  was 
•  speaking  of  Bennett  I  was  perfectly  aware  of  it.     I  suspected  at  the  time  Bennett  was  ; 

but  I  was  not  aware  that  Mr.  Smithson  was. 

4169.  But  you  knew  it  afterwards  \ — I  knew  it  affcerwards. 

4160.  You  knew  it  ? — I  so  far  knew  it  that  he  brought  me  a  book. 

4161.  Tell  us  what  was  in  the  book  ? — I  cannot  tell  you ;  it  was  only  the  names  of 
the  parties. 

4162.  Were  they  the  names  of  parties  who  had  received  money  bribes  ? — Yea 

41 63.  To  a  large  extent  ? — Yes,  every  name,  and  every  name  had  a  sum  to  it. 

4164.  Can  you  tell  us  whether  any  names  had  a  large  sum,  or  what  waa  the  average  ? 
—Well,  I  should  say  from  21  to  7/.    I  recollect  2/.  10^.,  U.,  and  U. 

4165.  In  the  list  of  either  Bennett  or  Smithson  did  the  name  of  any  family  appear  ? — 
No,  I  do  not  recollect  any  family. 

4166.  I  mean  was  there  any  large  sum  that  would  represent  the  purchase  of  a  family  ? 
— ^No,  not  one.  I  beg  pardon  ;  I  think  there  was  in  Smithson  s  account ;  I  forgot  it 
at  the  moment. 

4167.  Was  not  that  the  name  of  Styles  ? — It  was. 

4168.  Do  you  recollect  what  the  price*  was  against  the  Styles  ? — No,  I  cannot  say 
what  it  was.  I  do  not  know  how  many  were  on  the  list.  They  had  so  much  apiece. 
I  do  not  know  how  many  were  on  the  fist.  I  think  I  have  heard  it  was  as  much  as  lOi 
apiece ;  I  do  not  know. 

4169.  There  were  eight  of  them  ? — I  did  not  know  how  many  there  were  in  the  family/ 
because  they  have  young  ones  growing  up  and  the  old  ones  going  off. 

4170.  Was  it  such  a  sum  as  attracted  your  attention  ?— Yes,  certainly ;  that  enables 
me  to  recollect  it. 

4171.  Was  it  a  large  sum  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  70Z.,  80/,  or  90i 

4172.  Something  varying  between  those  three  sums  ? — I  should  think  it  was.  I  was 
looking  to  see  whether  I  had  charged  the  person  properly  with  that  account.  There  are 
two  or  three  others,  that  I  cannot  recollect  now  at  the  moment  in  whose  account  that 
was.     I  think  it  was  in  Mr.  Smithson's. 

4173.  Was  there  anybody  else  besides  Mr.  Smithson  and  Mr.  Bennett  who  were  em-^ 
ployed  in  the  year  1847  at  the  general  election  for  the  buying  votes  ? — That  is  the  election 
we  are  speaking  of  I  do  not  Qiink  there  was.  I  do  not  know ;  there  may  have  been.  I 
am  not  certain.     At  the  present  moment  I  cannot  recoUect. 

4174.  You  see,  Mr.  Pout,  if  you  are  correct  in  stating  that  the  payment  to  the  Siyles's 
family  appeared  in  Mr.  Smithson's  book  that  would  go  a  long  way  towards  swelling  his 
account  ? — I  think  it  waa 

4175.  That  &ct  being  called  to  your  recollection,  you  will  perhaps  be  able  to  say  to  what 
amoimt  Mr.  Smithson  returned  as  bribed  ? — No,  I  cannot  do  that ;  it  was  mixed  up  with  all 
the  accounts  as  well 

4176.  Would  it  be  above  lOOZ.  ?— Yes. 

4177.  Above  200Z.  ? — I  should  think  it  was  about  2007.  I  am  only  speaking  now  from 
recollection ;  I  have  no  data  to  go  upon.  I  shall  be  most  happy  to  state  everything 
accurately. 

.  4178.  I  do  not  wish  you  to  state  anything  else  but  what  is  most  accurate.  That  would 
as  far  as  I  can  see  at  present,  give  about  600i.  spent  in  direct  money  bribery  at  that 
election  ?-7-Well,  I  should  think  that  is  much  about  it ;  it  might  be  that. 

4179.  And  I  suppose  it  might  be  more? — It  might.  I  could  not  charge  my  memory 
with  it. 

4180.  Now  we  have  got  1,000?.  or  1,200?.  left  for  other  purposes  ? — Yes.  There  were 
very  large  bills ;  colourmen,  colours,  ribbons,  public  houses,  and  all  those  sort  of  things. 
I  only  regret  that  I  have  not  got  the  accounts  to  show  you,  because  I  should  like  to  clear 
my  character  quite  as  well  as  you  would  wish  to  know  tlie  circumstances.  I  have  no 
documents  to  prove  it. 

4181.  The  next  election  was  the  election  of  in  1850  on  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  s  being 
I'aised  to  the  peerage  ? — Yes. 

4182.  That  waB  the  by  election  ?— Yes. 

4188.  Had  you  anything  to  say  to  that  ? — Nothing. 
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4184.  Now  we  come  to  1862,  the  last  general  election ;  were  you  still  the  treasurer?^        Mr.J.PcuL 

I  was  not  exactly  the  treasurer,  because  the  money  was  partly  paid  to  me  and  Dartlv  to  

Mr.Kingsford.  ^   ^  17th  May  1863. 

4185.  You  did  not  fill  the  part  of  John  Brown  ? — No  ;  I  resumed  my  own  position.  ' 

4186.  Now  the  candidates  were  on  your  side  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  your  opponents 
Romilly,  Somerville,  and  Smythe  V-  Yea 

4187.  And  you  were  successfiil? — Yes,  for  a  little  while. 

4188.  Did  Johnstone  and  Gipps  coalesce  from  the  beginning  ? — Yes. 

4189.  Did  they  fimd  a  joint  fund  ? — I  believe  they  did.     I  should  consider  it  was  so 
althou^  they  each  separately  paid  certain  sums  of  money  it  was  meant  all  for  the  same 
purpose. 

4190.  Where  was  the  fund;  at  the  bank  ? — No. 

4191.  Who  had  the  money  ? — I  had  some,  and  Mr.  Kingsford  had  soma 

4192.  It  was  between  you  and  Mr.  Kingsford,  at  any  rate  ? — Yea 

4193.  No  one  else?  —No  one  else,  I  believe. 

4194.  How  much  had  you? — WeD,  the  first  sum  I  received  was  from  Mr.  Eangsford ; 
he  gave  me  a  cheque  for  lOOi. 

4195.  You  received  it  from  Mr.  Kingsford  ? — Yes,  from  Mr.  Kingsford.  Mr.  Coare 
Kingsford  ^ave  me  a  hundred  pounds ;  he  gave  me  a  cheque,  and  said  I  was  to  give 
Thomas  White  CoUard  50i.  of  it.  I  said  that  I  would  rather  ne  go  and  change  the  cheque, 
and  give  Thomas  White  Collard  the  50i.  himself 

4196.  What  was  Thomas  White  Collard  to  have  50i.  for  ? — He  was  on  the  committee. 
I  suppose  to  pay  any  expenses  that  might  have  occurred. 

4197.  The  petty  cash  ? — Yes ;  anything  that  might  have  occurred  during  the  sitting  of 
the  committee.  Mine  was  for  the  same  purpose  ;  anything  that  might  occur ;  it  was  to  pay 
those  things. 

4198.  You  received  lOOZ.  from  Mr.  Kingsford  ? — I  did  not  receive  it,  because  Mr.  Kings- 
ford offered  me  the  cheque  for  lOOi.  to  pay  Thomas  White  Collard  50?.,  and  I  said  he 
had  better  change  the  cheque  himself,  and  give  me  50{.  and  Mr.  Collard  50?. ;  so  that  in 
£Etct  only  50?.  passed  into  my  hands. 

4199.  Diuring  the  election  had  you  no  more  than  the  50?.  ? — Yea  The  next  sum  I 
received  from  Mr.  Kingsford  was  150?. 

4200.  And  then  after  that  ?— After  that  Mr.  Gipps  brought  down  300?. 

4201.  Who  did  he  give  it  to  ?— To  me. 

4202.  After  that  ? — After  that,  about  I  should  say  two  or  three  days  before  the 
election,  a  gentleman  came  into  my  house,  and  asked  me  if  my  name  was  Pout.  I  said, 
"  Yes."  "  I  have  a  parcel  for  you."  I  said,  "  Very  well ;  what  is  it  ^r?"  "  For  the  pur- 
poses of  the  election."  "  What  name  am  I  to  say  ?"  and  he  said,  *•  Arbuthnot.  It  is 
no  consequence."  When  I  undid  the  parcel  there  were  five  bags  in  it,  and  each  bag 
contained  100  sovereigns. 

4203.  Have  you  any  idea  who  Mr.  Arbuthnot  was  ? — Not  the  least. 

4204.  No  relation  to  John  Brown  ? — Not  the  least. 

4205.  Then  after  that  any  more  ? — Then  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  wished  to  see  me  in 
London. 

.  4206.  Is  this  before  the  election  ? — ^No ;  tliis  is  afterwards.  I  think  this  was  after- 
wards. I  will  not  be  certain  whether  it  was  before  or  after.  Arbuthnot  s  was  before, 
Gipps's  was  before,  and  Kingsford  s  was  before. 

4207.  And  Butler  Johnstone's  was  after  ? — I  think  it  was. 

4208.  What  did  you  do  ?  Did  you  go  up  to  him  ? — I  went  up  to  him.  He  had  been 
written  to  for  some  money  to  settle  the  accounts. 

4209.  And  you  went  up  ? — Yes ;  and  he  gave  me  700?. 

4210.  He  did  ? — Yes.     I  brought  it  away  with  me. 

4211.  Did  you  have  any  more? — No. 

4212.  That  was  all  ? — Quite  enough,  I  thought.     I  was  sorry  to  have  that. 

4213.  .^  1,500  ?— More  than  that,  with  Mr.  Kingsford  s.     1,700?.  and  odd,  I  think. 

4214.  At  that  election  did  the  same  practices  prevail  which  you  have  stated  to  have 
prevailed  at  the  previous  elections  in  which  you  were  actively  concerned  ? — Yes,  I  should 
say  there  did. 

4215.  Was  there  secret  money  bribery,  in  addition  to  the  system  of  tickets? — No 
question  of  it. 

4216.  Did  you  employ  any  person  on  your  own  behalf,  or  on  behalf  of  your  party,  to 
give  the  bribes  ? — No. 

4217.  How  was  it  done  ? — In  what  way  ? 

4218.  You  say  no  question  about  it? — So  far  as  tliis,  that  when  the  parties  brought 
in  an  accoimt  I  made  no  doubt  but  that  it  was  intended  to  pay  them  for  their  votea 

4219.  Now  we  are  only  a  short  way  removed  from  that ;  you  can  give  us  the  names  ? 
— I  am  willing  to  give  you  every  information. 

4220.  Give  us  the  name  of  any  person  who  brought  you  in  an  account  which  you  have 
no  doubt  was  for  money  bribery  ? — Mr.  Kelson. 

4221.  Is  tliat  the  gentleman  mentioned  the  first  day,  that  had  gone  off  to  the  Isle  of 
Man  ? — I  do  not  know.     I  was  not  here. 
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Mr.  J.  Poui,  4222.  He  is  the  man  who  went  away  to  avoid  the  summons  of  the  speaker  ? — Yes  ;  I 

»  have  no  doubt  he  is. 

17th  May  1853.         4223.  Mr.  Kelson  brought  you  the  account  previous  to  the  election  ? — No ;  after. 

4224.  Had  Kelson  been  in  commimication  with  you? — No  more  than  coming  in  and 

out  to  inquire  about  how  the  election  was  going  on.    He  was  actively  engaged  with  the 
committee.     I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

4225.  And  Mr.  Kelson  stated  to  you  in  similar  language  to  what  was  stated  by  other 
parties,  or  Bennett  rather,  that  he  knew  of  a  certain  number  of  voters  that  were  to  be 
had  ?— No. 

4226.  Did  he  never  tell  you  that  ? — No.  All  that  I  recollect  Mr.  Kelson  stated  to  me 
was,  that  he  had  been  canvassing  a  great  many,  and  he  made  no  doubt  he  could  get  a 
great  many  votes  ;  and  I  expected  he  could,  by  being  a  builder,  and  connected  with  a  great 
many  labouring  men  whom  he  had  at  work.  I  thought  he  would  have  more  power  over 
those  men  than  a  great  many  of  the  committee  would  have. 

4227.  Did  you,  by  what  you  said,  or  by  your  manner,  give  him  to  understand  that  he 
was  authorized  to  give  money  to  get  the  votes  ? — I  did  not. 

4228.  You  did  not  ? — ^No.  I  did  not  know  what  he  was  going  to  give.  He  said  he 
should  canvass  those  voters,  and  he  gave  me  in  a  list  of  those'  voters. 

4229.  Had  Mr.  Kelson  and  yourself  ever  had  similar  transactions  together  at  elections  ? 
— Never. 

4230.  Do  you  mean  to  represent  Kelson  had  no  reason  to  believe  that  what  he  did 
with  reference  to  those  voters  would  be  sanctioned  by  you  ? — Of  course  I  imagined  he 
considered  that  it  would  be  sanctioned ;  that  is,  so  far  sanctioned, — I  can  only  state  it  in 
this  way, — that  he  was  to  canvass  these  parties,  and  he  could  have  them.  What  the 
term  "  have  them  '*  was  I  did  not  know.  At  that  time  I  had  no  idea  he  was  going  to 
buy  them. 

4231.  You  had  had  these  transactions  with  Bennett  and  Smitlison  ? — I  had. 

4232.  You  knew  very  well  what  was  going  on  ? — Yes ;  I  suspected  it. 

4233.  Had  you  any  doubt  in  the  world  of  wliat  he  said  ? — I  made  no  doubt  what  it 
would  come  to  ;  certainly  not.  I  only  answer  your  plain  questions  by  saying  I  had  no 
doubt  what  it  would  come  to. 

4234.  You  knew  very  well  what  was  meant  in  electioneering  parlance  by  those  words 
"  I  can  have  them  "  ? — I  do  not  know  he  said  "  I  can  have  them."  "  I  can  canvass 
them." 

4235.  I  was  using  your  own  words  ;  you  had  no  doubt  what  was  meant  ? — No  doubt. 

4236.  Did  you,  by  what  you  said  to  him,  or  from  your  manner,  lead  him  to  understand 
that  what  he  did  in  getting  these  votes  would  be  sanctioned  by  you  ;  that  is  to  say,  that 
you  would  honour  his  draft  ? — Well,  I  did  not  know  I  was  about  to  be  paymaster  then. 

4237.  But  that  your  party  would  pay  liis  draft  ? — No  question  about  it. 

4238.  Was  this  after  you  received  the  500  sovereigns  that  Kelson  came  to  you  ? — 
Yes.    Do  not  let  me  be  so  fast  in  answering  that  question. 

4239.  After  Mr.  Arbuthnot  brought  you  the  500  sovereigns  ? — It  might  be  between 
those  two  times  ;  it  was  during  the  time  of  the  canvassing.  I  think  the  canvassing  was 
going  on  about  five  or  six  weeks  or  more. 

4240.  You  cannot  tell  us  whether  this  conversation  with  Kelson  with  reference  to 
these  voters  took  place  before  you  had  received  any  part  of  this  1,700^.,  or  after  you  had 
received  some  part  of  it,  or  not  ? — Yes  ;  it  was  between  the  sums,  no  question  about  it. 

4241.  Tlien  it  appeared  to  be  very  probable  you  would  be  paymaster? — I  do  not  know 
that. 

4242.  You  had  the  money  ? — Yes,  I  had  the  money ;  and  when  we  come  a  little  further 
I  shall  liave  to  state  that  I  paid  a  large  sum  of  money  which  was  going  to  be  appropriated 
I  did  not  know  how. 

4243.  What  did  you  suppose  that  mysterious  stranger  brought  you  those  500 
sovereigns  for  ? — For  bribery. 

4244.  No  doubt  about  it  ? — I  have  no  question. 

4245.  And  you  intended  to  use  it  for  bribery  ? — I  did  not  intend  to  use  it. 

4246.  You  meant  that  somebody  else  should  do  it  ? — That  somebody  else  might  do  it. 

4247.  That  somebody  else  should  be  the  cat's  paw  ? — That  was  the  situation  I  was  in. 
As  the  treasurer  I  might  have  been  the  cat's  paw. 

4248.  I  do  not  know  you  told  us  how  much  Kelson  had  ? — I  have  not. 

4249.  He  brought  in  an  account  after  the  election  ? — Yes. 

4250.  What  did  he  draw  ? — Well,  my  impression  is  that  he  either  had  95/.  or  115?. ; 
I  cannot  say  which  it  was.     I  believe  he  will  say  not  so  much. 

4251.  Had  you  any  check  upon  him  ? — No. 

4252.  Are  you  compelled  in  these  transactions  to  take  the  word  of  your  agent  ? — 
Always. 

4253.  You  did  not  ascei'tain  whether  the  parties  who  had  sums  put  against  their 
names  had  received  those  sums  or  not  ? — No. 

4254.  You  took  the  word  of  your  agent ;  if  he  had  a  5L  down  against  the  man  that  lie 
had  paid  the  5/.  ? — And  I  make  no  question  he  did  ;  I  have  no  doubt  about  it. 

4255.  You  think  they  were  so  upon  the  square  with  each  other  ? — I  hope  they  were  ; 
I  trust  they  were ;  I  should  be  very  sorry  if  it  were  not  so. 
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,    4256.  What  I  mean  to  say  is,  you  have  had  no  complaints  made  of  there  not  having       Mr.  J.  PwO* 
been  fair  dealings  in  that  respect  ? — No  ;  because  I  do  not  know  the  parties.     I  have  *— !• 

heard  of  no  such  tiling.  17th  May  1853. 

4257.  If  he  brought  in  an  account  the  names  were  in  the  account  ?— They  were.  , 

4258.  What  has  become  of  that  account  ? — I  destroyed  it. 

4259.  From  prudential  motives  ? — I  believe  it  was. 

4260.  Previous  to  the  election  petition  ? — They  were  destroyed,  I  think,  after  the  notice, 
of  a  petition  was  lodged. 

4261.  The  petition  was  lodged,  and  notice  given  to  the  sitting  members  ? — No.  I 
think  it  was  mentioned  in  the  house  that  there  was  a  petition. 

4262.  It  was  done  the  moment  you  got  notice  of  the  petition  ? — I  had  no  notice ;  I  had 
authority  to  destroy  the  papers, 

4263.  After  the  notice  ? — Of  the  commission. 

4264.  You  mean  of  the  petition  ? — Yes. 

4265.  Then  you  had  authority  to  destroy  the  papers  ? — I  think  it  was  after  the  notice 
given.    I  am  not  quite  certain  on  that  point  exactly. 

4266.  You  understand  the  distinction  between  the  petition  and  the  commission  ? — Oh 
yes,  "perfectly.  » 

4267.  You  do  not  mean  to  intimate  that  after  notice  was  given  that  the  commission  of 
inquiry  would  issue  you  destroyed  the  papers  ?  —  Oh  dear  no ;  they  were  destroyed  a 
long  while  before  that.      I  mean  the  petition  lodged  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

4268.  You  wanted  to  preserve  your  seats,  and  to  have  no  evidence  against  j'our 
candidates  in  that  respect  ? — I  suppose  that  was  the  reason. 

4269.  Who  gave  you  authority  ? — Mr.  Kingsford. 

4270.  In  that  account  which  Mr.  Kelson  brought  in  were  there  any  large  sums? 
-No. 

4271.  Can  you  give  any  name  in  that  account? — I  never  looked  at  the  particular 
names.     I  did  not  want  to  know. 

4272.  Had  anybody  else  besides  Mr.  Kelson  any  money  ? — Yea 

4273.  Who  was  that  ? — Mr.  Viacent  had  money. 

4274.  How  came  Mr.  Vincent  to  have  money  ? — In  the  same  way.  He  was  Connected 
with  the  committee  as  a  canvasser,  and  likewise  as  a  man  having  a  great  many  men 
under  his  command  as  a  builder.  He  was  thought  to  have  more  influence  in  that  way, 
and  that  is  why  he  was  employed  as  a  canvasser. 

4275.  Did  Mr.  Vincent  represent  to  you,  in  the  same  manner  as  Mr.  Kelson  had  done, 
there  were  a  certain  number  of  voters  he  could  get?— I  would  not  answer  that.  He 
brought  in  a  bill  afterwards  of  parties  that  he  had  polled,  he  said. 

4276.  Was  that  the  imderstanding :  poll  so  many,  so  many  5i.  notes  you  will  get ; 
was  that  it  ? — It  was  not  exactly  an  understanding.  He  was  instructed  to  look  after 
voters ;  to  get  up  voters.  When  he  brought  in  the  account  for  expenses  during  the  election 
it  was  paid.  I  do  not  know  that  he  had  any  specific  instructions  to  do  it  from 
any  one. 

4277.  What  did  Mr.  Vincent  get  ?— I  think  either  70?.  or  90Z. 

4278.  Is  he  in  Canterbury  ? — Yes. 

4279.  Any  other  party  besides  Vincent  and  Kelson  ? — Yes  ;  Thomas  Munna 

4280.  Was  that  done  in  the  same  way  ? — I  think  that  was  rather  different.  That  leads 
me  to  suspect  that  I  have  not  qmte  spoken  the  truth  in  the  last  observation  I  made 
about  a  Mr.  Smithson ;  about  that  family.  I  think  Munns  said  that  he  had  the 
management  of  that  family  you  spoke  of ;  I  think  so,  and  that  he  could  manage  them 
again. 

4281.  You  are  alluding  now  to  the  last  election  ? — Yes ;  that  has  called  this  to  mind 
I  said  that  I  was  not  certain,  if  you  recollect. 

4282.  That  was  the  general  election  of  1847,  in  which  Mr.  Smithson  was  employed? 
—Yes. 

4283.  Did  Mimns  say,  "  I  had  the  management  of  them  in  1847  "  ? — ^Yes,  I  think  he 
did.  I  think  that  was  the  cause  that  led  him  to  have  the  management  of  them  this 
time. 

4284.  Munns  said  that  he  had  had  the  management  of  the  Styles  ? — I  am  speaking 
to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief;  I  do  not  wish  to  blink  the  question  at  all  in 
any  way. 

4285.  And  he  could  do  them  again  ? — ^And  he  could  do  them  again. 

4286.  Did  he  state  their  price  ? — No  ;  I  did  not  know  their  price. 

4287.  And  he  did  not  state  it  ? — No. 

4288.  Did  you  give  him  a  general  authority  to  get  them  ? — No. 

4289.  Did  you  lead  him  to  suppose  he  might  get  them  ? — Yes. 

4290.  And  that  he  would  be  paid  for  them  ? — No  question  about  it. 

4291.  Did  Munns  bring  in  Ids  account  ? — Yes. 

4292.  What  did  he  have  ? — I  am  not  quite  certain  whether  he  had  85Z.  or  95/.,  because 
there  were  other  expenses  that  he  incurred,  and  I  did  not  know  he  might  have  had  other 
expenses.  He  had  2l.  afterwards  from  me.  He  said  he  had  got  a  balance  due  to  him,  and  I 
lent  him  2/.  Of  course  I  was  not  going  to  be  out  of  podcet  by  it,  and  I  charged  it  to 
that  account. 
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3/r.J.  Paui.       *    ^293.  Is  Mimns  in  Canterbury  ?— Yes. 

'•  '  -      '  4294.  Anybody  else  who  was  agent  ? — ^Who  have  I  spoken  of? 

17th  May  1853.         4295.  You  have  spoken  of  Munns,  Vincent,  and  Kelson  ? — Yes  ;  there  is  another ; 
•  ___       Admans  of  Whitstable. 

4296.  Henry  Admans  ? — Henry,  I  think  it  is. 

4297.  What  had  he  to  do  ? — You  see  one  question  leads  you  to  another. 

4298.  That  is  the  way  we  get  on  ? — That  will  correct  me  in  any  statement  I  may  make 
wrong.  Mr.  Admans  came  to  me  a  few  days  before  the  election,  and  said,  might  he  do  as 
he  had  done  before,  arrange  with  the  Whitstable  voters,  and  I  said  he  might. 

4299.  What  did  you  understand  by  that  ? — I  naturally  suspected  he  had  some  interest 
in  getting  them  to  vote. 

4300.  Had  you  any  doubt  on  your  own  mind  ? — Not  the  least ;  but  I  did  not  know 
what  money  he  was  going  to  have. 

4301.  K  you  had  had  a  confidential  party  in  your  own  room,  the  moment  after  he  left 
it,  should  you  not  have  turned  to  him,  and  told  him  what  in  your  own  mind  he  meant 
by  that  ? — Most  assuredly. 

4302.  And  what  would  it  have  been  ? — To  bribe. 

4303.  Did  he  bring  in  his  account  ? — He  brought  in  an  albcount  after  the  election  wai 
over.  I  think,  to  the  best  of  my  recoDection,  it  was  from  70/.  to  SOl.  I  will  not  be  quite 
certain  for  a  few  pounds.    I  have  no  documents  to  prove  it. 

4304.  You  have  burnt  them  all  ? — Yes ;  they  were  all  burnt. 

4805.  These  Whitstable  voters  are  principally  freemen  ? — AIL  There  are  no  householders 
at  Whitstable ;  it  is  beyond  the  distance. 

4306.  It  is  beyond  6  miles  ? — It  is  beyond  the  boundary  of  the  borough  ;  the  borough 
does  not  extend  half  a  mile  the  other  way  ;  it  is  not  within  the  parliam^itary  boundary ; 
it  is  6  miles  and  a  half. 

4307.  Is  there  any  other  ? — I  do  not  recollect  any  other  at  present.  I  do  not  think 
there  was. 

4308.  You  do  not  make  out  as  much  direct  bribery  in  the  year  1852  as  there  was  in 
1847?— No. 

4309.  Nothing  like  it  ? — No.  We  had  a  better  chance,  and  there  ought  to  have 
been  none ;  certainly  not.     We  had  plenty  of  strength  to  beat  without  bribing. 

4310.  But  you  expended  a  larger  sum  of  money  in  1852  than  you  did  in  1847,  accord- 
ing to  your  own  account  ? — That  might  have  been  so.    I  do  not  faiow  what  occasioned  it. 

4311.  How  do  you  account  for  that,  when  you  say  that  there  was  less  direct  bribery  in 
1852  than  there  was  in  1847  ;  how  do  you  reconcile  that  with  the  fiu^t  of  there  being  more 
money  spent  in  1852  than  there  was  in  1847? — There  were  a  great  many  bills  then 
which  we  did  not  have  this  time.  At  that  time,  if  I  recollect  right,  the  publicans  bills 
alone  amounted  to  200/.  or  300?. 

4312.  In  1852?— In  1847. 

4313.  But  the  expenses  of  1852  are  greater  than  1847,  and  yet  the  bribery,  you  say,  is 
much  less  ? — That  was  an  item  that  I  recollected  at  the  moment. 

4314.  That  ought  to  go  on  the  other  side  ? — Yes.  I  only  speak  as  to  what  I  know. 
That  was  on  Bradshaw's  election. 

4315.  Can  you  account  for  the  election  having  been  more  expensive  in  1852  than  it 
was  in  1847,  when  the  bribery  was  so  much  less  ? — No,  I  cannot  say,  I  am  sure. 

4316.  Perhaps  you  may  have  omitted  somebody  ? — I  do  not  think  I  have. 

4317.  Did  you  employ  a  man  named  Taylor? — No. 

4318.  Thomas  Taylor  ? — No  ;  he  was  the  canvassing  clerk. 

4319.  Had  he  no  money  to  distribute  ? — No ;  I  think  all  Taylor  had  was  about  lOl.  or 
151.  spent  during  the  time  of  the  election  for  small  items  that  he  paid. 

4320.  Had  Taylor  any  money  for  these  purposes  ? — No. 

4321.  If  he  had  you  must  have  known  it  ? — Certainly. 

4322.  As  you  were  the  treasurer? — There  is  only  one  circumstance  I  recollect  as  td 
Taylor.  A  party  borrowed  5Z.  of  him  which  he  gave  him  a  note  of  hand  for,  and  aft;er- 
wards  had  another  sovereign ;  that  was  all  the  transactions  I  recollect  Taylor  had  anything 
to  do  with. 

4323.  Was  this  a  voter  who  borrowed  the  51.  ? — Yes. 

4324.  And  I  suppose  he  forgot  to  pay  it  ? — He  never  paid  me  ;  it  has  never  got  to  my 
acoouni 

4325.  Has  Taylor  received  it  ? — Taylor  has  asked  him  for  it  without  receiving  it.  He 
told  me  he  had  lent  it  to  him,  and  he  said  that  he  was  afraid  he  should  be  out  of  pocket 
by  it,  and  I  paid  him  the  money. 

4326.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  lent  on  the  eve  of  the  election? — That  I  will  not 
say  ;  it  was  lent  before  the  election. 

4327.  That  is  on  the  eve  ? — It  might  be  some  few  days  before. 

4328.  Have  you  any  doubt  it  was  bribery  under  the  colour  of  lending  ? — I  do  not 
know. 

4329.  Have  you  any  doubt  ? — I  would  not  answer  for  that  one  sum. 
4830.  Do  you  know  his  name  ? — I  will  give  you  his  name. 

4331.  What  is  it  ?— Bourn. 

4332.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? — I  do  not  know. 
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4883.  What  is  he  ? — A  wheeler.     I  know  he  was  in  very  bad  oircumstahoes*     I  thought  Jfr.  j.  p^mi, 

it  might  be  so  at  the  time ;  but  Mr.  Taylor  told  me  he  had  lent  him  money  previously,  and  -— 

always  had  been  paid.  17tb  May  1859. 

4334.  I  do  not  quite  understand,  if  Mr.  Taylor  chooses  to  lend  an  acquaintance  of  his  

monies^  why  he  should  come  to  the  candidate's  treasurer  for  that  money  ? — He  told  me  of 

ii    He  said  I  lent  Bourn  bL 

4335.  And  you  paid  Taylor  ? — ^And  he  said  I  am  afraid  I  shall  lose  it,  and  I  said  you 
shall  not  lose  ii 

4336.  Then  you  paid  it?— Yea 

4337.  Out  of  the  candidate's  money  ? — Yes. 

4338.  There  are  two  Bourns ;  John  Bourn  and  Edwin  Bourn ;  which  is  it  ? — I  cannot 
tell 

4339.  I  suppose  Mr.  Taylor  will  tell  us  ? — Yes,  he  will  tell  you  all  the  transactions 
tbat  he  knows  of. 

4340.  Is  it  Henry  Bourne  ? — I  do  not  know. 

4341.  Does  he  live  in  St  Paul's  or  Monastery  Street  ? — Mr.  Taylor  will  tell  you. 

4342.  Do  you  know  any  other  transaction  of  that  character  ? — No. 

4343.  You  do  not  ?— No.     • 

4344.  Were  you  familiar  with  the  nomination  of  colour  tickets  ? — ^No. 

4345.  At  the  last  election  ? — No. 

4346.  Who  had  that  duty  ?— Mr.  Smith,  I  believe. 

4347.  Who  is  Mr.  Smith  ? — The  same  person  who  has  always  conducted  the  colour 
ticketa 

4348.  Mr.  Smith  took  the  colour  ticket  business  ? — He  has  done  so  for  years. 

4849.  Have  you  any  other  information  which  may  have  escaped  me  to  give  us  ? — No ; 
nothing  that  I  am  aware  o£  I  do  not  think  I  have  anything  to  tell  you  beyond  what 
I  have  told  you. 

4350.  We  know  nothing ;  it  is  only  going  step  by  step  ? — I  should  be  very  happy  to 
answer  your  questions  if  I  have  neglected  to  answer  them.  I  do  not  recollect  anything 
further. 

4851.  Do  you  think,  in  your  own  conscience,  that  you  have  been  fully  examined  by  me 
as  to  these  matters  ? — I  have  answered  every  question,  and  I  think  I  have  told  you  all 
I  know ;  I  think  I  have. 

4852.  Have  you  omitted  anything  of  importance  with  reference  to  this  inquiry  as  to 
corruption  and  bribery  in  the  borough  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  o£  You  have  spoken 
of  bribery,  and  colour  tickets,  which  you  consider  bribery  ;  that  is  all  that  I  can  answer. 

4353.  Do  you  know  of  any  party  that  has  been  implicated  in  these  practices  to  direct 
my  attention  to  ? — No,  I  do  not ;  I  had  but  very  little  to  do  with  it. 

4354.  So  it  appears  ? — I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  detail  of  the  thiog.  I  never  went 
into  the  conmiitteeroom  ;  I  was  never  near  it,  except  that  the  canvassing  books  were 
returned  to  me  occasionally  at  night,  which  I  looked  through,  to  see  how  the  state  of  the 
canvass  was  going  on 

4355.  Have  you  stated  to  what  extent  colour  tickets  were  issued  in  1852  by  your 
side  ? — I  do  not  know. 

4356.  Have  you  any  idea  of  the  niunber  of  applications  you  got  ? — I  should  think  there 
must  be,  from  what  I  have  understood, — and  I  only  speak  from  what  I  have  heard ;  I  do 
not  speak  of  my  own  knowledge ;  I  never  was  in  the  committee-room  to  know  what 
number  was  put  down,  or  anything  about  it, — but  I  have  heard  eight  or  nine  himdred. 

4357.  Eight  or  nine  hundred  applications  ? — I  do  not  know  ;  I  dare  say  a  great  many 
more  than  that. 

4358.  Was  any  resolution  come  to  by  the  committee  in  1852  as  to  what  extent  they 
were  prepared  to  issue  colour  tickets  in  the  event  of  its  being  necessary  to  do  so  ? — I  never 
was  in  the  committee-room. 

4359.  You  were  not  a  member  of  the  committee  ? — No  ;  I  refused  it. 

4360.  You  were  applied  to  ? — I  was,  and  was  very  much  pressed. 

4361.  Did  you  not  do  the  work  of  a  committee-man,  though  you  were  not  a  member 
of  the  committee  ? — No. 

4362.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Filmer  ?— What  Mr.  Fihner? 

4363.  The  gentleman  who  acted  as  agent?— I  do  not  know  any  such  name  as  an 
agent. 

4364.  Who  acted  in  any  way  for  the  committee  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  of 

.   4365.  Do  you  know  the  last  witness  examined  just  before  you;  Mr.  HoDand  ?- — Yes. 

4366.  Can  you  throw  any  light  on  that  circumstance  which  he  mentioned,  the  list  of 
voters  ? — Yes. 

4367*  Please  to  explain  it  ? — Mr.  Holland  brought  me  that  paper,  and  said,  "  Blinks 
says  he  can  have  these  men."  I  said,  "  Do  not  have  anytliing  to  do  with  Blinks,  he 
blinked  u»  before  ;"  and  I  looked  over  the  list  he  brought,  and  at  the  canvassing  books 
that  had  been  returned  to  me ;  and  T  said  these  men  have  all  promised,  and  this  man 
means  to  make  a  simi  of  you.  I  saw  that  paper  handed  up.  I  laiow  all  about  that. 
-  4368.  You  know  thej^  had  all  promised  ? — K  you  will  allow  me  to  look  at  that  paper  ? 
{The  list  produced  by  Mr.  Holland  tvaa  Jtanded  to  the  mitnesa.)  I  crossed  some  of  the 
names  out  mysel£    Yes :  that  is  the  list. 
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Mr.  J.  Pout  4369.  What  is  the  meaning  of  the  names  crossed  out  ? — The  first  three,  as  Mr.  Holland 

*_I '        stated,  is  perfectly  correct.    He  brought  those  three  names,  saying,  "  Blinks  says  he  cBjy 

V%Il  May  1858.    have  them/'  I  said,  '*  Do  not  have  anything  to  do  with  liim,  Holland ;  he  will  seU  you ;  he 

^ . ^       wants  to  make  a  sum  of  you  f  and  looking  at  the  canvassing  books  in  my  hands  of  the 

different  nights,  brought  into  me  from  the  committee,  I  struck  out  the  two  first,  Matthew 
Wetherley  and  this  William  Bushel. 

4370.  Why  did  you  ? — It  would  be  only  misleading  this  man,  if  I  were  to  say,  "  Go  and 
buy  these  men.''  If  they  had  already  promised,  what  was  the  use  of  buying  them.  I  did 
not  do  it  with  that  intention.  I  did  it  to  show  to  what  extent  this  Blinks  would  carry 
his  practices. 

4371.  Were  the  others  struck  out  by  you  ? — iTes ;  some  of  them  were.  Abraham  Wilks, 
a  man,  who,  although  poor,  would  scorn  to  do  anything  of  the  sort. 

4372.  He  had  as  a  matter  of  fact  promised,  and  therefore  you  struck  him  out  ? — Yes. 

4373.  May  we  take  it  for  granted  that  those  not  struck  out  in  that  list,  as  you  have 
it,  had  not  promised  ? — They  had  not  come  in  to  me  as  promised. 

4374.  Do  you  happen  to  know  whether  those  persons  had  promised  before  Blinks  had 
seen  them  1 — I  do  not  know. 

4375.  Who  is  Blinks  ? — A  shoemaker. 

4376.  What  are  his  politics  ? — I  do  not  know  that  he  has  any. 

4377.  On  which  side  did  he  vote  ? — He  votes  sometimes  on  one  side  and  sometimes  on 
the  other. 

4378.  Which  way  did  he  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Blue. 

4379.  Which  way  did  he  vote  in  1847  ?— Bed. 

4380.  How  long  before  the  moment  of  giving  his  vote  was  he  known  as  a  Red  ? — ^That 
I  cannot  answer.  He  was  considered  a  Red  up  to  the  very  time.  He  was  not  returned 
a  promise,  and  that  made  me  suspicious  of  the  man,  and  I  said  he  is  laying  a  trap 
for  you. 

4381.  Will  you  look  at  that  list, — the  names  that  are  not  struck  out, — and  say  positively 
whether  you  can  put  your  finger  on  any  one  that  has  received  or  has  been  promised  a 
sum  of  money  for  his  vote  ? — Not  one. 

4382.  Have  you  looked  at  it  carefully  ? — There  are  men  here  I  know  by  name,  but  I 
do  not  know  one  of  them  that  had  a  shilling. 

4383.  Are  they  a  class  of  persons  likely  to  receive  bribes  ? — Some  of  them.  There  is 
one  man,  first,  this  George  Barber ;  I  should  say  certainly  not.  One  or  two  of  the  Woods ; 
I  should  say  they  would  not. 

4384.  That  they  had  not  received  any  ? — And  I  do  not  think  they  would  take  any, 

4385.  Are  we  to  take  it  from  you,  that  you  are  able  to  tfell  us  positively  by  name 
whether  such  and  such  a  voter  did  or  did  not  receive  a  bribe  ? — No.  I  am  only  speaking 
of  the  character  the  men  bear.  I  do  not  say  that  they  would  not.  Now,  for  instance,  there 
is  a  man  named  Abraham  Wilks,  a  poor  man  who  would  scorn  to  do  anything  of  the 
sort. 

4386.  He  had  promised  you  ? — He  had  promised  me  undoubtedly ;  he  is  a  man  who 
works  for  me.  I  do  not  mean  to  speak  of  what  I  do,  but  he  is  a  man  I  have  kept  from 
stai-ving  in  the  winter  many  times. 

4387.  He  had  promised,  and  you  struck  him  out  ? — He  promised  when  canvassing; 
knowing  that  it  would  please  me  to  do  so. 

4388.  But  speaking  of  the  others,  you  will  not  take  on  yourself  to  aflSrm  that  they 
were  not  bought  ? — I  could  not  say  ;  but  I  should  say  not. 

4389.  You  also  say  Blinks  was  recognized  as  a  Red  until  the  moment  he  went  wrong, 
and  voted  for  the  Blues  ? — He  was  considered  as  a  Red  on  this  ground  :  when  the  regis- 
tration is  made  up  I  believe  it  is  generally  supposed  that  those  who  voted  red  before 
are  red  at  the  next  election,  without  some  cause  to  suppose  they  are  against. 

4390.  Mr.  Holland  believed  him  red  at  the  time  he  had  the  conversation  with  you  ? 
— I  did  not,  because  I  knew  he  was  connected  with  a  Blue. 

4391.  You  say  you  do  not  know  who  Mr.  Arbuthnot  is  ? — No. 

4392.  You  had  some  suspicion  ? — No. 

4393.  Have  you  never  heard  anything  ? — No ;  not  until  this  morning.  ^ 

4394.  Who  did  you  hear  he  was  1 — From  Mr.  Gipps.  I  asked  him  the  question,  thinking 
that  I  might  be  asked  the  question. 

4395.  Who  was  he  ? — A  clerk  of  his  bankers. 

4396.  Whose  bankers  ? — Mr.  Gipps. 

4397.  His  London  bankers  ? — ^Yes. 

4398.  What  is  his  real  name  ? — I  do  not  know.  I  asked  who  Arbuthnot  was.  I  said 
very  likely  I  may  be  asked  the  question,  and  Mr.  Gipps  said  he  is  clerk  to  my  bankers. 

4399.  You  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  election  of  1850  ? — No. 

4400.  Before  I  go  to  that,  I  will  ask  you  a  question  about  the  colour  tickets  in  1852  ; 
are  you  aware  whether  it  is  true  or  not,  as  stated  by  a  witness,  that  your  party  were 
prepared  to  issue,  if  necessary,  2,000  colour  tickets  to  obtain  votes  ? — I  never  heard  so, 

4401.  Were  you  in  this  Court  when  it  was  stated  the  other  day  ? — No. 

4402.  You  were  not  concerned  in  the  election  of  1850  ? — No. 

4403.  Have  you  seen  the  accounts  of  that  election  ? — No.  I  was  not  at  aU  connected 
with  the  one  of  1850. 
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4404.  Have  you  seen  the  a<5counts  of  that  election  since  ? — No.  Mr.  J.  PouL 

4405.  Do  ypu  happen  to  know  whether  any  portion  of  the  expenses  of  that  election  

were  left  unpaid  ?—  I  know  nothing  about  that  election  ;  I  could  not  answer  you  a  single     ^^*h  May  1853. 
question  about  it.  

4406.  Have  you  heard  anything  about  it  from  your  friends  ? — Never. 

4407.  Who  can  give  us  any  information  about  the  financial  business  at  that  election  ? 
— I  cannot  say, 

4408.  Who  was  the  working  man  ? — I  do  not  know  who  were  the  parties  at  all  in  it. 

4409.  Who  was  Mr.  Vance's  chairman  ? — At  that  time,  I  think,  Thomas  White  Collard. 

4410.  Who  was  the  treasurer  ? — I  cannot  say ;  I  do  not  know  a  soul  of  them.  I  do  not 
think  I  can  mention  five  people  who  had  anything  to  do  with  it.  Mr.  Vance  called  on  me, 
aiid  wished  me  to  join,  and  I  refused  it. 

4411.  Why  did  you  refuse  ? — There  was  a  dispute  between  me  and  some  of  the  gentle- 
men, and  I  did  not  wish  to  act  with  them. 

4412.  What  was  the  dispute  about  ? — A  private  matter  ;  nothing  at  all. 

4413.  About  some  items  of  expenditure  ? — I  believe  not. 

4414.  There  was  a  question  between  Mr.  Vance  and  some  of  his  friends,  were  there  not  ? 
— I  do  not  know  that  there  was,  only  I  understood  that  Mr.  Vance  was  sued  for  one  or 
two  bills  that  were  not  paid,  owing  to  Mr.  Croasdill  s  having  money,  and  not  paying  them. 

4415.  When  was  he  sued? — Just  after  the  election.  I  heard  it  was  the  Observer 
office. 

4416.  Here  in  Canterbury? — Yes. 

4417.  Did  they  recover  ? — I  believe  so.     It  is  only  hearsay.     I  do  not  know. 

4418.  Did  you  hear  anything  at  all  about  any  understanding  between  Mr.  Vance  and 
anybody  else  with  regard  to  that  election  ? — No.  All  that  I  know  of  that  election  is, 
Mr.  Vance  called  on  me,  after  he  had  been  down  here  canvassing,  and  he  wished  me  to 
give  him  a  statement  of  how  I  thought  he  stood.  I  said  my  statement  must  be  very- 
poor  ;  that  I  had  not  attended  to  the  registration  as  I  usually  did ;  and  I  told  him  then, 
after  going  through  what  I  had  heard,  that  he  had  a  very  good  chance  if  the  out- 
dwellers,  which  I  knew  nothing  of  at  all,  and  had  not  been  canvassed,  were  in  his  favour  • 
that  he  had  a  chance,  and  he  had  a  note  to  that  effect  from  me. 

4419.  Can  you  tell  us  anything  about  his  going  away  from  Canterbuiy  ? — ^Not  the 
least.     I  never  was  more  surprised  in  my  life. 

4420.  You  cannot  throw  any  light  upon  it  ? — I  cannot  in  the  least. 

4421.  Did  you,  in  1852,  at  the  last  election,  or  have  you  reason  to  know,  that  the  other 
side  were  laying  a  trap  for  you,  as  Mr.  Gipps  mentioned  ? — It  was  strongly  suspected 
they  were  carrjdng  on  their  old  practices. 

4422.  Their  old  practice-s  would  have  been  the  other  way  ? — We  always  considered 
they  did  quite  as  much  of  the  dirty  work  as  we  did. 

4423.  In  1852  ? — Or  at  any  other  election.  I  heard  some  remarks  to-day  about  their 
purity,  but  I  do  not  believe  it. 

4424.  If  you  thought  they  were  laying  a  trap  for  you,  you  were  very  rash  in  your 
proceedings  ? — I  did  not  know  anything  about  the  trap. 

4425.  I  do  not  mean  you,  but  your  party  ? — I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  party. 
I  have  enough  to  do  to  look  after  myself 

4426.  Do  you  know  a  person  named  William  CuUen  Irons  ? — I  know  iiim. 

4427.  Had  he  anything  to  do  with  the  election  ? — Yes. 

4428.  You  had  no  transaction  with  him  ?-— No. 

4429.  Do  you  know  James  Bligh? — He  was  an  active  partizan;  he  was  on  the 
committee. 

4430.  Did  Mr.  Cullen  Irons  give  in  any  accoimt  to  you  ? — No, 

4431.  Did  James  Bligh  give  in  any  account  to  you  ? — No. 

4432.  Had  you  any  transactions  with  him  ? — Not  in  money  affairs. 

4433.  Did  he  come  to  you,  and  say  he  could  get ? — Stop.     About  money  affairs  I 

think  I  am  too  fiast  I  either  gave  him  \l.  or  308.  to  give  his  two  brothers,  who  came 
over  from  Faversham,  for  their  loss  of  time  and  work,  as  they  were  obliged  to  pay 
somebody  for  their  day  s  work.  I  forget  whether  it  was  308.  or  2Z. ;  it  was  somewhere 
about  that  sum. 

4434.  Henry  Lennard ;  do  you  know  him  ? — Yes,  I  know  him. 

4435.  Had  you  any  transactions  with  him  ? — No. 

4436.  John  Knell?— No. 

4437.  Nor  Edward  Knell  ?— No. 

4438.  Henry  Ward  ?— No. 

4439.  George  Crothall  ? — No  ;  I  know  him. 

4440.  You  know  them  all? — Yea 

4441.  Were  they  all  active  partizans  ? — I  believe  they  were. 

4442.  Had  you  any  transactions  with  them,  either  with  respect  to  money  or  any  other 
matter,  on  the  last  election  of  1852  ? — No. 

Adjourned  imtil  to-morrow,  ten  o'clock. 
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Fourth  Day.— Wednesday,  18th  May  1853. 

Mr.B.P.  Gippt.  Mr.  Henry  Plumptre  Gipps  recalled,  and  examined. 

18ihMi^l858.         4f4!4f3.  The  Commissioners  understood  you  to  say  that  the  money  you  received  from 
'    Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie  was  paid  to  you  in  two  sums  ? — It  was. 

4444I.  That  is  to  say,  so  much  to  you,  and  so  much  for  you  to  the  Commercial  Bank  ? — 
Exactly  so. 

4446.  From  whom  did  the  500i.  come  which  a  person  of  the  name  of  Arbuthnot 
delivered  on  your  behalf  to  Mr.  Pout  ? — From  my  private  solicitors,  Messrs.  Bridges  and 
Mason,  in  B.ed  Lion-square. 

4446.  From  whom  did  your  solicitors  obtain  that  money?— It  was  paid  on  my  own 
account. 

4447.  By  whom  ? — By  them  ;  nobody  else ;  they  advanced  it. 

4448.  For  what  purpose  was  it  paid  in  gold  ? — ^As  being  more  convenient  for  paying 
away  in  small  sums. 

4449.  And  so  prevent  its  being  traced  ? — There  might  have  been  something  of  that  sort 
in  it.  My  instructions  were  to  send  it  down  in  small  sums.  T  do  not  hesitate  to  state 
the  fact. 

4450.  You  gave  them  those  instructions  ? — I  gave  them  those  instructions. 

4451.  Was  that  before  the  election? — I  should  think  four  or  five  days  before  the 
election. 

4452.  And  after  you  had  canvassed  the  constituency? — After  I  had  canvajgsed  it, 
certainly. 

4453.  To  what  specific  objects  were  these  small  sums  to  be  applied? — I  had  no  specific 
object  at  all,  nor  did  I  state  any.  I  certainly  knew  a  great  portion  of  it  would  go  in 
colour  tickets,  and  messengers,  and  all  those  sort  of  expenses. 

4454.  Did  you  think  that  any  part  of  it  woidd  go  in  gratifications  more  closely  con- 
nected with  direct  bribery  than  colour  tickets  ? — 1  cannot  say  what  I  thought  exactly  ;  I 
might  have  heard  something  of  the  sort. 

4455.  To  what  persons  in  particular  was  that  money  to  go  ? — Nobody  in  particular. 

4456.  Could  you  name  anybody  who  was  intended  to  be  bribed  out  of  that? — 
Certainly  not. 

4457.  Can  you  name  anybody  who  was  to  receive  any  portion  of  it  for  the  purpose  of 
bribery  ? — Certainly  not. 

4458.  Then  I  put  those  two  last  questions  to  you,  with  respect  to  what  you  may  call 
"  presents,"  if  there  is  any  distinction  between  presents  and  bribery  in  such  a  case  ?  Was 
any  portion  of  it  intended  to  go  in  presents,  or  to  anybody  who  was  to  lay  it  out  in 
presents  ? — Certainly  not ;  it  was  to  the  general  purposes  of  the  election,  without  any 
detailed  use  at  all 

4459.  It  was  to  go  to  one  person  in  particular,  who  was  to  see  to  the  distribution  of  it  ? 
—Yes. 

4460.  Who  was  that  person  ? — Mr.  Pout. 

4461.  He  had  unlimited  authority  to  do  what  he  would  with  it? — Yes,  unlimited. 

4462.  Who  gaVe  him  that  authority  ? — I  did. 

4463.  When  ? — Several  times  before  the  election  I  trusted  everything  to  Mr.  Pout 

4464.  Did  you  give  him  this  authority  before  the  money  came  down  ? — I  have  no  doubt 
I  did. 

4465.  Did  you  tell  him  the  money  was  coming  ? — Yes,  certainly  I  did, 

4466.  Did  he  know  that  500?.  was  coming  in  gold  ? — I  do  not  think  he  did  until  it 
came. 

4467. — Did  he  know  that  500?,  was  coming  to  him  ? — I  cannot  recall  at  this  present 
moment  whether  I  told  him  before  it  came  or  not ;  I  have  no  doubt  I  said,  "  You  will 
"  receive  500i  for  me  \'  but  what  specific  time  it  was  at  I  really  cannot  recaU. 

4468.  Was  it  you  that  fixed  the  amount? — Fixed  the  amount  with  who? 

4469.  Was  it  you  that  fixed  the  amoimt  of  what  he  was  to  receive  ? — In  what  way 
could  I  fix  it  ? 

4470.  Was  it  you,  or  was  it  he,  who  determined  it  to  be  600Z.  ? — It  was  I,  no  doubt, 
fixed  the  amount. 

4471.  How  did  you  ascertain  that  amount  ? — Because  I  was  told  what  the  expenses  of  the 
election  would  be,  and  according  to  that  information  I  judged  of  what  would  be  wanted. 

4472.  I  understand  that  this  was  the  only  remittance  that  came  down  in  gold  for  the 
purpose  of  distribution  in  small  sums  ? — I  brought  300?.  myself 

4473.  In  gold?— Yes. 

4474.  Were  all  the  sums  which  you  provided  in  anticipation  of  the  election,  or  during 
the  progress  of  it,  handed  over  in  tiiat  form  ? — Exactly  so. 

4475.  All  in  gold  ? — Yes,  all  in  gold. 

4476.  For  the  double  purpose,  as  I  understood  you  just  now,  of  convenience,  and  to 
prevent  its  being  traced  ?• — Exactly  so. 

4477.  Who  was  Mr.  Ai-buthnot  ? — My  solicitors  did  not  wish  their  names  mentioned, 
and  I  said^  ^*  Use  any  name  you  like." 
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4478.  Who  was  he  ? — A  clerk,  I  believe.  J[f^^  £K  p,  Okms. 

4479.  Of  whom  ? — I  do  not  Imow  who  Mr.  Arbuthnot  was  at  alL  

4480.  Was  he  a  clerk  of  your  solicitor's  ? — I  believe  he  was  merely  a  nominal  man.  18th  May  1853. 

4481.  Was  he  employed  by  your  solicitors  or  yonr  banker  ? — By  the  solicitors,  I  believe  

He  was  merely  a  nominal  man.    They  sent  down  the  money,  but  by  whom  I  do  not 

know. 

4482.  Then  Mr.  Pout  is  mistaken.  Yesterday  you  told  him  it  was  a  clerk  of  the  Com- 
mercial Bank  ? — Oh,  certainly  ;  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Commercial  Bank ;  it  was 
sent  down  by  my  solicitor  s  own  clerk. 

4488.  —The  accounts  of  the  application  of  those  simis  which  you  forwarded  to  Mr.  Pout 
or  to  the  committee  have  been  furnished  you,  have  they  not  ? — No,  they  have  not. 

4484.  Have  you  never  asked  for  them  ? — I  have  never  asked  for  them.  I  was  abroad 
almost  immediately  afterwards,  and  I  did  not  come  back  until  near  the  session  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  I  never  have  inquired  for  them. 

4485.  You  say  you  brought  300  sovereigns  down  with  you  ? — I  did. 

4486.  Had  those  300  sovereigns  been  expended  before  you  sent  up  for  the  600  ? — I 
cannot  teU  you  that.  I  think  that  was  about  five  days  before  the  election.  I  brought 
them  down,  and  I  never  inquired  whether  they  had  been  expended  or  not. 

4487.  Was  there  an  intimation  made  to  you  that  more  money  was  wanting  ? — I  knew 
more  money  would  be  wanting  at  the  election  time,  and  with  that  view  I  gave  orders  to 
my  solicitors  to  send  down  5002.  at  the  time  of  the  election. 

4488.  Had  you  given  those  orders  before  you  came  down,  or  did  you  write  up  ? — I  gave 
them  when  I  went  up.  When  I  brought  the  300  down  myself,  I  called  at  my  solicitors, 
and  told  them  to  send  500  down  to  Mr.  Pout  of  Canterbury,  at  the  election.  I  cannot 
tell  you  exactly  what  day  it  did  come  down,  but  I  have  no  doubt  it  was  about  a  day 
before  the  election,  or  something  of  that  sort. 

4489.  Who  are  your  solicitors  ? — Bridges  and  Mason,  of  Red  Lion-square. 

4490.  Were  you  in  Canterbury  when  this  parcel  was  brought  to  Mr.  Pout  ? — I  do  not 
think  I  was  that  day. 

4491.  Not  that  day  ? — I  do  not  think  I  was. 

4492.  You  say  you  had  written  up  to  your  solicitors  ? — No  ;  I  saw  them  in  person. 

4493.  Did  you  tell  them  to  send  down  5001.  in  sovereigns  ? — I  did. 

4494.  Did  you  teU  them  to  send  them  down  by  a  trusty  person  ? — I  did. 

4495.  You  say  you  also  paid  300i.  in  sovereigns  ? — Myself 

4496.  Was  this  all  previous  to  the  election  ? — The  SOOl.  was. 

4497.  We  have  it  from  Mr.  Pout  that  the  600i.  was  previous  to  the  election  ? — The 
SOOZ.  was,  certainly. 

4498.  In  November  of  the  same  year,  I  understood  you  to  say  yesterday,  you  paid 
250i.  to  Mr.  Kingsford  ?— I  did. 

4499.  How  was  that  paid  ? — By  a  cheque. 

4500.  Has  Mr.  Kingsford  returned  you  any  account  ?  — He  has  not. 

4501.  Did  he  show  you  any  accoimt  when  you  paid  him  the  250i.  ? — He  did  not ;  I 
sent  it  down  to  him  from  London. 

4602.  Did  you  know  at  the  time  when  this  SOOL  had  been  sent  down  to  Canterbury, 
that  to  Mr.  Pout,  that  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  had  contributed  considerable  sums  of  money  T 
— I  think  I  considered  it  my  share. 

4503.  Did  you  know  at  that  time  about  what  amount  he  had  contributed  towards  the 
expenses  of  the  election  ? — I  did  not. 

4504.  Had  you  reason  to  believe  at  that  time  that  he  had  contributed  as  much  as 
800i.  towards  the  expenses  of  the  election  ? — I  cannot  say  that  I  remember  whether  he 
had  or  not     I  do  not  know  how  he  paid  his  money,  or  anything  about  it. 

4505.  Do  you  know  whether  any  sovereigns  were  sent  down  by  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone 
in  the  same  manner  ?— I  do  not ;  I  believe  not. 

4506.  Had  you  any  doubt,  Mr.  Gipps,  your  5001.  sent  down  in  sovereigns,  and  300i. 
paid  by  yourself  in  sovereigns, — I  must  ask  you, — ^had  you  any  doubt  that  that  money  was 
to  be  expended  for  illegal  purposes  ? — I  had  no  doubt  the  greater  part  of  it  would  go  in 
colour  tickets  and  all  the  usiud  expenses  of  the  election.  Any  detailed  items  I  do  not 
know. 

4607.  The  %50l  you  paid  to  Mr.  Kingsford  was  paid  by  a  cheque  openly  ? — It  was. 

4508.  The  800  sovereigns  were  given  in  a  different  manner  altogether  ? — They  wera 

4509.  Just  looking  at  those  circumstances,  I  must  ask  you  again,  had  you  any  doubt 
whatever  that  the  whole  of  that  800  sovereigns  was  to  be  expended  for  the  purpose  of 
corruptingthe  electors  ? — I  certainly  did  not  think  so. 

4510.  What  did  you  think  it  was  to  be  expended  about  ? — I  knew  a  very  large  pro- 
portion would  go  in  colour  tickets  and  messengers,  and  that  sort  of  thing,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  I  anticipated  part  would  go  in  legitimate  expenses. 

4511.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  yesterday  that  at  the  election  of  1852  you  had  no 
notion  that  the  distribution  of  the  colour  tickets,  according  to  the  custom  of  Canterbury, 
was  an  illegal  custom  1—1  did  not  think  so  ;  I  said,  *'  You  must  take  care  that  the  voter 
does  not  get  the  mcmey  ;  and  if  he  receives  no  money  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  harm 
in  it." 
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14*    EVIDENCE  taken  before  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  inquire  into 

Mr.H.P.  Gipj)s.        4512.  As  you  did  not  think  at  that  time  the  distribution  of  colour  tickets  was  an 

-^ —  illegal  custom,  liow  was  it  that  you  had  recourse  to  these  means  of  paying  the  BOOL  in 

18th  May  1853.    sovereigns  at  one  time  and  300  sovereigns  at  another,  directing  your  solicitor  to  send 

' r        down  a  trusty  person  ;  how  is  it  that  you  employed  these  means  if  you  considered  the 

distribution  of  colour  tickets  was  not  an  illegal  custom  ? — When  I  say  a  trusty  person, 
what  I  meant  was  a  man  who  would  not  make  away  with  the  money. 

4513.  It  wa.s  a  secret  transaction,  Mr.  Gipps  ? — Yes,  it  was  a  secret  transaction,  and  it 
was  a  foolish  one,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  so  ;  it  was  done  more  that  my  banker's  book, 
and  so  on,  might  not  be  overhauled  than  for  anything  else. 

4514.  You  have  told  one  of  the  Commissioners  that  your  object  in  paying  this  money 
in  sovereigns  was  to  prevent  its  being  traced  ;  why  did  you  wish  to  prevent  the  mon«y 
being  traced,  if  you  considered  that  it  was  to  be  expended  for  none  but  Intimate  pur- 
poses ? — It  was  more,  as  I  said  before,  that  I  did  not  wish  it  to  come  into  my  accounts  at 
aU,  and  that  was  my  principal  motive. 

4515.  You  had  no  objection  that  the  250?.  that  you  paid  to  Mr.  Kingsford  should  come 
into  your  accounts  ? — I  had  not.  I  mean  my  private  accounts  ;  my  banfing  account.  I  did 
not  mean  the  election  accounts. 

4516.  You  do  not  know  yourself  who  this  person  was  that  deKvered  the  money  to 
Mr.  Pout  ? — I  have  no  doubt  I  can  tell  you ;  I  have  no  doubt  he  was  a  confidential  clerk 
of  my  own  solicitor's.     I  do  not  know  his  name  at  present,  but  I  can  get  it  for  you, 

4517.  Did  you  see  him  ? — No,  I  did  not. 

4518.  Did  Mr.  Pout  commimicate  the  circumstance  that  a  person  had  called  at  his 
house  and  left  a  parcel  containing  500  sovereigns  ? — He  did,  a  day  or  two  afberwarda,  I 
think. 

4519.  Did  you  ask  him  what  he  had  done  with  it  ? — No,  I  did  not 

4520.  Or  what  he  wa^  going  to  do  with  it  ? — No. 

4521.  Did  he  tell  you  anytliing  about  what  he  had  done  with  it  ? — He  did  not. 

4522.  You  did  not  inquire  ? — I  did  not  inquire. 

4523.  Who  suggested  the  name  of  Arbuthnot? — I  forget  at  the  present  moment  It 
was  not  Mr.  Pout 

4524.  Was  it  Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie  ?— Oh  no. 

4525.  Did  he  know  nothing  about  it? — No ;  it  had  notliing  to  do  with  that  trans- 
action ;  he  knew  nothing  about  it. 

4526.  He  did  not  know  you  were  going  to  employ  that  mode  of  avoiding  pursuit? 
— Certainly  not ;  I  had  no  communication  with  him  about  that  sum  at  all  That  is 
entkely  a  private  transaction  with  my  own  solicitors. 

4527.  And  Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie  paid  you  the  500?.  afterwards  ? — Yes,  afberwarda 

4528.  Was  it  the  understanding  between  you  and  him  that  you  were  to  pay  out  of 
your  o^Ti  fimds  in  the  first  instance,  and  he  was  to  reimburse  you ;  is  that  so  ? — Yes. 


John  Pout.  John  Pout  recalled,  and  examined 

The  Witness.]  Previous  to  your  asking  any-  questions,  will  you  allow  me  to  correct  a 
statement  of  yesterday  ?  I  have  been  told  that  I  stated  I  gave  Kelson  (my  impression  is 
that  I  told  a  difierent  tale  from  what  I  have  been  told)  from  951,  to  115Z, 

4529.  That  is  what  you  did  state  ? — I  have  to  say,  that  since  then,  on  inquiry  from  him, 
whether  I  was  correct  in  my  stating  that,  he  says  no  ;  I  gave  him  1701.  I  said  at  the 
time  I  was  not  quite  certain  about  the  sum  ;  and  I  gave  to  Vincent  60?.,  which  wiU  make 
up  the  two  sums  I  have  stated  before,  and  one  I  omitted  to  state,  which  was  Thomas 
Friend,  501. 

4530.  We  want  to  know  if  you  had  any  communication  with  Mr.  Vance  in  the  election 
of  the  year  1850  ? — In  what  sort  of  way  ? 

4531.  In  any  way  with  reference  to  the  election  ? — I  am  not  quite  certain  whether  I 
was  one  of  the  deputation  that  went  up  to  get  a  candidate  at  that  time.  I  am  not  quite 
certain  whether  I  saw  Mr.  Vance  in  London,  or  whetlier  I  had  any  commimication  with 
Mr.  Vance  there  until  I  saw  him  in  Canterbury. 

4532.  In  Canterbury,  had  you  any  ? — Yes ;  commimication ;  seeing  him  as  a  gentleman 
canvassing,  as  wishing  to  be  the  representative  of  the  city. 

4533.  You  were  taking  a  prominent  part,  as  usual,  I  suppose  ? — Yes,  just  the  same. 

4534.  Did  Mr.  Vance  supply  any  money  ? — I  expect  he  did. 

4535.  To  you  ? — No.    As  I  told  you  yesterday,  it  came  to  the  bank 

4536.  We  had  not  entered  on  Mr.  Vance  yesterday  ? — Yes,  I  think  so. 

4537.  What  monies  went  to  the  bank  ? — I  forget  what  I  told  yesterday.  I  think  it 
was  something  near  that ;  I  had  nearly  2,000?. 

4538.  Oh  no.    Mr.  Vance  in  1850? — Not  any  particular  sum. 

4539.  Mr.  Vance  in  1850,  when  there  was  a  by-election,  and  he  retired  ? — I  only  saw 
Mr.  Vance.  He  called  on  me  privately,  and  asked  me  a  few  questions  about  his  election, 
how  he  was  likely  to  stand. 

4540.  Was  there  any  money  furnished  by  Mr,  Vance  in  that  election,  when  Colonel 
Romilly  was  returned  without  opposition  ? — No ;  I  never  knew  anything  about  it. 
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454?1.  Not  a  wolrd  ? — Not  a  word.    All  I  knew  I  told  you  yesterday.  jjf^  J.Pk>ui. 

4542.  You  say  Mr.  Vance  called  on  you  at  that  election  ? — Yes.  ,' 

4543.  When  was  that  ? — I  should  say  it  was  in  the  middle  of  the  week  ;  Thursday  it     18th  May  185S. 
might  be,  or  on  the  Friday.  - 

4544.  He  went  away  on  Sunday  ? — So  I  was  given  to  understand. 

4545.  Did  any  communication  pass  between  you  and  Mr.  Vance  relative  to  his  giving 
up  the  contest  ? — No. 

4546.  Are  you  quite  certain  ? — Quite.  The  only  observation  which  I  made  yesterday, 
and  which  I  state  to-day,  is  this  :  He  called  on  me  to  know  how  the  registration  stood ; 
what  chance  he  had  of  being  elected.  I  said,  for  that  year  or  the  year  previous  I  had  not 
paid  that  attention  to  it  as  I  had  hitherto  done,  from  a  little  disagreement  with  my  friends, 
— I  supposed  they  were, — I  do  not  wish  to  say  enemies,  but  some  other  term  than  that  I 
might  use,  for  the  influence  that  I  seemed  to  have  among  the  gentlemen  who  came  down 
to  wish  to  represent  the  city ;  and  I  gave  it  up  for  that  one  or  two  years,  and  of  course  I 
could  not  tell  him  that  account  so  accurately  as  I  have  hitherto  done  to  those  friends  who 
called  upon  me  for  it ;  and  I  said,  if  he  would  give  me  a  few  hours  I  would  endeavour,  as  for 
as  laid  in  my  power,  to  give  liim  the  best  opinion  I  could.  After  four  or  five  hours  arduous 
labour, — it  took  a  great  deal  of  time  to  take  it  out,  and  go  through  names  that  had  been 
on  the  register  for  a  year  or  two,  and  I  could  not  state  whether  they  were  our  friends 
or  not,  taking  a  calculation  of  the  doubtfiil  ones,  and  to  jnake  a  proper  statement  to  lay 
before  him, — I  gave  liim  such  a  statement  in  a  note  that  I  addressed  to  him,  that  he  had 
a  good  chance  to  be  returned,  provided  he  could  make  sure  of  half  the  out-dweUers, 
which  I  knew  nothing  about,  and  wliich  constituted  then  a  number  of  about  118.  That 
is  all  the  communication  I  had  with  Mr.  Vance  ;  and  much  to  my  surprise,  on  the  Sunday 
morning,  going  to  church,  I  was  told  Mr.  Vance  had  gone,  and  I  never  saw  him 
afterwarda  I  will  not  be  certain  whether  it  was  not  after  that  election  that  Mr.  Vance 
wrote  me  a  letter  thanking  me  for  the  services  I  had  rendered  him ;  but  I  have  never  had 
any  other  commimication  with  him. 

4547.  You  are  quite  certain  you  did  not  have  an  interview  with  him  about  the  time 
he  left  ? — My  note  was  sent  to  him  at  the  Rose,  where  he  was  dining  with  some  friends. 
It  was  opened  in  the  presence  of  those  friends,  an<l  read  there.  I  was  told  of  it.  That  is 
aU  I  know  of  the  matter.    I  never  saw  liim  after  he  left  my  warehouse  that  day. 

4548.  Are  you  wholly  unable  to  give  us  any  information  as  to  what  led  him  to  resign  ? 
— Certainly ;  I  know  nothing. 

4549.  You  have  heard  the  rumours  ? — There  was  a  rmnoiu*,  but  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  heard  it ;  there  was  a  rumour  that  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  had  paid  him  so  much  to 
go  away,  but  it  was  such  a  thing  that  I  could  not  believe  that  a  man  of  his  property 
would  ever  accept  anything.  I  never  kept  it  in  mind.  I  would  not  believe  it  in  the  least. 
I  may  have  heard  it,  like  a  gieat  many  rumours  that  are  about  at  those  soii;  of  times. 

4550.  You  say  his  room  was  at  the  Rose? — He  was  staying  at  the  Rose;  he  was 
dining  at  the  Rose  when  my  letter  was  directed  to  him. 

.     4551.  Are  you  sure  he  had  not  also  a  room  at  the   Fountain? — I   do  not  know 
Mr.  Vance's  arrangements. 

4552.  Now,  we  wish  you  to  give  us  some  information  about  the  election  of  1841  ;  who 
were  the  candidates  ? — Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Wilson. 

4553.  Was  that  the  single  election  ? — That  was  the  single-handed  contest. 

4554.  And  Smythe  succeeded  ? — He  did. 

4555.  Were  you  the  agent  for  Mr.  Smythe  ? — Not  particular  agent ;  only  one  of  the 
committee. 

4556.  Treasurer? — No;  I  was  not  treasurer.     Money  pa.ssed  tlu*ough  my  hands, 

4557.  What  money  did  you  receive  ? — I  cannot  say. 

4558.  Mr.  Smytlie  has  told  us  a  very  large  sum ;  it  amounted  to  6,000Z. — I  never  had 
that.    I  think  Mr.  Henry  Kingsford  was  treasurer. 

4559.  Where  you  employed  by  parties  in  1841  to  perform  the  same  service  in  seciu-ing 
the  votes  as  you  did  do  subsequently  ? — I  was  instructed  that  if  a  person  of  the  name  of 
Allen  Engeham  called  upon  me,  and  George  Alley,  I  was  to  supply  them  with  such  funds 
as  they  required. 

4560.  Did  they  call  ?— They  did. 

4561 .  What  did  you  give  Engeliam  ? — To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  the  first  siun  he 
-  had — I  got  an  order  from  Mr.  Partridge,  who  was  the  chairman,  for  it — was  200Z. 

4562.  Did  he  have  any  more? — The  next  300Z.;  and,  I  think,  the  next  200Z.  or  250?. 

4563.  Tliat  is  between  700i.  and  800?.— Yes. 

4564.  Any  more? — Not  that  I  know  of;  to  him. 

4565.  What  did  you  give  to  Alley  ? — I  think  Alley  had  four  different  sums ;  100?.  each. 

4566.  Was  that  all  ?— I  think  it  was. 

4567.  Did  those  parties  render  you  any  account  ? — No. 

4568.  Where  the  sums  you  have  mentioned  given  to  them  for  the  purpose  of  buying 
yotes  ? — No  question  about  it. 

.     4569.  Did  they  tell  you  that  they  had  secured  votes  by  those  means  ?— I  had  no 
communication  to  that  effect. 

4570.  What  security  had  you  that  either  Engeham  or  Alley,  or  both,  might  not  have 
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Jfr.  J.'f^mt       put  all  those  sums  in  their  own  pockets,  and  not  bribed  any  voter  ? — I  could  not  tell  that. 
— -  I  gave  them  under  orders  signed  by  Mr.  Partridge.     I  had  an  order  for  every  sum  of 

WthMiy  186ft    money  I  paid. 

-:^ * — —  4571.  Is  Mr.  Partridge  in  Canterbury  ? — No  ;  he  is  dead  ;  but  I  dare  say  Mr.  Kingsford 

can  answer  those  questions.    I  gave  nothing  but  vouchers. 

5572.  In  this  election  of  1841,  Mr.  Smythe's  and  Mr.  Wilson's,  when  these  sums  were 
given  to  these  two  men,  a  diflferent  course  was  pursued  than  that  that  was  adopted  in  the 
aubsequent  elections,  in  reference  to  the  accounts  rendered  as  to  how  they  had  disbursed 
the  money  ? — I  do  not  quite  understand  the  question. 

4673.  The  subsequent  elections  of  1847  and  1852,  you  say  the  parties  to  whom  you 
gave  the  money  handed  you  in  a  paper  with  the  names  of  those  to  whom  they  had  given 
the  money  or  professed  to  give  the  money  ? — Certainly. 

4674.  You  say,  in  1841,  that  course  was  not  adopted? — I  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  aecoimts  then. 

4675.  That  is  the  reason  ? — All  I  answered  for  was  for  the  m(mey  I  disbursed.  I  gave 
the  vouchers  back  to  the  chairman.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  arrangement  of  what 
they  were  to  do.    All  I  was  to  do  was  to  give  the  money. 

4676.  Did  you  give  any  other  parties  money  ? — I  dare  say  I  did,  but  those  are  th« 
large  sums  of  monies ;  I  cannot  call  to  mind  others.  I  might  mention  two  or  three,  but  I 
do  not  know  that  I  should  be  correct  in  what  I  state,  therefore  I  had  better  not  bring 
men's  names  into  question  that  I  am  not  certain  about. 

4677.  You  had  better  mention  them  ? — 1  would  not  swear  to  it. 

4678.  You  had  better  mention  them,  with  that  reservation  ? — They  wwe  only  active 
partizans  at  that  time.  I  do  not  know  that  I  should  be  correct  in  stating  tiiem,  because 
1  would  not  swear  that  they  did, 

4579.  They  did  what  ? — That  I  did  give  them  any  money.  I  have  heard — at  least  I 
did  hear  at  the  time — that  there  were  a  number  employed  to  pay  money ;  but  I  cannot  say. 

4580.  Your  recollection  only  serves  you  with  these  two  names  ? — That  is  all  I  believe 
I  had  transactions  with  ;  but  to  give  the  reason  why  I  should  speak  more  of  these  two 
than  any  others,  it  was  from  those  men  giving  me  the  greatest  information  possibly  they 
could  or  that  they  had  in  their  power  at  the  time  that  I  undertook  to  commence 
keeping  the  registration  for  Mr.  Lushington.  After  Mr.  Lushington's  defeat  in  ViUiera' 
election,  Mr.  Lushington  made  an  observation,  that  he  wished  some  one  would  Undertake 
it.  I  offered  to  do  it,  and  have  done  it  ever  since.  They  were  my  instructors  in  carrying 
out  the  registration,  and  I  learnt  more  from  them  than  any  body,  and  I  wish  I  had 
forgotten  it  alL 

4581.  These  two,  Engeham  and  Alley,  are  they  both  here  in  Canterbury  ? — I  believe 
one  of  them  is. 

4582.  Engeham?— Yes. 

4588.  What  has  become  of  Alley  ? — I  believe  he  is  dead. 

4584.  You  say  you  are  unable  to  tell  us  the  names  of  the  parties  to  whom  you  gave 
money,  but  you  feel  confident  you  did  give  money  to  others  ? — I  think  I  did,  but  I  will 
not  be  certain. 

4585.  To  what  amount,  do  you  think  ? — That  I  cannot  say  ;  it  must  have  been  in  con- 
siderable less  sums  than  that. 

4586.  If  they  were  given  in  frequent  small  sums,  they  would  amoimt  up  to  a  very 
considerable  extent  ? — I  believe  they  did  ;  I  have  heard  so. 

4587.  From  what  you  know  or  have  reason  to  believe,  to  what  extent  did  this  direct 
money  bribery  on  your  side  go  on  that  election  ? — It  is  a  long  time  ago,  and  the  papers 
were  placed  in  the  hands  of  those  parties  who  had  the  management  of  it,  and  are  all 
destroyed  ;  but  I  should  say,  from  recollection,  very  likely  SOOl.  I  would  not  swear  that 
that  is  correct. 

4588.  Likely,  you  say  ? — Yes ;  I  shoidd  say  so  ;  very  likely. 

4589.  I  imderstand  you  to  say  you  were  perfectly  aware  of  the  object  for  which  these 
sums  were  given  ? — Yes ;  I  was  perfectly  aware,  in  this  way  :  I  was  certain  they  would 
not  be  appropriated  to  the  payment  of  bills,  because  there  were  no  vouchers  and  no  bills 
brought  in  ;  no  one  would  naturally  beUeve  that. 

4590.  And  Mr.  Henry  Kingsford  was  equally  aware  of  it  ? — That  I  cannot  answer  for ; 
that  Mr.  Kingsford  was  aware  of  it     He  must  answer  for  himself. 

4591.  This  election  in  1841  you  have  been  telling  us  of  was  a  by-election  in  the  early 
part  of  1841  ? — The  single-handed  contest. 

4592.  Very  shortly  afterwards  there  came  a  general  election,  in  1841  ? — Yes. 

4593.  Who  were  the  candidates  then  ? — Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw. 

4594.  On  your  side  ? — Yes. 

4695.  And  against  you  ? — My  Lord  Conjmgham  and  Mr.  Twisden  Hodges. 

4596.  Had  you  at  any  time  taken  on  yourself  the  office  of  treasurer  ? — I  do  not  think 
I  had  ;  I  will  not  be  certain. 

4697.  Did  any  money  pass  through  your  hands  at  that  election  ? — It  might ;  I  have  no 
distinct  recollection  of  tliat.  As  I  stated  before,  with  Mr.  Bradshaw^  he  kept  his  own 
accounts ;  so  that  I  reaUy  do  not  know.  I  could  not  be  so  particular  in  that  as  I  have 
.  been  in  others. 
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4598.  About  Mr.  Smythe  ? — I  waa  connected  in  the  same  way  with  Mr.  Smythe  and"      Mr.JtPimh' 
Mr.  Bradshaw ;  they  paid  their  money  together ;  and  then  it  was  in  connexion  with  .^^u.^- 

Dr.  Chishohn  and  Mr.  Eingsford  and  others ;  but  I  cannot  answer ;  I  could  not  distinctly     18th  May  1859.- 

call  to  mind  any  transaction  that  occurred  there ;  and  what  made  me  so  particular  with       

the  others  was  the  largeness  of  the  simis ;  that  impressed  on  my  memory  the  first 
election. 

4599.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  having  handed  over  to  any  party  any  sums,  in  the 
general  election  of  1841,  for  the  purpose  of  bribery  ? — I  might,  but  I  cannot  call  to  mind ; 
not  any  particular  name  or  person. 

.  4600.  Have  you  any  doubt  but  what  the  same  practice  waa  had  recourse  to  on  the  part 
of  the  Red  with  regard  to  the  general  election  of  1841  as  had  taken  place  at  the  by- 
election  ? — Yes  ;  I  should  think  the  same. 

4601.  Both  as  respects  the  direct  bribery  and  the  colour  tickets  ? — Yes ;  the  same  system 
was  carried  out. 

4602.  But  your  recollection  will  not  enable  you  to  give  us  the  particulars  i-  Yes.  I  do 
not  recollect  any  particulars  fix>m  which  I  can  give  you  that  information. 

4603.  When  Mr.  HoUand  called  on  you  on  the  subject  of  that  list  which  he  handed  in 
yesterday,  did  he  inform  you  it  was  prepared  by  hunself,  or  that  it  was  prepared  by 
Blinks  ?— He  told  me  Blinks  had  ffiven  him  the  names. 

4604.  And  that  he  had  prepared  it  on  Blink's  information  ? — That  he  had  written  down 
what  Blinks  stated. 

4605.  He  did  not  tell  you  he  had  furnished  the  information  himself  to  Blinks  ? — ^No ; 
Blinks  to  him. 

4606.  You  are  quite  certain  of  that  ? — Quite  certain. 

4607.  Have  the  goodness  to  listen  to  those  names,  and  say  whether  you  believe  any 
one  of  them  was  bribed  at  the  last  election,  or  was  promised  a  bribe  :  Gfeorge  Barber  ? — 
I  should  say  not. 

4608.  Ratdiff  ? — ^There  are  several  Ratcliffs.  I  do  not  think  I  can  say  any  man  of  the      . 
of  the  name  of  Batdiff  was  bribed. 

4609.  J.  H.  Eatcliff  ?— I  know  him. 

4610.  Was  he  either  promised  or  bribed  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

4611.  John  Wood  ? — I  cannot  answer  for  him. 

4612.  William  Wood  ?— I  cannot  say. 

4613.  Charles  Wood  ? — I  know  the  men.  I  could  not  say  they  were  ;  I  never  had  the 
names,  and  I  never  saw  the  names,  so  as  to  know  they  were  going  to  be  bribed. 

4614.  James  Wood  ? — I  know  the  party. 

4615.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  bribed  ? — I  could  not  say,  because  I  do  not  know. 

4616.  William  Parsons?— No. 

4617.  William  Gumey  ?— William  Gumey  1  I  should  say  I  do  not  think  there  is  a 
Gumey  on  our  troop  at  all. 

4618.  George  Woollett  and  James  WooUett  ?— No. 

4619.  Walter  Ellis  ?— No. 

4620.  Anderson  ? — There  are  several  Andersons.    I  do  not  know  any  one. 

4621.  I  understand  you  to  state  you  do  not  know  any  one  yourself  who  received  money 
bribes  ? — I  should  be  sorry  to  say.    I  recollect  three  that  have  had  money. 

4622.  George  Parsons  ? — No.  I  am  speaking  now.  I  do  not  know  those  men  had 
money ;  I  never  saw  the  list. 

4623.  But  do  you  believe  it  ? — I  cannot  say.  I  would  not  say  that,  because  there  ara 
a  great  many  I  have  heard  of 

4624.  Have  you  heard  of  any  of  these  having  had  bribes  ? — I  do  not  think  I  have. 

4625.  Stephen  Harvey  ? — I  do  not  know  him. 

4626.  Thomas  Page  and  Cherrison?— I  do  not  know  Page.  There  are  several 
Cherrisons,  I  believe  ;  some  vote  one  side,  and  some  on  the  other. 

4627.  You  recollect  those  names  that  you  struck  out  ? — Those  names  that  were  struck 
out  were  only  struck  out  having  promised  their  votes  previous  to  that  list  being 
brought  in. 

4628.  Those  you  can  speak  to  ? — As  what  ? 

4629.  That  they  had  promised  ?— Yes.  .      •     i. 

4630.  Had  they  promised  to  you  ?— No  ;  they  were  brought  in  in  the  canvassmg  book, 
and  marked  off  as  promised. 

4631.  Would  you  like  to  look  at  the  list,  to  refresh  your  memory  ?-- Yes ;  I  saw  it 
yesterday  ;  I  do  not  think  I  can  give  you  any  more  information  than  I  did  yesterday. 

4632.  Look  at  the  names  of  those  that  were  struck  out  in  that  list,  and  say  whether 
any  one  of  them,  to  your  knowledge  and  belief,  had  received  or  had  been  promised  a 
bribe  {hcmding  HoUand'a  list)  ?— I  do  not  know  any  of  them  that  had  a  bribe. 

4633.  Or  promised  ?— No ;  or  promised.  I  do  not  know  who  promised  them,  nor  what 
was  the  arrangement ;  only  when  this  man,  Mr.  Blinks,  sent  Mr.  Holland  to  me,  he 
brought  it  up  in  my  counting-house.  I  was  not  then  engaged  in  the  election.  "  These 
men,"  he  said,  "Blinks  says  he  can  have.''  I  said,  "What  is  the  use  of  having 
themr  I  said  to  Taylor,  the  derk,  "Turn  to  the  book.  I  think  he  has  made  a  megs  of 
it.     These  men  have  promised."     It  strode  me,  in  going  through  the  book  the  evening 
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Mr^J.  Fmii.  before,  the  names  were  down  before  as  promised.  Who  they  had  promised  to  I  do  not 
——  know,  and  he  took  them  away,  and  you  heard  what  he  said  yesterday. 

|gqi  JXUy  lB58i  4634.  You  thought  he  was  going  to  sell  you,  and  get  the  money  for  them  ? — I  did  not 
think  so  at  first,  but  when  the  first  three  were  brought,  I  said  there  were  two  out  of  the 
three  had  promised ;  but  when  Holland  brought  me  the  list  again,  I  was  quite  sure  he 
was  going  to  sell  them. 

4635.  Who  did  you  think  he  was  going  to  sell  ? — Sell  the  parties. 

4636.  How  ? — By  getting  these  men  the  money,  or  getting  a  promise  of  the  money, 
and  then  informing  against  them,  or  else  pocketing  the  money,  most  likely. 

4637.  But  for  that  you  would  have  paid  him  the  money  ? — I  had  nothing  to  do  with 
paying  the  money.     I  should  not  have  paid  Blinks  the  money. 

4638.  But  Holland  ? — HoDand  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  me. 

4639.  To  whom  would  you  have  paid  the  money,  if  you  were  satisfied  it  was  all  riglit  ? 
— How  do  you  mean,  all  right  ?  Because  men  were  brought  in  as  voters,  as  having  pro- 
mised !  I  did  not  make  any  arrangement  with  Holland  about  these  men  being  paid,  or 
anything.  The  simple  transaction  with  me,  as  I  stated  yesterday,  was  this ;  and  I  hope  I 
made  it  dear :  Mr.  Holland  brought  into  my  counting-house,  while  I  was  engaged  in 
my  business, — my  inner  counting-house  was  at  the  service  of  Mr.  Taylor,  which  I  allowed 
him  to  use,  he  being  my  clerk  formerly,  and  the  gentlemen  employing  Mr.  Taylor  as  their 
canvassing  clerk,  I  allowed  him  to  have  his  usual  drawer  in  my  back  coimting -house,  and 
a  room  for  his  services,  having  two  counting-houses ;  I  used  most  generally  the  inner 
counting-house  myself, — when  Mr.  Holland  brought  up  this  list  he  said,  "  I  have  brought 
this  up.''  Blinks  says,  "  These  men  can  be  had."  I  looked  at  them  and  said,  "  J  should 
think  they  could,  for  they  have  promised.  What  has  he  to  do  with  them  ?  Do  not  have 
anything  to  do  with  Blinks." 

4640.  What  I  meant  to  find  out  is  this ;  supposing  Holland's  account  had  been  all 
right,  and  it  had  been  determined  by  you  that  these  men  ought  to  be  secured  on  their  own 
terms,  to  whom  would  you  have  paid  the  money  ? — I  should  have  had  nothing  to  do  with 
Mr.  Blinks. 

4641.  To  whom  would  you  have  paid  it  ? — I  should  have  advised  them,  as  I  did  Holland, 
to  have  nothing  to  do  with  Blinks  in  any  shape. 

4642.  According  to  your  practice  at  elections,  supposing  you  had  determined  to  secure 
them,  who  would  have  been  the  parties  employed  to  pay  the  money  ? — Tliere  is  no  question, 
if  Holland  had  canvassed  those  men,  and  they  had  promised  Holland  for  a  certain  sum, 
that  afterwards  he  would  have  come  to  me  for  the  money. 

4643.  Who  would  ?— Holland. 

4644.  And  you  would  have  paid  him  ? — When  he  produced  his  bilL  I  have  spent  so 
much  at  elections,  I  should  have  paid  him,  as  a  matter  of  course. 

4645.  Was  or  not  Blinks,  during  some  part  at  least  of  the  canvass,  a  sub-agent  of  or 
employed  by  the  Red  committee  ? — I  should  say  certainly  not. 

4646.  Was  it  not  in  the  course  of  the  canvass  he  quarrelled  with  your  committee  ? — I 
shoidd  say  not ;  not  that  I  am  aware  of 

4647.  When  was  it  he  quarrelled  with  them  ? — I  never  heard  that  he  did  quarrel. 

4648.  You  never  heai-d  any  dispute  about  money  ? — Not  the  least. 

4649.  Were  you  present  when  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  was  examined  ? — I  was  not  in 
Court,  till  yesterday,  when  I  was  examined. 

4650.  You  do  not  know  the  fact  that  he  transferred  his  services  to  the  Blues,  having 
quarreUed  with  the  red  committee  on  the  subject  of  remuneration  for  his  services  ? — Not 
that  I  am  aware  of.  If  I  may  state — this  is  a  voluntary  statement  as  to  this  man  Blinks, — 
I  think  he  would  blink  anybody  he  could  ;  that  he  was  so  connected  with  a  man  of  the 
name  of  Curtis,  liis  neighbour  opposite,  and  who  is  a  most  determined  radical,  therefore 
very  much  opposed  to  my  principles ;  and  I  was  certain  he  would  not  be  a  fidend  of  the 
Bed's  if  he  was  an  associate  of  liis. 

4651.  That  is  why  you  distrusted  him,  was  it  ? — Yes,  that  is  why  I  distrusted  him ;  I 
had  a  suspicion  of  him,  I  always  have  a  suspicion  of  those  men,  from  the  company  they 
keep. 

4652.  On  that  occasion  you  cautioned  Holland,  and  told  Holland  not  to  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  him  ? — I  told  him  not  to  have  anytliing  to  do  with  him  ;  not  that  I  was 
aware  at  that  time  Holland  was  going  to  do  anytliing  wrong. 

4653.  In  the  by-election  of  1841,  we  have  understood  that  1,000  sovereigns  were  sent 
down  in  a  box  ;  do  you  know  anything  about  that  ? — No ;  I  never  had  any  boxes. 

4654.  Was  a  Mr.  Thomas  King  engaged  with  you  in  that  election  ? — I  believe  not. 

4655.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Thomas  King  ? — Very  well  indeed. 

4656.  Was  he  not  employed  in  the  distribution  of  money  in  the  election  of  1841  ? — The 
first  election  ? 

4657. — ^Yes ;  the  first  election  I  am  talking  of? — Yes.  Then  I  beg  your  pardon  ;  I  wisl 
to  correct  my  last  answer,     I  thought  you  said  the  by-election. 

4658.  The  by-election  of  1841,  when  Mr-  Smythe  and  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson  stood  ?-^ 
Yes.    I  confused  the  two  together.     Now  I  wish  to  answer  different.   I  was  confusing  the 
two. 
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4659.  At  that  election  was  a  box  sent  down  containing  a  thousand  sovereigns  ? — I  am  Mr.  J.  Pbut 
not  aware  of  it,  -  Vf. 

4660.  Was  a  person  of  the  name  of  King  employed  with  you  in  that  election  ?—  18th  May  1853. 
Mr.  King,  so  far  as  employ  went,  was  a  gentleman  associated  with  Mr.  Smythe,  and  -^-^^ — ^—^ 
more  particularly  with  the  chairman,  Mr.  Partridge,  and  those.   I  knew  at  that  time  very 

little  of  Mr.  King,  only  as  a  gentleman  residing  in  Canterbury.  I  had  not  that  intimacy 
with  him,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  make  use  of  that  expression,  that  I  have  had  for  the 
last  few  years. 

4661'.  Is  Mr.  King  in  Canterbury  now  ? — Yes. 

4662.  In  that  election  of  1841,  the  single-handed  election,  am  I  to  understand  you  to 
say  that  all  the  pa3rments  you  made  were  by  means  of  money  orders  ? — ^All,  I  believe,  by 
orders.  I  produced  vouchers  for  every  sum  that  I  paid,  to  the  chairman,  which,  I  believe, 
was  transmitted  to  the  quarters. 

4663.  Had  you  any  sovereigns  intrusted  to  you  for  the  disbursement  of  the  different 
sums  of  money  ? — Out  of  the  money  that  I  paid  to  Engeham  and  others,  I  believe  they 
had  a  certain  sum  of  Mr.  King. 

4664.  About  how  much  ? — I  should  say  about  400i.  or  500Z. 

4665.  Were  those  all  in  sovereigns  ? — I  believe  they  were  ;  I  may  say  yes,  because  I  do 
not  think  I  had  any  notes. 

4666.  Did  you  never  heai-  from  Mr.  King  that  he  had  handed  over  to  him  a  box  containing 
a  thousand  sovereigns  at  that  election  ? — I  never  have  heard  of  a  box  containing  money. 
I  do  not  know  his  transactions.  All  I  know  is,  I  received  a  certain  sum  of  money,  400i. 
or  500i.,  from  Mr.  King,  by  an  order  from  Mr.  Partridge. 

4667-  Do  you  rememb^  any  person  or  persons  to  whom  you  gave  this  400Z.  or  500^., 
or  portions  of  it  ? — I  expect  it  was  to  Alley  or  Engeham,  or  one  of  those.  I  could  not 
apcJafy  where  the  money  went.   It  was  a  part  of  the  same  they  had. 

4668.  Did  you  receive  any  other  monies,  besides  the  400  or  500  sovereigns  in  sovereigns, 
from  any  other  person  at  that  election  ? — I  must  have  received  all  the  money  I  expended 
from  some  parties  or  other.    Of  course  I  did  not  furnish  my  own  frmds. 

4669.  That  is  to  say,  the  750/.  that  you  stated  you  gave  in  different  sums  to  Engeham 
and  Alley,  have  you  any  doubt  that  that  was  given  in  sovereigns  ? — I  believe  alL 

4670.  Was  that  given  in  sovereigns  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  tlie  money  being 
traced  ? — That  I  do  not  know.  I  was  not  aware  about  the  tracing  of  the  money  until  the 
last  election,  when  it  was  stated  the  money  would  be  paid  through  a  different  channel 
than  going  through  banks,  where  the  money  could  be  traced  for  a  particular  purpose.  I 
was  not  aware  that  it  was  important  until  this  last  election. 

4671.  We  understand  that  in  those  documents  that  were  destroyed,  relating  to  the 
election  of  1841,  that  there  were  the  names  of  as  many  as  60  bribers? — No  ;  I  could  not 
say  that. 

4672.  It  has  been  stated  in  evidence  that  those  documents  wliich  were  destroyed  con- 
tained the  names  of  at  least  60  bribei-s* ;  do  you  think  that  you  distributed  money  to  as  • 
many  as  60  persons  on  that  occasion  ? — No. 

4673.  Then  there  must  have  been  other  persons  besides  youi*self  employed  in  the  dis- 
tribution or  in  the  handing  over  money  to  others  for  the  purpose  of  bribery  ? — Un- 
questionably. 

4674.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  tell  us  who  those  persons  were  ? — That  I  cannot 
say.  Mr.  Partridge,  the  chairman  at  tliat  time,  was  connected  with  Mr.  Croasdill  and 
others.  He  may  have  employed  other  different  parties,  that  I  am  not  aware  of  I  can 
only  answer  for  that  particular  department  I  had  the  control  over  myself. 

4675.  Was  Mr.  King  so  employed,  do  you  think  ? — I  should  say  certainly  not. 

4676.  Who  were  the  persons  who  were  most  active  in  that  election  ? — I  should  say 
pretty  nigh  two  thirds  of  Canterbury. 

.  4677.  But  of  the  committee  ? — It  was  a  very  large  committee,  not  only  of  the  citizens, 
— I  might  say,  without  casting  a  slur  upon  the  other  party,  the  most  respectable  citizens, — 
and  the  most  respectable  coimty  gentlemen  ;  for  such  a  procession  as  went  up  with 
Mr.  Smythe  that  day  to  the  hustings  never  was  seen  and  never  will,  I  think,  be  seen 
again  in  Canterbury. 

4678.  You  say  you  were  aware  at  the  time  that  many  other  persons  were  employed  in 
distributing  money.  Try  ai^d  refresh  your  memory,  and  see  if  you  cannot  let  us  know  the 
names  of  some  of  those  persons  ? — As  I  said  before,  you  wish  me  to  name  the  parties  ;  but 
I  do  it  under  protest,  that  I  am  not  certain  whether  they  were  so  ;  but  I  should  suspect  a 
person  of  the  name  of  Bennett  was  one,  but  I  could  not  say  so  ;  I  only  thuik  so  from  his 
connexion  with  Mr.  CroasdilL 

4679.  It  is  perfectly  imderstood  with  what  reservation  you  make  the  statement ;  you 
say  you  think  Bennett  is  a  person  ? — Yes  ;  he  was  an  active  partizan. 

4680.  Edward  Bennett  ? — I  should  say  both  Edward  and  Fred. 

4681.  The  two  Bennetts? — They  were  all  connected  together  at  that  time. 

.    4682.  Can  you  give  us  the  names  of  any  other  persons  ? — I  cannot  call  to  mind. 

4683.  You  have  just  remembered  the  two  Bennetts  ? — I  came  here  to  tell  the  truth 
Anything.  I  can  remember,  I  will 

4684.  You  did  not  remember  the  two  Bennetts  before  ? — Yes,  I  remembered  them  a 
the  time }  but  you  wished  a  second  time  for  me  to  say,  and  I  said  it  under  that  protect. 
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Mr.  J.  Ftmu  4685.  Perbaps  you  can  give  us  the  names  of  other  persons,  under  the  same  reseryation  ? 

.  — ^-  We  imderstand  that  you  do  not  charge  these  persons  directly  with  anything ;  you  merely 

18th  May  1853.    g^^y^  i  think  these  persons  were  engaged  in  the  distribution  of  money  ? — I  do  not  recollect 
•  -  any  others. 

4686.  Try.  You  can  if  you  like  ? — I  would  do  it  so  fiu:  with  pleasure  ;  I  would  speak 
to  it.  If  you  will  mention  any  particular  name  you  have  heard,  firom  information  given, 
I  will  tell  you  directly.     I  do  not  recollect  any  particular  name  mysel£ 

4687.  Was  Admans  employed  at  that  election  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  o£ 

4688.  You  have  stated  in  your  evidence  you  think  at  that  election  you  gave  money 
to  other  persons  besides  Alley  and  KTigftha.m  to  a  considerable  amount.  Try  and  recollect 
tiie  names  of  some  of  those  other  persons  to  whom  you  gave  money  ? — Large  amounts  I 
should  say  I  did  not,  but  in  small  amoimts,  of  very  likely  20?.  or  40i.,  there  might  have 
been ;  but  I  do  not  think  I  did,  because  I  think  I  was  wholly  instructed,  if  I  am  right  in 
my  recollection  at  that  time,  to  do  with  Alley  and  Engeham. 

4689.  What  you  have  stated  with  respect  to  Alley  and  Engeham  is,  you  remember  those 
persons  more  especially  because  those  were  the  persons  to  whom  you  gave  large  sums  of 
money  at  the  time  ? — Yes  ;  I  had  orders  to  do  so. 

4690.  You  have  also  stated  that  you  think  at  that  election  you  gave  money  to  others 
in  much  smaller  sums  than  those  you  paid  to  Alley  and  Engeham ;  those  smaller  sums 
amounting  to  a  considerable  total  ? — If  I  did  say  so,  very  likely  I  am  in  error  in  saying 
to  a  considerable  sum,  because  I  do  not  think  I  gave  a  considerable  sum  beyond  those 
sums  I  gave  to  Alley  and  Engeham.  I  might  have  given  small  sums  to  different  parties ; 
but  I  hS.ve  no  recollection  of  any  one.  Supposing  that  is  correct  what  I  state  about  the 
Bennetts,  I  might  have  given  them  some ;  but  I  could  not  state,  if  I  did,  what  amount  I 
gave  them,  but  such  sum  as  the  others. 

4691.  How  much  .do  you  suppose  you  gave  to  other  people  besides  the  7502.  that  you 
gave  to  Alley  and  Engeham  ? — I  cannot  recollect. 

4692.  Should  you  say  2002.  or  3002.  ?— K I  say  it  it  is  only  a  guess. 

4693.  I  only  ask  you  to  give  that  kind  of  information  that  it  is  in  your  power  to 
furnish  ? — I  cannot  furnish  any  more.  If  you  say  5002.,  I  should  say  it  might  have  been 
that,  or  you  might  say  3002.     I  cannot  say  whether  it  was  1,  8,  3,  4,  or  5002. 

4694.  Could  you  say  it  was  1,0002.  ?— Certainly  not 

4695.  It  might  have  been  1,0002. — Oh  dear  no. 

4696.  Might  it  have  been  6002.  ?— No. 

4697.  Might  it  have  been  3002.  ? — I  should  say  not. 

4698.  Might  it  have  been  2002.  ?— It  might. 

4699.  Now  we  have  got  9502.,  or  thereabouts,  that  you  say  was  expended,  you  have 
no  doubt,  for  the  purpose  of  bribery  ? — ^More  than  that. 

4700.  You  have  said  you  have  no  doubt  a  sum  amounting  to  nearly  3,0002.  was 
expended  at  that  election  for  the  purpose  of  bribery  ? — I  heard  so. 

4701.  Can  you  give  us  any  information  with  respect  to  the  other  2,0002.  ? — Not  the 
least. 

4702.  What  are  the  Bennetts  ? — ^The  &ther  was  formerly  a  brewer,  and  they  were 
engaged  in  the  spirit  and  porter  line. 

4703.  I  was  wrong.  You  gave  to  Engeham  first  an  order  for  2002.,  and  then  an  order 
for  3002.  ? — No ;  I  gave  him  the  cash.     I  had  an  order  to  give  it  him. 

4704.  Then  an  order  for  3002.,  then  2502.,  making  together  7502.  \—l  think  the  last 
sum  was  2002. ;  I  recollect  the  last  sum  was  2002. 

4705.  That  was  all  given  in  sovereigns ;  all  in  gold  ? — All  in  gold. 

4706.  Alley  4002.  at  four  different  times  ?— Yes. 

4707.  1002.  each  time?— 1002.  each  time. 

4708.  That  was  aU  given  in  gold  ? — ^All  given  in  gold. 

4709.  This  additional  2002.,  or  about  2002.,  that  you  say  you  gave,  but  you  do  not 
remember  the  persons  to  whom  you  gave  it,  was  that  all  given  in  gold  ? — ^All  that  went 
through  my  hands  was  in  gold.  When  I  was  employed  afterwards,  I  had  an  order  to  pay 
the  tradesmen's  biUs  ;  then  cheques  were  given  for  the  amountj  and  of  course  I  changed 
them  in  notes  and  gold,  as  it  was  required,  and  returned  the  vouchers  to  the  persons  by 
whom  I  was  authorized  to  do  so.  Having  expended  that  money,  then  I  had  another  cheque 
for  the  sum.  The  usual  way  is  to  send  a  cheque  for  the  amount  of  the  bills,  return  than, 
and  then  have  a  cheque  for  more. 

4710.  At  that  Section,  do  you  know  whether  there  was  any  person  thai  received  a 
considerable  sum  of  money  for  the  purpose  of  voting  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  of;  not  one 
person. 

471 1 .  Not  one  person  ? — ^No. 

4712.  Have  you  heard  it  reported  that  any  one  person  received  a  considerable  stun  of 
money  at  that  election  ? — Never,  to  my  recollection. 

4713.  Do  you  think  that  the  whole  of  the  money  that  was  distributed  at  that  election 
for  the  purposes  of  bribery  went  to  the  persons  whose  votes  were  bought  ? — No  question 
of  it. 

4714.  The  whole  of  it  ? — The  money  that  the  different  parties  received  they  paid  no 
doubt  to  the  parties  they  pr(»nised  it  to. 

4715.  You  do  not  answer  my  question.    Do  you  think  that  the  whole  of  the  monqr 
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ikai  ws^  given  at  ihat  election  to  pay  bribes,  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  votes,  was       Mr.  J.  Pout. 
expended  by  them  in  making  those  purchases? — No  question  about  it.  .J 

471 6.  Do  you  think  none  of  it  stuck  by  the  way  ? — I  am  sure  I  would  not  charge  any     18th  May  185^. 
one  with  that.  They  must  answer  for  their  own  sins.  _:: 

4717.  Do  you  think  persons  run  this  risk  for  nothing  ? — I  should  very  much  doubt  it 
take  them  in  the  general  way,  especially  were  such  large  sums  are  paid. 

471 8.  If  a  person  is  intrusted  with  7001.  or  800?.,  for  the  pmrpose  of  bribery,  do  not 
you  think  that  very  frequently  at  least  half  of  that  sum  of  money  is  likely  to  stick  in 
his  pocket  ? — No,  I  should  hope  not.    I  dare  say  they  have  a  commission. 

471 9.  Have  you  heard  anything  about  a  commission ;  you  say  you  dare  say  they  would 
have  a  ocMnmission  ? — Oh  no. 

4720.  Do  you  mean  any  agreement  between  the  parties  who  ftimish  the  money,  or 
some  commission  which  iJiey  claim  themselves  ? — No,  not  claim,  but  take. 

4721.  Tolls  1— Yes;  tolls. 

4722.  Misappropriated  ? — I  do  not  know.  It  was  all  misappropriated,  and  in  a  verj' 
bad  way. 

4728.  What  was  your  own  remuneration  at  each  election  ? — The  friendship  of  the 
gentlemen  ih&t  1  served. 

4724.  No  money  ? — Not  a  penny,  I  can  say  most  conscientiously.  All  the  elections  I 
have  been  money  out  of  pocket  by  my  time  and  services.  I  have  never  had  a  present  of 
any  description;  but  I  am  happy  to  say  I  have  made  friendships  that  I  trust  will  last 
during  my  Hfe. 

4725.  Yo  are  not  so  charitable  towards  your  neighboiUB  as  you  are  to  yourself? — In 
what  way. 

4726.  You  incurred  great  risks  for  nothing  ? — I  did  not  consider  I  was  incurring  great 
risk,  under  this  plea  ;  I  was  acting  under  those  who  I  thought  knew  better  about  those 
things  than  I  did. 

4727.  Perhaps  those  men  to  whom  you  gave  the  money  considered  they  were  acting 
mider  orders  from  a  person  who  knew  more  about  the  matter  than  they  did  ? — I  do  not 
know  ;  they  might  have  done  so. 

4728.  Can  you  say  whether  Mr.  Walker,  the  soUoitor,  received  any  money  from  you 
at  any  election. — Only  in  the  payment  of  bills,  or  those  sort  of  things,  that  he  might, 
when  he  was  sheriflf. 

4729.  No  present  ? — Not  in  the  least. 

4730.  No  commission  ? — Not  the  least. 

4731.  No  money  to  be  expended  ? — No. 

4732.  Nothing  to  remimerate  voters  ? — No. 

4783.  You  stated  just  now  what  your  practice  would  have  been  in  a  case  which  I  put 
to  yoiL  I  ask  you,  as  a  matter  of  feet,  did  you,  after  the  election,  or  during  the  election, 
or  before  the  last  election,  pay  any  money  whatever  to  Mr.  Holland  for  bringing  up 
voters  or  for  securing  votes  ? — All  I  paid  Mr.  Holland  was,  I  think,  a  small  bill  that  he 
brought  in  of  6?.,  or  4^,  or  5?. 

4734.  What  was  that  for  ? — I  do  not  know  now. 

4785.  Was  it  for  voters  ? — It  might  have  been  for  voters,  or  expenses  of  election ;  I 
cannot  call  that  to  mind.    T  recollect  the  circumstance,  now  you  mention  it. 

4736.  Did  he  state  it  was  for  monies  he  had  been  out  of  pocket  ? — No.  I  forget  the 
conversation. 

4737.  Did  he  ask  for  101,  ?— No . 

4738.  How  much  did  he  ask  for,  first  ? — He  only  produced  a  biU,  I  think  that  he  had 
paid,  of  4:L  lOa.  or  51. ;  nothing  more. 

4739.  He  produced  a  biU  ?— Yes. 

4740.  Did  the  bill  amount  to  the  sum  that  you  paid  him  ? — Yes. 

4741.  Do  you  remember  what  that  bill  was  for  ? — No,  I  do  not  know. 

4742.  Have  you  got  that  bill  ? — They  were  all  destroyed.  I  told' you  all  the  bills  were 
destroyed. 

4743.  To  prevent  questions  hereafter  ? — ^That  I  suppose  was  the  reason. 

4744.  And  that  among  the  rest  t — ^All  went ;  they  passed  from  my  hands. 

4745.  You  do  not  appear  to  have  examined  the  bill  very  accurately  ? — I  had  no  authorit}- 
"  to  examine  any  of  them. 

4746.  When  the  bills  were  brought  to  you  by  Holland,  or  anybody  else,  you  did  not 
examine  them,  but  merely  looked  at  the  amounts,  and  then  gave  them  an  order  for  the 
gam  ? — I  will  not  be  certain  whether  that  bill  of  Mr.  Holland's  was  among  the  bills  that 
went  to  Mr.  Kingford's  with  the  others. 

4747.  Will  you  be  certain  that  he  brought  a  bill  at  all  ? — ^Yes,  most  assuredly. 

4748.  But  what  it  was  for  you  will  not  be  certain  ;  it  was  not  a  twelvemonth  ago  ? — 
I  was  thinking  what  it  might  be  for. 

4749.  Was  it  not  a  bribe  ? — Well,  it  might  be  ;  but  I  will  not  swear  to  that.  I  will  not 
be  quite  positive  on  that,  whether  the  bill  was  for  any  particular  name  mentioned  there, 
or  whether  it  was  for  money  expended ;  I  will  not  say. 

4760.  You  were  vei^^  earful  about  running  any  risk  yourself;  perhaps  you  did  not 
care  to  examine  very  particularly  into  the  items  t — I  did  not  pay  any  particular  attention 

to  it  •-■-•-   ^       ^      -  —     -^    - 

T  4 


Digitized  by 


Google 


152    EVIDENCE  takeK  before  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  iKquire  ikto 

jl/).,  J  Pout.  4751.  Have  you  any  doubt  but  what  it  was  a  bribe  ? — I  cannot  say ;   a  part  of  it 

might  liave  been  ;  I  do  not  mean  to  say  it  was  not ;  I  do  not  mean  to  fence  the  question 

I8th  May  1853.     at  all. 

■  4752.  I  am  requested  to  ask  you  this  question,  Were  the  committee-rooms  held  at  your 

house  in  1841  ? — Yes,  at  my  warehouse  ;  not  my  own  private  residence. 

4753.  Did  you  charge  for  the  use  of  those  rooms  ? — Mr.  Kingsford  put  down,  I  think, 
20i.  for  the  use  of  the  rooms  for  about  three  weeks. 

4754.  Was  any  charge  sent  in  for  coals? — No. 

4755.  None? — No.    I  have  heard  that  story. 

4756.  That  is  a  question  I  am  requested  to  put  to  you;  is  there  any  truth  in  it? — No, 
not  the  least.  I  am  afraid  it  emanated  from  those  who  are  rather  envious  than  otherwiseL 
I  heard  that  that  statement  was  made  here  in  Court ;  and  I  saw  Mr.  Smythe,  and  asked 
him  the  question,  whether  he  said  such  a  thing,  as  I  imderstood  he  had  said  so.  He  said, 
"  No,  I  have  no  recollection  of  it ;  I  heard  of  it,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such 
charge,  neither  do  I  believe  it." 

4757.  The  question  was  put  to  Mr.  Smythe,  and  he  denied  it? — Oh  yes.  Denied  it,  as 
I  should  think  a  gentleman  like  him  would  deny  it. 

4758.  It  is  desirable,  both  for  your  own  ohai'acter  and  the  character  of  Mr.  Smythe,  that 
not  only  Mr.  Smythe  himself  should  deny  it,  but  that  you  should  deny  it  on  your  oath  ? — I 
was  very  much  annoyed  when  a  party  came  from  the  Hall,  and  told  me  that  I  was  going 
to  write  to  Mr.  Smythe ;  but  going  up  the  street  I  met  Mr.  Smythe  with  a  gentleman, 
and  then  I  asked  him  the  question ;  and  he  said  (I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  correct  or 
not),  "  Take  care  what  you  say ;  there  is  one  of  the  Commissioners  with  me."  I  said,  "  I 
do  not  care  whether  it  is  a  Commissioner  or  nob."  I  asked  him  about  it,  and  he  said, 
"  No,  I  said  no  such  thing,  neither  do  I  beUeve  it."  And  I  am  quite  sure  Mr.  Smythe 
would  not  say  so, 

4759. — Do  you  remember  any  payment  to  Mr.  Wight  wick  the  solicitor  ? — No,  I  do  not. 


JjyrdT.P.  CUnton.  Lord  Thomas  Pelham  Clinton  sworn,  and  examined. 


4760.  I  believe  your  Lordship  was  a  candidate  here  in  1847  ? — 1  was. 

4761.  At  the  general  election  ? — Yes. 

4762.  Standing  upon  what  was  called  the  Red  or  Tory  interest  ? — Yes. 

4763.  Were  you  upon  that  occasion  opposed  by  Mr.  Vance  and  Mr.  Smythe  ? — I  was 
with  Mr.  Vance,  and  opposed  against  Lord  Albert  Conyingham  and  Mr.  Smythe. 

4764.  Was  your  Lordship  connected  by  family  ties  or  otherwise  with  Canterbury  ?— » 
Not  the  least. 

4765.  What  induced  your  Lordship  to  offer  yourself  as  a  candidate  for  the  honour 
of  the  representation  ? — It  was  through  a  Mr.  Gillet  Gridley.  I  imderstood  from  him  that 
Lord  PoUington  was  coming  up  to  stand  for  the  city.  He  came  to  me  on  Saturday,  and 
said  that  Lord  PoUington's  address  would  be  out  on  the  Monday  ;  but  for  some  particular 
reason  he  had  altered  his  mind,  and  did  not  wish  to  stand  for  Canterbury,  and  that  he 
particularly  wished  to  get  to  get  some  one  else  to  stand  in  his  place.  Mr.  Gridley  came 
to  me,  and  asked  me  if  I  would  do  so,  upon  certain  conditions,  which  were,  that  I  should 
be  held  harmless  with  regard  to  money.  I  said  I  had  no  money  for  elections,  and  if  they 
would  do  so  I  might  probably  stand.  I  then  went  to  Major  Beresford  on  that  Simday, 
and  I  agreed  gith  him  that  I  would  come  down  in  Lord  Pollington  s  place,  on  condition 
that  I  had  no  money  to  expend ;  and  under  that  condition  I  came.  I  understood  that  the 
money  was  to  be  furnished  in  this  way  :  Lord  Pollington  said,  that  he  would  lay  down 
some  part  of  the  money  for  anybody  who  woidd  take  his  place,  and  Major  Beresford,  I 
believe,  was  to  supply  the  remainder,  and  I  believe  they  sent  down  500Z.  on  my  account. 

4766.  Who  is  Mr.  Gridley  ? — He  is  a  solicitor, 

4767.  In  London  ? — In  London. 

4768.  Is  he  connected,  do  you  know,  with  Canterbury  ? — Not  in  the  least. 

4769.  Did  he  come  down  with  you  ? — He  came  down  with  me. 

4770.  Do  you  know  to  whom  the  money  was  intrusted  ? — The  money  was  intrusted 
or  sent  down  by  Major  Beresford,  or  through  Major  Beresford,  I  believe,  to  the  com- 
mittee.    Whether  it  was  lodged  in  the  bank  or  not  I  do  not  know. 

4771 .  It  did  not  pass  through  your  Lordship's  hands  ? — Nothing  passed  through  my 
hands  at  all, 

4772.  Was  Doctor  Lochee  chairman  of  your  committee  ? — Mr.  Gumey  Croasdill  was  the 
chairman. 

4773.  Were  you  in  communication  with  him  ? — No  ;  any  more  than  I  met  liim  in  the 
committee-room. 

4774.  Were  you  at  all  aware  of  the  practices  which  were  had  recoiu^e  to  to  secmre 
votes  ? — Not  in  the  least.    If  I  had  been  I  should  not  have  came  down. 

4775.  Was  your  Lordship  at  all  aware  that  there  had  been  a  system  of  colour  tickets  ? 
—  I  understood  during  the  election  colour  tickets  were  given  out ;  but  I  was  told  that 
that  was  the  practice  here,  and  I  did  not  take  any  further  notice  about  it, 

4776.  Was  your  attention  called  to  their  being  illegal  ? — ^No. 
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4777.  Were  you  aware  that  they  were  illegal  ? — Not  in  the  least    It  was  done  quite  Lord  T.  P.  CHntoti. 
openly,  as  far  as  I  imderstood,     I  understood  it  was  done  openly  on  both  sides. 

4778.  Now  during  the  election,  or  rather  during  the  polling-day,  were  you  and  Mr.  Vance     18th  May  1853i 

apparently  in  a  prosperous  state  ? — Yes ;  we  wei-e  at  the  head  of  the  poll  for  nearly  two       -=- 

hours,  and  after  that  we  gradually  got  to  the  bottom  of  the  list  by  a  veiy  large  majority. 

4779.  Was  anything  brought  to  your  Lordships'  notice  during  the  election  day  which 
would  induce  you  to  believe  that  the  other  side,  the  Blues,  were  having  recourse  to 
improper  or  illegal  practices  ? — Yes  ;  it  was  noised  all  through  the  town,  in  an  hour 
and  a  half  or  two  hours  after  the  polling  commenced,  that  a  large  sum  had  come  down 
either  from  Lady  Conyngham  or  Mr.  Demson ;  they  stated  to  the  amount  of  5,000i.  I  do 
not  know  what  the  sum  was,  but  from  about  that  time  we  gradually  got  lower  upon  the 
poll. 

4780.  The  moment  that  intelligence  got  abroad  your  majority  began  to  diminish  ? — 
Yes. 

4781.  Was  anjrthing  openly  said  or  done  to  indicate  tliat  there  was  any  truth  in  that  ? 
— ^After  the  election  was  over,  when  Mr.  Vance  s  cousin,  and  I  and  Mr.  Gridley,  were 
standing  on  the  balcony,  when  Mr.  Smythe's  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  people  were 
parading  the  town,  a  good  many  of  them  were  rather  drunk,  and  as  they  passed  our 
window  there  was  one  man  held  up  a  bag,  either  of  sovereigns  or  shillings,  I  do  not  know 
what  it  was,  but  a  bag  of  money,  and  he  shook  it  up  in  our  faces,  and  said,  **  It  was 
this  that  did  it  ;*'  and  he  said  they  had  no  money  yesterday,  and  he  said,  "  If  you  had 
the  same  money  you  would  come  in.  You  shall  come  in  next  time."  I  suppose  he  was  too 
drunk  to  know  he  was  doing  any  harm  to  his  own  party,  otherwise  probably  he  would 
not  have  done  it. 

4782.  This  was  said  openly  ? — In  the  street. 

4783.  In  the  midst  of  his  own  party  ? — Yes. 

4784.  Apostrophising  you,  the  Conservative  candidates,  in  the  balcony  ? — Yes. 

4785.  Addressing  you  ? — Addressing  us  who  were  standing  in  the  o]>en  balcony  at  the 
Rose.  Mr.  Vance  was  not  there ;  he  had  left  the  room  ;  but  Mr.  Vance's  cousin  and 
Mr.  Gridley  were  both  out  on  the  balcony. 

4786.  I  understood  your  Lordship  to  say  you  personally  were  wholly  unaware  of  any 
illegal  or  improper  ptactice  at  the  election  ? — I  was  not  aware  whether  there  were  any 
illegal  practices  on  our  side.  As  I  said  before,  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  money  part  of 
the  business  at  all ;  no  money  passed  through  my  hands  in  any  way. 

4787.  The  sum  that  was  found  on  your  part  being  about  a  sum  that  would  fairly  repre- 
sent the  ordinary  legal  expenses  of  a  contested  election  ? — Yes ;  as  I  undertood  from  the 
committee,  that  would  be  about  the  sum  required. 

4788.  You  did  not  petition  against  the  return  upon  that  occasion.  Lord  Thomas  ? — No. .1. 

4789.  Did  you  contemplate  a  petition  ? — No ;  I  had  not  the  slightest  notion  of  it.  ^ 

4790.  You  said  that  some  of  the  money  came  from  Lord  Pollington  ? — I  do  not  know 
who  it  came  from ;  but  I  understood  Lord  Pollington  said  that  he  would  pay  so  much  if 
Major  Beresford  would  supply  the  rest 

4791.  And  that  Major  Beresford  sent  this  money  in  some  way  or  other  to  the  com- 
mittee ? — The  money  altogether  came  through  Major  Beresford.  Who  paid  Major  Beresford 
the  money  I  cannot  say. 

4792   The  whole  came  from  Major  Beresford  ? — Yea 

4793.  You  do  not  know  in  what  form  it  came  ? — Not  the  least. 

4794.  Whether  it  came  in  notes,  cheques,  or  gold  ? — Not  the  least. 

4795.  Was  there  any  secrecy  practised  in  the  remittance  ? — Not  the  least  in  the  world 
that  I  am  aware  of. 

4796.  You  spent  no  money  of  yom*  own  ? — I  had  to  pay  some  bills  which  I  found  were 
not  paid,  afterwards,  and  I  understood  the  reason  why  they  were  not  paid  was,  that 
Mr.  Gumey  CroasdiU  had  gone  off  with  about  500i.  of  the  money  which  was  to  have  gone 
towards  the  election  expenses. 

4797.  With  the  whole  of  the  money  ? — I  understood  he  had  taken  500Z. ;  what  sum  he 
did  take  I  do  not  know. 

4798.  What  sum  came  down  ? — 500?.  I  understood  had  come  down  after  the  election, 
or  something  about  tliat  sum. 

4799.  And  more  before  the  election  ? — I  think  there  was,  altogether,  came  through 
Major  Beresford,  something  like  750Z.  t 

4800.  How  much  had  your  Lordship  to  pay  in  consequence  of  this  ? — Oh,  very  small 
bills  ;  the  hotel  bill ;  I  had  to  pay  my  half  of  the  hotel  bill,  and  two  or  three  other  little 
bills  that  were  not  paid  ;  that  was  about  a  year  and  a  half  afterwards. 

4801.  The  amount  which  Mr.  CroasdiU  had  in  his  hands  was  sufficient  to  have  paid 
off  all  demands  except  what  your  Lordsliip  paid  ? — I  believe  the  least  amount  that 
Mr.  CroasdiU  had,  as  I  understood,  would  have  been  quite  sufficient,  and  there,  would 
have  been  money  returned. 

4802.  Was  anybody  else  besides  your  Lordship  called  upon  to  pay  anything  in  conse- 
quence of  Mr.  CroasdiU's  departure  ? — Mr.  Vance. 

4803.  He  paid  exactly  the  same  as  your  Lordship  ? — I  do  not  know  what  Mr.  Vance 
peid  ;  but  I  know,  with  regard  to  the  hotel  bill,  he  paid  half  and  I  paid  half  There  were 
a  few  other  little  biUs  ;  one  for  advertisements. 

U 


Digitized  by 


Google 


\64f    EVIDENCE  taken  before  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  inquire  into 

Lord  T.  P.  Clinton.       4804.  Have  you  aiiy  idea  what  the  amount  was  incurred  on  yoiu-  side  and  Mr.  Vance's 
*  at  all  on  that  occasion  ? — I  fancy  it  must  have  been  something  Uke  l,700i. ;  but  I  do  not 

18Ui  May  1853.     really  know  what  Mr.  Vance  put  down.    I  never  asked  him,  and  he  never  told  me. 

.  4805.  I  imderstood  you  this  money  which  Major  Beresford  sent  down  was  for  you,  and 

not  for  Mr.  Vance  ? — For  me,  and  Mr.  Vance  was  to  pay  his  own  expenses. 

.  4806.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  Mr.  Vance's  financial  arrangements  ? — Not  the 
least.    He  never  told  me,  and  I  never  asked  him. 

4807.  I  understood  your  Lordship  to  say  that  700Z.  was  paid  altogether  upon  your 
account ;  500i.  previous  to  the  election,  and  300Z.  after  the  election  ? — I  am  not  quite 
Oertain  what  sum  was  sent  afterwards.  It  was  not  done  through  me.  I  fency  it  was 
either  200i.  or  250i. 

4808.  There  was  500?.,  we  understand,  sent  down  to  Mr.  Gurney  Croasdill ;  half  of 
the  500i.  was  contributed  by  your  Lordship  ? — I  suppose  half  was  mine  and  half 
Mr.  Vance'a  If  you  will  allow  me  to  suggest  if  you  woidd  examine  Mr.  Gridley,  you 
would  find  out  more  particulars  firom  him  than  from  me;  the  money  passed  through 

him. 

4809.  Your  Lordship  was  not  aware,  when  you  contributed  the  250Z.,  or  whatever  it 
might  be,  towards  this  500?.,  that  l,800i.  had  already  been  expended  for  that  election  ? — 
I  do  not  think  so  much  had  been  expended. 

4810.  We  have  had  it  in  evidence  here  ? — It  was  only  500Z.  upon  my  account. 

4811.  Not  on  your  account,  but  altogether  ? — I  did  not  thiiiJi  there  had  been  more 
than  1,700Z.  at  this  moment  spent  upon  the  election. 

4812.  Youjr  impression  was  it  was  not  more  than  1,700Z.,  including  that? — Including 
the  last  500?.  As  Mr.  Croasdill  did  not  pay  it,  it  really  did  not  go  to  the  expenses  of  the 
election,  and  I  imagined  there  was  only  1,750?.  spent  altogether,  with  the  500?.  I  do 
not  say  that  I  may  not  be  wrong.    I  do  not  know  what  Mr.  Vance  paid. 

4813.  And  you  did  not  know  at  that  time  ? — No,  and  I  have  never  asked  the  question 
since. 

4814.  I  merely  call  your  attention  to  the  fact,  that  it  has  been  proved  here  that  500?. 
was  sent  down  after  the  election,  when  1,800/.  had  already  been  expended  ;  you  are  not 
aware  of  that  circumstance  ? — No,  I  am  not  the  least  aware  that  1,800/.  had  been 
expended. 

4815.  Does  your  Lordship  know  of  any  cliarge  that  was  made  at  the  election  which 
appeared  to  you  to  be  exorbitant  ? — I  never  saw  any  of  the  bills  at  all.  I  really  do  not 
know  how  the  money  went. 


Alderman  J,  Brent.  Alderman  John  Brent  recalled. 


4816.  You  told  us,  either  the  first  or  second  day  of  the  inquiry,  that  you  handed  over 
the  balance  of  the  money  which  you  had  received  for  Colonel  Romilly's  election  to- 
Mr.  Coppock  ;  you  passed  it  to  Ixim  ? — Yes,  I  did  ;  I  paid  it  into  his  own  hands. 

4817.  Who  directed  you  to  communicate  with  Mr.  Coppock?  You  did  not  know^who 
the  money  came  from.  How  did  you  know  who  to  give  the  balance  to  ? — I  cannot  tell 
you  that  now.  I  suspected  that  he  was  acting  for  Colonel  Romilly,  and  consequently  I 
gave  the  money  back  to  him,  which  he  took  as  such,  and  therefore  I  so  considered  it. 

4818.  You  must  have  had  some  reason  for  addressing  yourself  to  Mr.  Coppock  to 
receive  so  large  a  sum  as  210?.  odd.  Had  you  any  statement  from  Colonel  Roinilly  ? — 
Not  a  word  upon  the  subject. 

4819.  Who  told  you  to  take  the  money  to  Mr.  Coppock  ? — I  wish  as  to  that  part  to 
make  a  little  correction  in  that.  I  do  not  think  I  paid  the  express  balance  ;  I  think  I 
went  up  to  town  with  the  intention  of  paying  150?.,  which  would  have  been  very  nearly 
the  balance,  leaving  a  sum  in  my  hands  for  extra  contingencies ;  but  I  think,  upon  re- 
flection, I  only  paid  Mr.  Coppock  100?.,  and  I  retained  50?.  for  other  contingencies,  which 
I  have  in  my  hands  still  as  a  balance. 

4820.  You  told  us  the  other  day  that  you  paid  over  a  balance  of  208?.  to  Mr.  Coppock ; 
is  that  the  fact  ? — No,  it  is  not  the  fact ;  and  I  was  going  to  explain  that  to  you.  I 
rather  think  it  was  from  the  Honourable  Commissioner  sitting  here,  who  put  a  question 
to  me.  He  said,  "  What  would  be  the  balance  ?"  I  said,  "  That  is  very  easily  ascer- 
tained." He  divided  then  the  sum.  I  never  stated  any  smn  that  I  paid,  but  I  stated  it 
tja  a  balance/' 

4821.  What  sum  did  you  pay  over? — 100?. 

4822.  The  difference  between  100?.  and  208?.  you  still  retain  ?— The  difference  I  still 
retain,  having  made  an  expenditure  for  registration  and  private  expenses  of  that  sort. 
I  think,  upon  reflection,  I  met  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  in  town,  and  I  told  him  I  had 
come  up  with  the  intention  of  paying  a  sum  of  money  out  of  the  election  which  I  had  in 
my  hands ;  and  he  said,  "  I  think  you  had  better  not  pay  so  large  a  sum  as  that ;  the  pro- 
bability is  there  will  be  something  requisite  for  the  elections  f  and  that  I  should  pay  over 
only  1 00?. ;  and  I  think  I  also  asked  him,  "  Then  who  shall  I  pay  it  to  t'  and  he  said, 
"  I  think  you  had  better  give  it  to  Mr.  Coppock  \\  but  the  impression  all  along  in  my 
mind  was  that  it  was  money  paid  on  account  of  Colonel  Romilly,  which  he  states  was 
not  the  feict.     I  presumed  it  was  a  large  subscription. 
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1823.  Colonel  RoraiUy  cx)uld  not  explain  it,  or  would  not  explain  it.    1  am  only  asking  AUeriMmJ.BrttU. 
you  how  you  came  to  take  the  balance  back  to  Mr.  Coppock  ?     Did  you  go  to  town  to  — 

meet  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  by  appointment  i — No.  18th  May  1858. 

482i.  Did  you  meet  him  by  accident  ? — I  called  upon  him.  ■   , .,,.. 

4825.  For  what  purpose  ? — As  I  always  do  wlien  1  go  to  town  ;  I  am  on  most  intimate 
terms  with  him. 

4826.  Did  you  call  upon  him  for  the  purpose  of  knowing  to  whom  you  should  pay 
back  that  money  ? — 1  did  not. 

4827.  Did  you  go  to  London  upon  the  speculation  of  finding  somebody  who  would  lay 
a  claim  to  the  money  ? — No.  You  put  these  questions  so  quickly  I  cannot  answer  you. 
1  teU  you,  having  always  consulted  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  on  aU  election  matters, 
that  I  thought,  having  this  money  in  my  hand,  finding  450Z.  paid  in  to  my  account,  and 
having  only  expended  about  210/.  or  212i.,  I  then  went  to  town,  presuming  that  I  should, 
as  I  naturally  should,  call  on  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  and  that  I  should  get  some  infor- 
mation from  him  as  to  what  I  should  do  with  the  balance. 

4828.  Then  you  did  go  to  London  for  the  purpose  of  consulting  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham as  to  what  you  should  do  with  the  balance  ? — No ;  I  did  not  go  purposely,  but  1  was 
in  town,  and  being  in  town,  I  did  call  upon  him  with  it. 

4829.  Did  you  leave  this  city  with  that  balance,  with  no  intention  of  consulting  any 
body  what  you  should  do  with  it  ? — No,  certainly  not. 

4830.  Who  did  you  intend  to  consult? — The  only  person  I  should  have  consulted 
would  be  Lord  Albert  Conyngham. 

4831.  Did  you  go  to  his  house  with  the  intention  of  consulting  him  ? — It  may  be  ooik- 
sidered  so.  I  called  upon  him,  and  had  a  great  deal  of  conversation  upon  the  elections 
generally,  and  other  matters. 

4832.  Are  we  to  imderstand  that  it  was  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  who  told  you  to 
take  the  lOOi.  back  to  Mr.  Coppock? — Yes,  I  think  it  was. 

4833.  Do  not  give  it  a  thought  ? — You  allow  other  witnesses  to  say  they  think.  I 
believe  it  was  so.    I  am  speaking  upon  my  oath. 

4834.  Will  you  swear  you  had  no  communication  with  any  other  party  than  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham,  as  to  who  was  entitled  to  the  balance  ? — I  will  swear  that  positively ; 
that  I  had  not  any  communication  with  anybody  whatever  upon  that  subject.  I  foimd, 
as  I  told  you,  money  paid  in  to  my  account.  I  found  it  was  imnecessary  to  expend  that 
sum  of  money,  there  not  being  a  contest. 

4835.  We  have  had  all  that  ? — I  wish  to  explain. 

4836.  Do  not  let  us  have  the  note  encumbered  with  utterly  useless  matter  ? — But  I 
wish  to  explain  to  you  every  transaction  that  I  am  aware  of  that  came  to  my  mind  at  the 
time.  I  can  tell  you  now,  on  caUing  to  mind  one  circumstance,  that  I  drew  out  from 
the  bank  150^ 

4837.  What  bank  ? — The  London  and  County  Bank ;  lOOi.  and  a  60i.  note,  I  believe 
they  gave  me.  It  was  my  intention  to  have  paid  that  over  when  I  had  obtained  the 
information  of  whom  the  parties  were  I  should  pay. 

4838.  Was  the  money  in  the  bank  in  your  name  ? — Yes. 

4839.  To  your  credit?— Yes. 

4840.  Who  informed  you  of  that  fact,  that  there  was  a  sum  of  money  to  youi*  credit  in 
the  London  and  County  Bank  ? — I  called  in  there,  and  asked  if  there  was  any  money 
paid.     I  presumed  Colonel  Romilly  would  have  sent  me  money  down  after  that. 

4841.  You  knew  there  was  money  coming  ? — I  did  not  know  it  from  him,  but  having 
told  Colonel  Romilly  incidentally  that  the  expenses  would  come  to  about  400?.  or  500i. 

4842.  After  you  saw  Colonel  Romilly,  and  told  him  that,  did  you  see  Mr.  Coppock  ? — 
I  did  not. 

4843.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Coppock  at  all  before  the  election  ? — No,  I  did  not 

4844.  Now  you  say  you  know  for  a  certainty  you  consulted  nobody  else  but  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham  as  to  whom  you  should  remit  the  balance? — Yes;  I  say  that 
positively. 

4845.  Are  you  not  now  sure  it  was  my  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  that  told  you  that 
Mr.  Coppock  was  entitled  to  the  money  ? — He  did  not  tell  me  that  he  was  entitled,  but 
he  told  me  that  I  had  better  give  it  to  Mr.  Coppock 

4846.  You  are  sure  it  was  him  ? — Yes,  I  am  sure  it  was  him. 

4847.  It  is  something  more  than  thinking  ? — Does  it  not  amount  to  the  same  thing, 
saying,  "  I  think  so,"  and  "  I  believe  so  ?"  I  believe  so,  and  I  think  it  was  him.  The  fact 
is,  nobody  else  could  have  told  me  that,  and  I  was  in  no  commimication  with  anybody 
else  upon  the  subject 

4848.  Through  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  you  paid  the  lOOi.  to  Mr.  Coppock? — Yes  ; 
advising  me,  having  loOi.  in  my  pocket,  to  pay  lOOZ..  and  to  retain  the  residue  for 
contingent  expenses. 

4849.  A  great  deal  more  than  150Z.  ;  above  200Z.  ? — No,  not  above.     Yes,  there  was. 

4850.  You  told  me  that  you  had  paid  over  the  balance  to  Mr.  Coppock,  are  you  quite 
sure  of  that  ? — I  did  not  say  that.     What  I  said  was  this  :  When  1  stated  that  I  paid 

^the  balance  over  it  was  in  this  way, — ^you  asked  me  what  was  the  amount^ — I  said  you 
can  easily  ascertain  that  by  the  difference,  less  the  expenditure. 
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AlUkmanJ.Brmt.      4851.  Upon  that  occasion,  if  you  remember,  you  told  me  you  paid  that  precise  balance 
-*—  over  to  Colonel  Romilly,  and  not  to  Mr.  Coppock  ? — I  explained  that  to  the  Honourable 

18th  May  18SS*     Chief  Commissioner,  that  presuming  it  was  Colonel  Romilly 's  money  I  was  dealing  with 
■  when  I  paid  it  over,  I  thought  I  was  paying  it  to  Colonel  Romilly. 

4852.  That  was  upon  the  following  day ;  upon  the  second  examination  ? — Yes ;  upon  the 
second  examination. 

4853.  Colonel  Romilly  having  been  examined  in  the  interim  ;  is  not  that  so  ?— Yes ;  he 
was  examined. 

4854.  You  then  told  the  Chief  Commissioner  you  paid  over  the  entire  balance  to 
Mr.  Coppock  ? — I  did  not  say  entire  balance.  I  said  I  paid  the  balance  over  not  knowing 
the  amounts. 

4855.  How  many  banks  are  there  in  Canterbury  ? — Two. 

4856.  What  are  their  names  ? — One  is  the  Canterbury  Bank,  and  the  other  the  London 
and  County  Bank. 

4857.  Did  you  go  to  the  Canterbury  Bank,  to  know  if  money  had  been  paid  in  to  your 
account  there  ? — I  did  not. 

4858.  Did  you  go  to  the  London  and  County  Bank  to  make  that  inquiry  ? — If  I 
remember  the  circumstance,  when  I  caUed  there  I  ascertained  that  was  the  fact ;  that 
there  was  a  sum  of  money  paid  in  to  my  account. 

4859.  Why  did  you  csJl  there  ? — It  is  my  bank. 

4860.  Did  you  call  there  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  if  money  had  been  paid  there 
or  no  ? — I  cannot  tell  you  now  what  was  my  object  for  caUing  there.  I  called  in  the 
course  of  money  transactions,  drawing  cheques,  or  whatever  it  may  be. 

4861.  Please  to  answer  my  question.  Did  you  call  there  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  money  had  been  paid  there  or  no  ? — I  cannot  remember  ;  I  cannot  recollect 
what  I  did  caU  for  on  that  occasion. 

4862.  Have  you  any  doubt  upon  the  subject  ? — Yes ;  I  have  a  doubt  what  I  called  for, 
because,  as  I  tell  you,  all  I  know  about  it  is  that. 

4863.  You  say,  at  all  events,  when  you  left  London  you  expected  money  would  be  sent 
down  to  you  at  Canterbury  ? — I  did. 

4864.  To  your  account  at  the  London  and  County  Bank  ? — I  do  not  know  how  that 
could  have  originated.  I  cannot  tell  now  whether  I  ever  mentioned  the  London  and 
County  Bank.     I  think  it  is  very  likely.     I  might  in  conversation  have  said  so. 

4865.  When  ?— Probably  with  Colonel  Romilly. 

4866.  When  you  left  London  you  expected  before  the  election  was  over  you  would 
find  the  sum  that  you  had  named,  or  a  sufficient  sum,  paid  in  to  your  account  with 
the  London  and  County  Bank  ;  is  that  so  ? — When  I  left  London,  after  that  conversation 
I  had  had  with  Colonel  Romilly,  I  presumed  that  a  sum  of  money  would  be  paid  for  the 
purposes  of  the  election,  knowing  we  were  going  into  it ;  and  having  specified  a  sum  of 
between  400Z.  and  500Z.  that  would  be  necessary,  I  concluded  that  something  like  that 
sum  would  be  paid.  How  I  mentioned  the  London  and  Coimty  Bank  I  do  not  recollect 
now,  nor  do  I  know  how  it  was  that  it  was  that  bank  more  particularly  ;  but  meraly 
being  that  they  were  the  bankers  that  I  do  use,  generally  speaking,  I  presume  that  I 
must  have  said  that  to  Colonel  Romilly.  I  presume  I  must,  but  I  am  not  aware  I  did 
say  so. 

4867.  This  is  a  very  long  answer  to  a  very  plain  question,  and  that  question  is  not 
answered  yet  ? — {The  question  was  read.) — "  Wben  you  left  London  you  expected  before 
the  election  was  over  you  would  find  the  sum  that  you  had  named,  or  a  sufficient  sum, 
paid  into  your  account  with  the  London  and  County  Bank  ;  is  that  so  ?" — I  have  qualified 
it.  I  said  I  expected  it  would  be  paid  to  my  account ;  but  I  do  not  know  now  how  the 
London  and  County  Bank  was  mentioned. 

4868.  But  though  you  cannot  recollect  how  it  arose,  you  certainly  left  London  with 
the  impression  that  you  woidd  find  that  sum  to  your  account  with  your  bankers  ? — I 
certainly  left  London  with  the  impression  that  I  should  find  a  smn  of  money  sufficient 
for  the  purposes  of  carrying  on  the  election. 

4869.  At  your  bankers  ? — At  my  bankers  ;  at  least  in  Canterbuiy. 

4870.  Did  you  mention  the  London  and  County  Bank  while  in  l4ondon  to  any  person 
on  earth  besides  Colonel  Romilly  ? — I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  was  in  communication  with 
no  one,  that  I  am  aware  of,  upon  the  subject 

4871.  Except  Colonel  RomiUy  ? — Meeting  him  as  I  did  two  or  three  timea 

4872.  Did  you  make  any  communication  then  to  liim  ?—  I  do  not  know ;  I  cannot  tell ; 
I  do  not  know  that ;  I  cannot  telL 

4873.  But  you  do  not  think  you  made  it  to  anybody  but  him  ? — I  do  not  think  I  did. 

4874.  Did  you  see  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  when  you  were  in  London  before  the 
election  ? — I  think  not     I  think  he  was  at  Ileden  ;  at  his  place  ;  living  here. 

4875.  Did  you  see  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  before  you  went  up  to  town  ? — I  was  over 
at  his  house  a  great  many  times. 

4876.  But  with  a  view  to  Colonel  Romilly  becoming  a  candidate  ?— Yes  ;  with  a  view 
to  supply  his  place.  It  was  known  that  he  was  to  be  raised  to  the  peerage,  and  we 
wished  to  m^e  arrangements  so  that  we  might  have  a  convenient  time  for  the  writ  being 
issued  for  Canterbury. 
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4877.  Now,  upon  your  oath,  Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  did  you  not  know  before  you  left  Alderman  J.  BrtKt  9 
Canterbury  that  Lord  Albert  Conjmgham  was  to  find  the  funds  ? — I  did  not,  I  assure  you.  — — 

4878.  Did  you  not  tell  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  that  you  expected  tliis  money  to  be     18th  May  1853. 
paid  on  your  account  at  the  London  and  County  Bank  ? — I  think  not ;  I  do  not  believe       — ^— — — 
that  I  did  say  so  in  anyway. 

4879.  Did  he  inform  you  it  was  to  be  so  ? — He  did  not. 

4880.  Did  anything  pass  between  you  and  him  upon  the  subject  of  funds  ? — No,  I  think 
not  I  believe  no  further  than  this  :  I  believe  he  told  me  that  money  would  be  furnished ; 
that  I  had  no  occasion  to  be  anxious  about  the  expenditure  we  were  going  to  incur,  and 
he  wished  me  to  take  the  chief  management  of  the  election  at  that  time  ;  but  I  am  not 
sm-e  that  even  that  was  said.  There  was  a  great  deal  of  conversation  upon  the  subject. 
It  was  some  months. 

4881.  Some  months  before  the  election  ? — Two  or  three  months  before  the  election. 

4882.  Did  he  tell  you  from  what  source  the  funds  would  be  furnished  ? — He  did  not. 

4883.  You  are  sure  of  that  ? — I  am  sure  of  that 

4884.  Did  he  suggest  that  Colonel  Romilly  was  to  provide  them  ? — He  did  not  suggest 
that.  I  took  it  as  a  matter  of  course  that  Colonel  Romilly,  being  a  candidate,  would 
supply  them,  or,  if  he  did  not  out  of  his  own  pocket,  that  the  money  would  come  through 
him  as  a  medium. 

4885.  Are  we  to  understand  that  down  to  the  appearance  of  Colonel  Romilly  in  that  box 
the  other  day  you  believed  that  the  450Z.  came  from  or  through  Colonel  Romilly  ? — From  or 
through  Colonel  Romilly.    I  did  believe  it.    I  never  heard  anything  more  upon  the  subject. 

4886.  That  being  so,  why  did  you,  when  the  election  was  over,  go  up  to  town  to  see 
Lord  Alfred  Conyngham  instead  of  Colonel  Romilly? — I  saw  Colonel  Romilly  at  the 
same  time  in  London  ;  merely  calling  upon  him  as  I  did  upon  Lord  Albert 

4887.  You  told  the  Chief  Commissioner  just  now,  in  answer  to  a  specific  question  from 
him,  that  you  did  not  call  upon  Colonel  Romilly  on  that  occasion  ? — No.  I  tlunk  he  asked 
me  if  I  had  any  conversation  with  anybody  on  the  fiinds  ;  not  that  I  did  not  see  Colonel 
Romilly. 

4888.  However,  you  saw  Colonel  Romilly  ? — I  think  I  did  ;  but  I  am  not  sure  of  that. 

4889.  What  conversation  had  you  with  him  ? — None  ;  none  upon  that  subject  at  all, 
but  upon  the  state  of  the  country  generally,  and  other  things. 

4890.  Why  did  you  abstain  from  any  conversation  with  him  upon  that  subject  ? — 1  did 
not  think  it  necessary. 

4891.  Had  you  seen  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  before  that  ? — I  told  you  just  now  I  did. 
I  had  seen  him  in  London. 

4892.  You  had  seen  him  ? — I  called  on  him  in  town. 

4893.  Why  did  you  call  upon  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  to  settle  this  business  with  him, 
and  not  upon  Colonel  Romilly  ? — Before  I  answer  that  question  you  must  understand  the 
position  in  which  I  stood  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham.  He  was  my  most  intimate  and 
confidential  friend,  and  I  consulted  him  upon  the  subject ;  and  when  I  went  to  London  I 
asked  him,  as  a  matter  of  course,  having  brought  150i.  up  with  me,  what  I  should  do  with 
it,  and  he  advised  me  to  keep  back  50/.,  and  to  pay  lOOi.  to  Mr.  Coppock. 

4894.  That  being  Colonel  Romilly  s  money  ? — Well ! 

4895.  Is  that  your  way  ? — I  have  told  you  exactly  how  I  thought  the  money  came  to 
Colonel  Romilly,  and  it  was  not  exactly  his  money.  I  presume  he  said  it  was  from  some 
fund  or  some  subscription.  He  told  me  before  he  was  not  a  rich  man,  and  therefore  I 
presumed  that  this  was  some  public  money ;  something  to  promote  Colonel  Romilly^s 
dection. 

4896.  But  which  you  believed,  and  which  until  Monday  last  you  continued  to  believe, 
belonged  to  Colonel  Romilly,  and  not  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — I  have  not  said  I 
thought  it  belonged  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  in  any  one  instance.     I  do  not  think  it. 

4896.*  {The  question  was  repeated.) — I  have  answered  that. 

4897.  Did  you  not  state,  until  Monday  last  you  believed  this  money  belonged  to 
Colonel  Romilly,  and  not  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — I  think  not  in  those  words  ;  not 
that  as  belonging  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham.  I  thought  his  had  been  the  means  by 
which  it  had  b^n  supplied  to  Colonel  Romilly.  I  called  it  Colonel  Romilly  s  money, 
and  dealt  with  it  as  such. 

4898.  You  believed,  to  use  your  own  language  just  now,  it  came  from  or  through 
Colonel  Romilly,  and  not  from  or  through  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — Yes  ;  I  believe 
so  still. 

4899.  Notwithstanding  Colonel  Romilly  s  positive  assertion  upon  oath,  you  believe 
that  still  ? — I  cannot  deny  what  Colonel  Romilly  says  ;  but  I  presume  it  was,  as  he  g:ays, 
some  ftmd.     I  do  not  know  what  fiind  ;  probably  a  subscription. 

4900.  That  being  so,  and  having  no  evidence  that  it  belonged  to  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  at  all,  or  that  it  ever  came  from  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  it  was,  never- 
theless, Lord  Albert  Conyngham  whom  you  consulted  for  disposing  of  it,  and  not  Colonel 
Romilly  ? — Certainly  ;  you  are  quite  right. 

4901.  Why  did  you  not  consult  Colonel  Romilly  ? — I  do  not  know ;  I  cannot  tell  you 
now.  I  having  consulted  Lord  Albert  first  of  all,  I  went  hastily,  and  did  as  he  told  me 
and  came  out  of  town  at  once.  I  saw  Mr.  Coppock,  and  deposited  the  lOOZ.  and  came 
back,  and  brought  back  the  other  501 
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^UdermimJ.Brtni.       4902.  Now,  Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  as  to  what  you  were  saying  about  50Z.,  did  you  not 

^ =  just  now  admit  it  was  100^.  and  upwards? — You  do  not  appear  to  me  to  understand  the 

18th  May  1853*    question,  begging  your  pardon.     I  told  you  just  now  I  had  carried  loOL  up  with  me  to 

■*"■" ^       London,  with  the  intention  of  paying  tliat  over.     I  paid  lOOZ.   to  Mr.  Coppock,  and 

brought  back  50Z.,  and  paid  it  into  my  account.     I  said  that. 

4903.  You  say  you  paid  tliat  lOOZ.  to  Mr.  Coppock  by  the  direction  of  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  ? — By  the  suggestion. 

4904.  And  that  you  kept  the  50i.  by  the  like  suggestion  ? — I  did. 

4905.  And  you  gave  no  information  upon  an  important  point  like  that  to  Colonel 
Eomilly,  whom  you  saw  just  afterwards  ? — I  did  not. 

4906.  Why  did  you  not? — I  cannot  tell  you. 

4907.  Now,  Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  it  is  your  character  that  is  here  in  question,  and  if 
yQU  have  any  ftirther  explanation  to  make  of  a  circumstance  so  mysterious,  to  say  the  least 
of  it,  we  are  happy  to  hear  you.  I  have  no  fiirther  question  to  put  to  you  ? — I  can 
hardly  understand  in  what  way  my  character  is  at  stake.  I  have  told  you  a  simple 
case  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  ;  I  know  no  more.  I  went  to  London  in  search  of  a 
candidate.  I  was  introduced  to  Colonel  Komilly.  You  will  ask  me  who  introduced  me. 
I  can  hardly  tell  you  ;  it  was  very  likely  Mr.  Tuihell ;  I  do  not  know.  Somebody  told 
me  Colonel  Romilly  wanted  a  seat,  and  in  our  conversation  I  mentioned  to  him  that  if  he 
liked  to  come  to  Canterbury  there  was  a  vacancy,  and  we  might  have  a  probability,  by 
keeping  the  writ  suspended  until  there  was  a  good  opportimity  of  success,  that  we  might 
then,  if  we  chose  to  do  that,  keep  everything  quiet  as  far  as  the  elevation  of  Lord  Londes- 
borough  to  the  peerage  took  place ;  that  if  we  went  into  the  election  something  like  400?. 
or  500i.  would  be  required,  and  so  on.  I  came  away  with  the  understanding  that 
Colonel  Romilly  would  come  down  to  Canterbury,  and  see  the  gentlemen  here.  He  came 
down.  I  told  you  afterwards  that  I  found  the  450i.  on  my  accoimt ;  that  having  paid 
away  21  Oi.,  or  something  of  that  sort,  which  I  exhibited  from  my  books,  I  found  that  I 
had  a  considerable  balance  behind.  I  did  not  of  course  wish  to  retain  that  in  my  handa 
I  took  150Z.  with  me  to  London,  with  the  intention  of  returning  it  to  somebody,  when  I 
^ould  ascertain  who  it  was  it  belonged  to,  if  it  were  not  to  Colonel  Romilly ;  for  I  did 
not  know  then,  only  having  found  the  money  paid  in  to  my  account  in  that  way.  I  saw 
Xord  Albert  Conyngham.  He  said,  "  In  a  case  of  that  sort  you  do  not  know  what  you 
may  be  called  upon  to  pay.  Pay  100?.,  and  retain  the  other."  I  have  nothing  more  to 
^y.  There  is  no  character  I  consider  at  stake.  I  think  really  the  mode  in  which  I  have 
been  examined  in  the  present  instance  has  been  to  throw  a  great  deal  of  suspicion  on 
what  I  consider  a  very  simple  and  plain  transaction.  I  cannot  see  myself  what  mystery 
there  can  be  about  the  thing.  I  only  tell  you  as  I  know.  I  can  teU  you  no  more  than  I 
do  know,  and  I  began  upon  the  system  of  doing  that  in  the  first  instance.  If  there  is 
anything  dse  to  discover,  or  you  can  lead  me  to  it,  I  will  answer. 

4908.  The  impression  you  left  upon  the  mind  of  the  Commissioners,  when  they  last 
examined  you,  was  this,  that  you  had  found  a  balance  exceeding  200?.,  and  that  that 
balance  you  had  paid  over  to  Colonel  Romilly.  You  say  you  do  not  see  it  affects  your 
character.  I  think  it  my  duty,  as  sitting  here,  to  point  out  to  you,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Commissioners  it  does  affect  your  character,  and  you  may  then  explain  it  if  you  like. 
You  heard  Colonel  Romilly  examined,  and  Colonel  Romilly  negatived  your  statement. 
You  then  did  not  volunteer  to  the  Commissioners  any  explanation  at  all  of  the  mode  or 
the  manner  in  which  you  had  paid  over  that  money.  You  now  state  to  the  Commis- 
sioners that  you  paid  that  money  to  Mr.  Coppock,  short  by  lOOi.  You  paid  him  lOOZ., 
instead  of  a  balance  exceeding  200Z.  You  state  you  represented  to  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham that  you  had  a  balance  of  150?.,  whereas  in  truth  and  in  fact  you  had  a  balance  of 
above  200?. ;  and  that  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  recommended  you  to  keep  50Z.  to  meet 
contingencies,  and  to  pay  100?.  to  Mr.  Coppock? — I  do  not  think  I  have  stated  quite 
that. 

4909.  Now  we  do  think,  when  we  are  coming  down  to  this  city  to  inquire  into  money 
corruption  among  the  lower  orders,  that  we  are  bound  to  see  that  none  of  those  impu- 
tations are  fairly  attributable  to  the  higher  orders  in  which  you  move ;  and  when  we 
find  a  gentleman  in  yoiu*  position,  a  deputy  lieutenant  of  the  county,  as  I  am  told  you 
are,  that  you  stated  to  us  that  you  had  paid  the  whole  of  the  money  over  to  Colonel 
Romilly,  and  you  heard  him  negative  the  statement,  and  you  volunteered  no  explanation, 
and  the  explanation  which  has  been  wrung  from  you  to-day  turns  out  to  be,  that  you 
had  represented  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  whom  you  had  no  reason  to  believe  was  the 
owner  of  that  money,  that  you  had  150?.  over,  when  in  truth  you  had  above  200?.,  that 
unquestionably  leaves  a  very  strong  impression  upon  my  mind,  and  I  believe  upon  the 
minds  of  both  the  Commissioners  ? — There  is  one  point.  You  say  I  stated  that  I  said 
there  was  a  balance  of  150?.  to  Lord  Albert.     You  presume  that  was  my  statement. 

4910.  You  said  so  ? — What  I  stated,  and  everybody  must  be  aware  I  stated,  was,  that 
I  went  to  town  with  1 50?.,  with  the  intention  of  paying  it  over.  He  advised  me  to  retain 
the  50?.,  and  to  pay  the  100?.  That  is  a  very  different  thing  from  telling  him  I  had 
a  balance. 

4911.  Then  you  did  not  represent  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  what  the  balance  was? 
— I  dare  say  I  did.  »       - 
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4912.  Did  you  represent   to  Mr.  Coppock,  whose  money  ultimately  you  supposed  it  Alderman  J.  Breni^ 
was,  what  the  balance  was  ? — No,  I  did  not.     I  merely  gave  him  the  money.     I  believe  ,- 

I  told  you  what  passed.  18lh  May  1853. 

4913.  Did  you  represent  to  Mr.  Coppoek  that  you  were  retaining  oOl,  ? — I  did  not.  -— r^ l 

4914.  You  did  not  ? — No.     I  merely  told  him  I  had  brought  hiTn  lOOZ. 

4915.  And  left  him  with  the  impression  that  that  was  the  balance  of  the  account  ? — 
I  do  not  know  at  all     I  do  not  suppose  that  he  would  have  fancied  that  at  alL 

4916.  Did  you  make  any  statement  to  induce  him  to  fancy  otherwise? — No.  I  merely 
said,  "  I  have  brought  you  lOOl/' 

4917.  Out  of  what  ? — Out  of  the  fund  which  I  had  received  for  the  election. 

4918.  And  he  said,  "The  smallest  contributions  thankfully  received?" — That  was  the 
answer. 

4919.  And  j'ou  left  him  ? — And  I  left  him.  There  was  no  other  conversation  with  him. 

4920.  You  nave  not  suggested  to  him  since  then  you  have  a  balance  of  1001.  left  ? — No, 
I  have  not ;  but  I  have  expended  that  in  various  waya  I  do  not  think  I  am  accountable 
to  Mr.  Coppoek  for  that. 

4921.  Have  you  expended  all  the  balance  ? — No,  I  think  not.  I  think  there  is  a  little 
fund  for  contingencies  ;  but  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  election. 

4922.  How  much  is  there  left?  -About  30/.,  I  think. 

4923.  Can  you  give  us  an  account  upon  what  you  have  expended  the  difference  between 
80JL  and  the  original  balance  ? — No,  I  have  not  yet. 

4924.  Can  you  ftimish  an  account  ? — No,  I  cannot ;  I  cannot.  I  think  I  can  furnish 
one  item  of  having  paid  SOL  due  to  Mr.  Goodwin  for  something  in  1847.  I  paid  some- 
thing to  him  for  that. 

4925.  Did  you  pay  Colonel  Romilly  s  money  to  Mr.  Goodwin  for  an  affiaii'  in  1847? — 
Yes ;  that  is  a  very  common  thing  with  money  in  your  own  hands. 

4926.  Goodwin  being  admitted  to  be  yoiu-  bribery  agent  ? — He  was  not  our  bribery 
agent. 

4927.  Is  he  the  man  who  appears  in  Rutter's  list  ? — Not  in  1850.  I  am  speaking  of  a 
different  election.     We  knew  nothing  of  him  in  1850. 

4928.  In  1847  he  was  your  bribery  agent  ? — He  was  bribery  agent  for  that  committee. 

4929.  Let  me  understand  it ;  because,  although  I  have  gone  through  a  great  many 
scenes  of  corruption,  I  am  beginning  to  open  my  eyes  ?  Now,  Colonel  Romilly  comes 
down  here,  passes  through  an  unopposed  election,  and  you  had  money  which  you  sup- 
posed belonged  to  him  in  your  hands,  and  with  that  money  you  pay  a  man  s  claim  with 
reference  to  a  bygone  election  that  Colonel  Romilly  had  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  ? — Yes ; 
but  I  would  explain  that  ^o  far,  that  when  it  was  foimd  we  had  no  contest,  I  was  recom- 
mended most  particularly  by  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  to  allow  nothing  whatever  to 
stand,  so  that  anybody  might  have  an  opportunity  of  saying  he  had  left  Canterbury,  or 
left  the  constituency,  without  having  discharged. 

4930.  And  you  paid  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  bilLs  with  Colonel  Romilly  s  money  ? — 
No  ;  that  is  not  the  case. 

4931.  Did  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  tell  you  to  do  that  with  Colonel  Romilly 's  money  ? 
— He  did  not  mention  Colonel  Romilly  s  money  in  that  case. 

4932.  With  that  money  ?— I  think  out  of  that  fund. 

4933.  Did  you  not  know  it  was  Lord  Albert's  money  all  the  time  ? — No,  I  did  not. 
I  think  very  likely  Lord  Albert  had  contributed  very  largely  towards  the  fund,  and  that 
if  I  took  his  direction  I  should  be  right. 

4934.  Why  did  you  think  that  ? — Because  I  knew,  from  his  usual  liberality,  and 
knowing  that  he  would  have  done  so. 

4935.  Had  you  no  other  reason  to  think  that  ? — No,  I  do  not  think  I  had  now. 

4936.  Did  you  then  think  you  had,  is  my  question,  and  I  will  have  an  answer  to  it  ? — 
You  shall  have  an  answer  if  I  can  give  you  one.     To  do  what  ? 

4937.  Did  you  think  at  this  time,  that  is  in  1850,  that  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  had 
subscribed- to  the  fund  ? — I  think  he  did. 

4938.  Had  you  any  reason  then,  as  you  thought,  for  thinking  so  ? — No,  I  had  not,  that 
I  am  aware  o£ 

4939.  You  told  me,  in  your  first  or  second  examination,  that  all  the  accounts  of  1847 
had  been  paid  ;  is  that  statement,  now,  true  or  false  ?— You  do  not  mean  1847. 

4940.  I  do;  I  mean  1847? — I  know  nothing  about  them.  I  only  tendered  you  an 
account  of  1847,  which  was  a  copy  of  a  book  handed  to  me. 

4941.  You  stated,  all  the  papers  had  been  laid  before  the  committee,  and  the  accounts 
had  been  paid  after  the  election  ? — I  did.  I  stated  I  believed  so.  Mr.  Rutter  acted  as 
treasurer.     He  could  tell  you  more  about  that  than  I  could. 

4942.  Mr.  Rutter  told  us  so  much  more  than  you  told  us  that  you  were  obliged,  upon 
your  second  examination,  to  confess  to  certain  payments  which  you  had  specifically  denied 
in  your  first  examination,  and  which  were  bribery  payments  ? — I  do  not  believe  they 
were  bribery  payments,  even  although  they  were  exhibited  in  that  form.  There  is  one 
with  regard  to  Busher  ;  I  do  not  know  what  that  was.  I  do  not  believe  Martin's  was 
bribery. 

4943.  I  am  not  asking  you  what  you  believe  ? — I  do  not  know  it, 
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MkrmanJ.Brtm.       4944  You  deny  specifically  three  payments.     Mr.  Rutter  was  examined,  and  then 

-* — •♦  after  Mr.  Rutter  was  examined  you  speciticaUy  confessed  ;  is  that  so  ? — Do  you  think  for 

18th  May  1853.     one  moment  that  I  can  keep  in  mind  every  payment  that  took  place  in  an  election  of 

— — — —        that  soi-t  ?     I  do  not  think  you  have  been  so  particular  as  to  other  gentlemen  who  have 

been  examined,  so  far  as  scrutinizing  every  transaction  that  has  taken  place. 

4945.  I  examined  you  from  the  books  and  the  vouchers  furnished  by  yourself? — Not 
the  vouchera. 

4946.  By  a  book  furnished  by  yourself,  and  from  vouchers  accessible  to  you  ? — I  might 
say,  that  since  that  last  election  we  were  not  on  terms,  Mr.  Rutter  and  myself. 

4947.  I  examined  you  from  the  book  in  your  possession  which  referred  to  vouchers 
bearing  your  own  signature  ? — Yes  ;  but  I  was  not  aware  of  them. 

4948.  Those  signatures  you  have  since  admitted  ? — I  admit  it  is  my  liand writing. 

4949.  Now  come  back  to  the  question  I  asked  you  five  minutes  ago.  Did  you,  or  did 
you  not,  distinctly  swear  that  all  the  accounts  of  the  election  of  1847  were  audited  at 
the  time  by  the  committee,  yourself  being  in  the  chair,  and  were  all  discharged  before 
the  election  of  1850  ? — All  the  committee  admitted,  at  that  time,  I  believe,  they  were  so. 
It  is  due  to  myself  now  that  I  should  explain  to  you  this  transaction  of  Mr.  Goodwin's. 
When  I  went  in  1850  to  Mr.  Goodwin,  I  asked  him  for  the  use  of  his  room  at  the  Victoria. 
He  turned  round  in  the  rudest  way  possible,  and  said,  "  No  ;  I  shall  have  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe  have  not  paid  me  the  biUs  which 
were  incurred,  therefore  I  will  not  have  any  intercourse  with  you  whatever,  and  you 
shall  not  have  the  use  of  my  room."  I  thought  it  was  a  very  unaccountable  thing  that 
that  should  be  the  case.  I  asked  what  it  was  for  ?  What  was  meant  ?  He  said  it  wa.^ 
for  some  committee-rooms  for  Mr.  Smythe.  There  were  two  committee-rooms,  I  think,  he 
said  ;  one  at  the  Queen's  Head,  and  he  could  explain  where  they  were.  I  said  I  believed 
we  had  every  bill  I  have  not  been  aware  of  anything  whatever.  I  think,  after  that, 
when  we  had  recourse  to  the  committee  books,  I  found  that  this  had  been  submitted  to 
the  committee,  but  refused.  I  then  spoke  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  upon  the  subject 
I  asked  him  what  he  thought  I  had  better  do  with  the  case.  "  Oh,"  he  said,  "  do  not  let 
him  have  an  opportunity  of  saying  I  am  going  away  from  Canterbury,  and  have  not 
paid  everything,  or  that  I  am  going  to  leave  the  constituency  without  having  paid 
everything,  whether  right  or  wrong.  You  had  a  great  deal  better  pay,  if  you  have  any 
money  in  hand,  Mr.  Goodwin,  that  sum  of  money,  and  ^count  for  it  afterwards." 

4950.  When  did  he  say  this  to  you  ? — Oh,  I  do  not  know,  but  after  the  election. 

4951.  Was  this  said  to  you  when  you  saw  him  in  London? — No;  probably  he  was 
living  at  Ileden  at  the  time. 

4952.  You  say  after  the  election  he  said  to  you,  **  Pay  this.  *  Do  not  let  it  be  said  that 
I  have  gone  without  paying  my  debts."  Did  he  say  this  to  you  at  Ileden  or  in  London  ? 
— I  cannot  tell  you.  It  was  a  general  sort  of  order.  I  had  a  carte  blanche  to  pay  for 
him  whatever  I  thought  proper. 

4953.  Was  this  in  your  mind  when  you  retained  in  your  hand  the  sum  of  60/,,  or 
thereabouts,  and  took  up  to  London  with  you  only  1 50/.  ? — I  had  paid  it  before  that. 

4954.  Then  it  was  before  the  election  that  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  said  this  to  you  ? — 
Before  the  election  of  1850.     Probably  it  was.     It  was  during  the  time. 

4955.  You  had  paid  it  before  you  went  up  to  London  ? — Before  I  paid  the  1 50/. 
balance. 

4956.  I  understood  you  to  say  the  30Z.  was  something  you  could  now  account  for  as 
regarded  the  100/.  you  had  left? — Yes  ;  it  would  be  a  portion  of  it. 

4957.  How  could  it  be  ? — It  would  be  a  portion  of  the  balance  of  450/. 

4958.  We  are  talking  of  the  balance  of  108/.  left.  You  represented  in  your  answer 
that  you  had  paid  a  bill  which  would  reduce  that  by  30/.  Now,  it  turns  out  you  paid  it 
before  you  went  up  to  town  ? — I  do  not  know  when  I  paid  it.  I  think  it  was  early  in 
March. 

4959.  You  say  there  was  something  like  200/.  and  upwards  difference  between  what 
Colonel  Romilly's  election  expenses  actually  came  to  and  the  400/.  you  received  ;  that 
you  took  up  to  London  with  you,  not  the  whole  amount  of  that  balance,  but  1 50/.  of  it 
in  two  notes.  Did  you  pay  this  30/.  to  Goodwin  out  of  the  residue,  or  did  you  afterwards 
pay  it  out  of  the  50/.  which  you  retained  ? — I  cannot  tell  you ;  but  it  was  out  of  the 
general  account  I  paid  it ;  out  of  the  money  I  had.  Whether  previously  or  not  I  do  not 
know. 

4960.  Was  it  paid  or  unpaid  at  the  time  of  your  voyage  to  London  ? — I  cannot  tell. 
My  voyage  to  London  was  a  long  while  after  the  election.    It  was  paid  then  of  course. 

4961.  How  long  after  the  election  did  you  go  to  London  ? — 1  do  not  know.  A  montli 
or  two  ;  two  montlis,  perhaps.     I  do  not  know. 

4962.  Therefore,  at  the  time  you  saw  Lord  Albert  Conygham  about  this  balance  as  you 
call  it  of  150/.  you  had  actually  paid  Goodwin  ? — I  think  so. 

4963.  Then  you  must  have  had  a  conversation  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  here  in 
the  country  upon  the  subject  of  that  debt  ? — My  answer  first  is,  that  I  do  not  call  it  the 
balance,  but  it  was  a  sum  I  had  in  my  pocket,  and  not  a  balance.  I  never  said  the  balance. 
I  told  him  in  the  general  amount  that  our  election  probably  had  cost  about  300/. 

4964.  (The  question  was  read,)  "  Then  you  must  have  had  a  conversation  with  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham  here  in  the  country  on  the  subject  of  that  debt  ?" — I  do  not  think  I 
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did.    I  do  not  know  that  I  had  or  had  not.     I  do  not  think  I  mentioned  that  specifically^  AUknmnJ.Brmi. 
but  it  was  the  general  sort  of  claim.  *  — - 

4965.  If  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  told  you  to  pay  that  debt  out  of  any  monies  in  your     ISth  May  185S. 
hands,  and  if  you  had  paid  that  debt  before  you  went  to  London,  the  conversation  in       —— — — 
which  he  so  instructed  you  must  have  taken  place  in  the  country  ? — Yes  ;  but  you  take  it 

for  granted  that  I  said  it  was  to  be  paid  out  of  that  money.  He  advised  me  to  pay  it.  I 
pay  often  sums  on  his  aecoimt,  and  leave  it  to  settlement  on  some  ftiture  occasion ;  there- 
fore I  do  not  say  he  told  me  to  pay  it  out  of  that  immediate  fimd,  but  to  pay  it,  and  leave 
no  sum  unpaid,  as  an  act  of  liberality  to  everybody. 

4966.  Had  you  any  funds  in  your  hands  outstanding  from  the  election  of  1847  then  ? — 
Oh  not  a  farthing,  nor  anything  to  do  with  the  transaction. 

4967.  You  had  no  money  in  your  hands  except  the  450Z.  ? — No,  certainly  not. 

4968.  Then,  to  tell  you  to  pay  that  debt  out  of  any  money  of  his  in  your  hands  was  to 
tell  you  to  pay  it  out  of  the  450i.  ? — I  do  not  think  that. 

4969.  What  other  payments  have  you  made  out  of  the  11(W.  besides  the  30i.  ? — I  do 
not  know  ;  I  cannot  tell  you  now. 

4970.  How  much  remains  of  it? — I  do  not  know  ;  I  have  no  account  of  it.  I  was  not 
at  all  aware  of  being  questioned  upon  that,  or  I  would  have  tried  to  refresh  my  memory 
upon  it. 

4971.  You  swear  distinctly  that  these  payments  which  you  made  out  of  this  IIOIJ.  or 
thereabouts  had  no  reference  whatever  to  Colonel  Romilly  s  election  ? — This  could  have 
had  none ;  this  302.  could  not. 

4972.  Nor  any  other  payments  ? — They  might ;  I  think  they  might ;  I  do  not  know. 

4973.  You  stated  in  your  two  former  examinations,  over  and  over  again,  that  you  had 
paid  every  farthmg  of  Colonel  Romilly 's  expenses  at  the  election  of  1850  brfore  you  went 
up  to  London.  You  now  state  that  since  that  period  you  have  reduced  the  llOJ.  very  con- 
siderably by  the  payments  which  you  have  subsequently  made.  Did  these  payments 
refer  to  this  election,  as  you  have  now  stated,  or  did  they  refer  to  entirely  different  matters, 
as  you  have  stated  at  the  beginning  of  your  examination  this  morning  ?"^-With  due  defe- 
rence, I  did  not  say  I  had  paid  the  whole  balance  before  I  went  to  London.  It  was  not 
the  fact.  The  money  was  not  paid  until  some  time  afterwards.  It  was  an  open  account. 
But  I  proceeded  from  looking  at  the  chief  items,  having  paid  the  committee-rooms ;  and  I 
did  not  pay  one  of  the  committee-rooms  until  long  after,  feeling  it  was  a  high  charge.  I 
had  not  paid  them  all ;  but  all  I  dealt  with  was  this  : — I  saw  quite  clear  that  I  should 
have  upwards  of  150i.  more  than  would  be  requisite.  I  took  the  150Z.  to  pay  over,  and  I 
had  that  conversation,  as  you  say,  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ;  but  when  I  had  the 
other,  about  paying  everything,  and  acting  liberally,  I  cannot  tell  you  whether  in  the 
coimtry  or  here. 

4974.  Do  I  understand  you  refuse  to  frmiish  any  other  information  than  your  answers 
afford  ? — On  the  contrary,  I  will  give  you  every  information  that  I  can.  You  would  not 
press  me  to  tell  you  things  I  do  not  Imow. 

4975.  Before  you  leave  that  box  to-day,  I  will  ask  you  a  question  now  upon  an  entirely 
different  matter.  Do  you  remember  a  man  of  the  name  of  Abraham  Abrahams,  of  North- 
gate  \ — I  know  him  very  well 

4976.  Do  you  remember  he  was  employed  in  1847  ? — I  know  nothing  about  him. 

4977.  Will  you  state  positively,  aye  or  no,  whether  in  1847  he  gave  3i.  to  a  voter, 
and  whether  that  payment  was  by  your  direction  or  not  ? — I  sincerely  believe  not ;  I 
think  not.  I  have  not  the  least  idea  or  the  least  remembrance  whatever  of  it ;  and 
having  kept  so  completely  clear  of  every  thing  that  I  considered  would  approach  to  bribery^ 
I  am  quite  sure,  speaking  as  I  do  here,  that  I  never  had  anything ,  to  do  with  Abrahams 
upon  the  subject.  I  think  I  can  positively  sweaar  I  did  not.  I  should  have  thought  the 
same  in  the  other  instance  with  Busher,  as  you  say ;  but  then  it  was  put  before  me  as  a 
matter  of  course,  and  I  put  my  initials  to  it.  It  might  be  the  same  with  Abrahams ; 
but  I  have  not  the  least  idea  of  it.  That  I  assure  you  is  the  case.  I  had  no  idea  of 
the  matter. 

4978.  I  understood  you  to  say,  upon  previous  questions,  you  had  made  small  payments 
for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  and  that  afterwards  a  settlement  took  place  ? — That  is  true. 

4979.  With  whom  did  that  settlement  take  place  ? — With  Lord  Albert  Conyngham. 

4980.  With  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  himself  ?— With  him  himself. 

4981.  Have  you  received  monies  from  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  on  account  of  payments 
which  you  have  made  on  his  behalf? — I  have. 

4982.  I  mean  directly  from  himself  ?— Directly  from  himself  or  from  his  steward. 

4983.  That  is  what  I  want  to  know.  I  am  asking  you,  have  you  received  money 
directly  from  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  himself,  for  payments  which  you  had  made  on 
aceoimt  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — Very  frequently  indeed.  He  has  been  frequently 
abroad  for  four  or  five  months  together,  and  he  has  left  me  in  charge  over  the  paying  of 
his  household  establishment  here.  I  have  paid  from  week  to  week  all  his  out-door 
servants,  and  paid  them  up,  and  when  he  has  returned  he  has  always  of  course  given 
me  the  money. 

4984.  Supposing  you  had  made  any  payments  on  behalf  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham, 
was  it  your  habit  to  inform  him,  as  soon  as  convenient  after  that  payment  was  made,  of 
your  disbursement  ? — Always  so ;  as  a  matter  of  course  I  always  did  so. 
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AkkrnumJ.BrmL       4985.  Now,  have  you  informed  him  of  this  payment  of  30Z.  to  Mr.  Goodwin  ? — ^I  think 

I  have.     I  think  there  is  no  doubt  but  1  have  ;  and  also,  which  I  do  not  remember  now 

.  IStk  May  1853.    there  were  a  number  of  gratuities  which  were  rather  recommended  to  be  paid  to  our 
— — ^        Mends  who  had  been  very  useful  to  us  from  time  to  time  ;  the  election  had  gone  off 
comparatively  without  any  expense,  or  very  small  expense,  and  that  imder  those  circum- 
stance it  was  thought  advisable  to  act  very  liberally  towards  our  friends  who  had  been 
assisting  us  from  time  to  time. 

4986.  At  what  elections  ?— In  1850. 

4987.  You  say  you  think  you  have  informed  him  of  this  payment  of  30Z.  to  Mr.  Good- 
win, and  the  payment  of  other  gratuities  which  you  made  on  his  behalf? — I  think  I  have; 
I  think  there  is  no  doubt  about  it 

4988.  Was  that  information  communicated  to  him  personally,  or  by  letter? — Person- 
ally,    I  do  not  think  I  should  have  written  upon  a  subject  of  that  sort. 

4989.  When  you  informed  him  of  this  payment  of  30i  to  Mr.  Goodwin,  did  you  tdl 
him  from  what  monies  you  had  paid  it  ? — I  do  not  know  that  I  did.  I  told  him,  generally, 
from  money  in  my  hands. 

4990.  Did  you  tell  him  from  what  ftmd  you  had  paid  the  30/.  ? — I  do  not  remember 
the  circimistance  ;  but  I  think  it  is  very  likely  I  might ;  out  of  money  in  my  handa  I 
think  so,  but  I  do  not  know. 

4991.  You  did  not  teU  him  that  you  paid  that  30?.  out  of  the  450/.  which  had  been 
paid  in  to  your  account  on  behalf  of  Colonel  RomiUy's  election  ? — I  do  not  think  I  told 
him  that ;  that  I  cannot  remember ;  but  I  merely,  I  should  think,  told  him.  His  mode 
of  .keeping  accounts  generally,  or  the  mode  of  accounting  with  him,  was  in  a  very  hasty, 
loose  sort  of  way.  "  Oh  yes ;  do  that ;  and  do  that.  Do  what  you  like.''  A  sort  of  carte 
blanche  to  do  as  I  liked  generally  as  to  monies  on  his  account. 

-  4992.  Did  you  ever  say  anything  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  about  that  sum  of  money 
which  was  paid  in.  to  your  account  in  1850  ? — I  think  I  did ;  I  am  almost  sure  I  did  ; 
I  have  no  doubt  I  did. 

4993.  What  did  you  say  to  him  about  it  ? — I  cannot  tell  you  the  express  words. 

4994.  In  substance  ? — I  think  I  must  have  told  him  that  a  sum  of  450/.  had  been  paid 
in  to  my  account ;  that  I  said  that  the  expenses  would  not  amount  to  above  300/. ;  and 
that  I  had  brought  up  with  me  to  town  150/.  to  hand  over,  and  begged  of  him  to  know 
who  I  should  hand  it  to,  or  who  I  should  pay  it  to.  He  advised  me  to  take  100/^  of  it 
to  Mr.  Coppock,  and  that  I  should  take  50/.  back  for  contingencies.  I  acted  under  his 
directions  so  far,  and  I  believed  I  was  doing  that  which  was  right.  I  had  no  thought 
for  any  moment  of  putting  that  money  into  my  pocket.  It  was  the  last  thing  I 
thought  of 

4995.  You  still  did  do  it  ? — I  do  not  thiuk  that  is  a  fair  inference. 

4996.  You  have  told  not  a  living  soul  of  it  until  you  have  told  it  to  us  to-day  ? — If  I 
had  been  called  on  to  account  to  those  for  whom  I  have  received  the  money ;  as  far  as 
regards  money  concerns  that  have  been  placed  in  my  hands,  I  have  only  to  account  to 
those  who  put  it  into  my  hands,  and  to  those  I  will  pay  again.  I  may  be  compelled  to 
take  your  course,  whatever  it  may  be ;  but  I  do  not  think  I  have  a  right  to  account 
to  anybody  ftirther  than  that,  or  that  I  ought  to  have  reflections  thrown  upon  my  con- 
duct for  retaining  the  money,  when  I  only  consider  I  was  acting  imder  express  orders. 

4997.  The  impression  which  the  evidence  you  gave  with  respect  to  the  balance  that  you 
paid  over  produced  on  my  miud  was,  that,  instead  of  paying  over  100/.,  as  you  have  now 
stated,  to  Mr.  Coppock,  you  paid  over  to  him  the  actual  balance  between  the  money 
shown  to  have  been  expended  in  that  account  book  which  you  put  iu  and  the  450/. 
which  was  paid  in  to  your  accoimt  ? — I  am  afraid  that  was  the  impression  that  has 
gone  out. 

4998.  That  was  the  impression  upon  my  mind,  and  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  have 
been  the  impression  produced  upon  the  minds  of  999  people  out  of  a  thousand.  AUow  me 
to  eaU  your  attention  to  what  you  are  stated  to  have  said  after  Colonel  Romilly  had  been 
examined  : — "  Alderman  Brent  was  here  called,  and  said  the  450/.  was  paid  to  his  accoimt, 
"  and  appeared  in  his  banker  s  book  *  Cash  450//  He  paid  200/.,  the  balance  of  it  remain- 
f  *  ing,  to  Mr.  Coppock,  and  nothing  passed  between  them  on  the  subject  beyond  a  joke  by 
"  Mr.  Coppock,  saying,  *  The  smallest  donation  thankfiiUy  received '  "  ? — I  certainly  did 
not  say  that.  I  might  say  the  balance  ;  but  I  am  certain  I  never  expressed  at  that  time 
any  specific  sum. 

4999.  You  have  to-day  denied  tlat  you  said  the  balance,  in  answer  to  a  question  of 
mine  ? — If  I  did  I  did  not  mean  to  say  so. 


-fi<»«-  The  Honourable  Stephen  Rumbold  Lushington  sworn,  and  examined  : 

.  5000.  Are  you  a  relation  of  Mr.  Smythe,  or  a  connexion  ? — No  ;  I  have  no  relation  or 

connexion   with   him.     I   had   the   honour   of  recommending  him  first  to   the  city  of 
Canterbury. 

5001.  Was  that  in  1841  ?— 1841. 
.   5002.  Had  you  been  yourself  connected  politically  with  Canterbiuy  before  tiiat  ? — For 
nearly  fifty  years.    Not  then,  but  now  up  to  this  time. 
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5003.  Had  you  ever  represented  Canterbury  yourself  ? — In  five  Piarliainentft.  Hon. 

5004.  Without  going  into  the  detaik  of  those  elections  in  which  you  had  been  returned  S.  R  LuiMtigtoUfk 

to  Parliament,  it  has  been  represented  here  that  very  corrupt  practices  had  been  had  ■ 

recourse  to  during  each  of  the  several  elections  into  which  we  have  inquired.     In  your  ^^^  May  1M3. 

experience  was  that  the  case  in  Canterbury  during  the  time  you  were  returned^ — 'As  fistr  '   '  " 

as  colourmen  and  hallmen  were  concerned,  and  paying  messengers  exorbitantly,  and 
particularly  in  bringing  out-voters  there  was  certainly  a  great  deal  of  improper 
expenditura 

5005.  A  lavish  expenditure  which  bordered  on  impropriety  ? — Certainly. 

5006.  Do  you  mean  bribery  was  ever  had  recourse  to  in  this  time  ? — I  cannot  say  that 
I  know  of  it.     I  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  it. 

5007.  Have  you  reason  to  believe  that  it  was  so? — I  should  say,  certainly  to 
suppose  it 

5008.  Have  you  had  any  reason  to  suppose,  from  the  amount  which  those  several 
elections  cost  you,  that  money  bribery  must  have  been  had  recourse  to  to  account  for  the 
expenditure  ? — I  have  no  doubt  about  it. 

5009.  And  to  a  large  extent  ? — I  should  think  a  very  considerable  extent. 

5010.  At  each  election  ? — I  wiU  not  say  at  each  election,  because  my  elections  varied 
very  much.  I  thought  it  right  to  take  an  opinion  of  the  Attorney  Gteneral,  Sir  Nicholas 
Tindal,  who  was  an  intimate  acquaintance  of  mine.  The  expenses  had  been  so  large  in 
the  election  which  ended  in  1818,  that  I  thought  it  right  to  take  his  opinion  upon  what 
was  really  lawful,  and  I  stated  to  him  what  had  been  practised  in  my  own  case  of  paying 
hallmen  and  colourmen.  I  have  got  the  statement  here ;  if  the  Commissioners  would  like 
to  have  it  in  writing  I  could  give  it. 

5011.  We  shoidd  like  to  have  it ;  it  would  be  very  valuable? — My  object  is  to  give 
the  truth  as  concisely  as  I  can.  If  you  wish  it,  I  can  give  the  history  of  my  connexion 
with  Canterbury  briefly  from  its  beginning. 

5012.  Do  so  ? — I  rettuned  from  India  in  1803,  and  was  immediately  called  upon  by 
my  father-in-law.  Lord  Harris,  to  stand  for  Canterbury.  I  disliked  it  exceedingly, 
for  I  then  knew  only  one  gentlemen  in  the.  city,  a  most  worthy  one,  Mr.  John 
Abbott;  but  I  acquiesced,  because  Lord  Harris  was  anxious  I  should,  and  paid  all  the 
expenses.  I  only  know  that  they  were  very  extravagant.  But  the  election  concluded 
with  good  humour,  and,  as  a  proof  of  it,  we  dined  at,  his  suggestion,  with  our  opponents, 
Mr.  Baker  and  Mr.  Taylor,  after  it,  and  we  promised  to  beat  them  at  the  next  election, 
if  we  could.  Accordingly,  in  1812,  I  had  an  easy  and  triumphant  election.  That  Par- 
liament sat  for  six  years,  imtil  1818.  I  was  again  a  candidate,  and  having  tried  to  bring 
in  my  former  opponent,  Mr.  Baker,  it  cost  me  between  3,000Z.  and  4,000?.,  Lord  Clifton 
becoming  my  colleague.  In  1820  I  determined  to  stand  again,  but  previously  agreed 
with  my  coUeague,  Lord  Clifton,  that  each  should  stand  upon  his  own  support,  without 
any  companion,  using  every  endeavour  to  suppress  unlawfiil  expenditure.  With  this 
view  I  asked  the  opinion  of  Sir  Nicholas  Tindal,  with  whom  I  was  on  terms  of  intimacy, 
to  inform  me  what  expences  were  lawful.  I  stated  to  him  what  had  been  the  practice 
in  regard  to  colourmen  and  various  other  items.  He  gave  me  his  opinion,  and  I  sent  it 
down  to  my  former  chairman,  Mr.  Denne  Parker,  and  told  him  I  would  not  be  a 
candidate  on  any  other  terms,  for  a  recent  resolution  of  the  House  of  Commons  made  it 
dangerous  and  discreditable  to  take  any  other  course.  Of  that  election,  and  of  the 
following  two  elections,  I  have  the  accounts  as  written  by  Mr.  Denne  Parker.  The  Com- 
missioners will  find  that  the  instructions  I  gave  were  not  strictly  attended  to,  but  to  no 
considerable  degree,  as  the  expenses  of  the  second  election  amounted  only  to  about  500?., 
and  of  the  next  a  little  more  than  1,000?.  This  is  written  in  Mr.  Parker's  hand,  and  it 
is  to  this  eflfect.  This  is  founded  on  Sir  Nicholas  Tindal's  opinion  to  me.  The  Attorney- 
General  he  was. 

5013.  It  must  have  been  Mr.  Tindal,  because  he  was  not  Attorney-General  until 
1827  ? — I  have  a  letter  of  his  in  1826.  These  resolutions  which  I  am  about  to  read  were 
in  1820,  and  before  the  election  of  1820.  "  At  a  meeting  of  the  committee  for  con- 
"  ducting  Mr.  Lushingtons  election,  holden  on  the  6th  day  of  March  1820,  resolved, 
"  that,  considering  the  extraordinary  nature  of  existing  circumstances,  it  is  indispensable 
"  to  the  safety  of  our  friend  that  no  gift  of  money  or  otherwise,  or  any  promise  thereof, 
"  should  be  made  to  any  person  or  persons  who  may  wish  to  act  as  haUmen  or  colour- 
"  men,  and  that  no  cockades  be  given  away  until  after  the  close  of  the  election. 
"  Resolved,  that  the  services  of  every  freeman  who  may  voluntarily  offer  them  for 
"  these  purposes  be  accepted  as  a  token  of  their  regard  to  their  late  member,  arid  a 
"  desire  to  place  him  in  the  same  situation.  Resolved,  that  the  committee,  not  doubting 
"  the  success  of  the  election,  wiU  order  the  colours  to  be  prepared,  and  a  sufficient  number 
"  of  cockades  (not  exceeding  1,000)  to  be  made,  in  readiness  to  attend  the  chairing  of  the 
"  members  as  soon  as  the  election  is  finished.  Resolved,  that  Mr.  Marseille  be  accordingly 
"  authorized  to  engage  a  band  immediately,  at  the  usual  charge  for  their  services  inde- 
"  pendent  of  an  election.  Resolved,  that  in  the  event  of  the  appearance  of  a  contest  the 
"  necessary  arrangements  be  made  for  conducting  the  election  a<;cording  to  law,  and  pre- 
"  parations  for  the  same  be  in  the  meantime  forwarded.  Resolved,  that  the  former  com- 
*'  mittee-room  be  engaged,  and  that  an  adjournment  do  now  take  place  thereto,  and  that 
"  a  messenger  or  messengers  be  forthwith  engaged.''     The  expense   of  that  election 
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An.  amounted  to  682i  17*.   l^d. ;  in   the  following   election  ot    1826  they  amounted  to 

S.  R.  Lmhmgkm.    l,008i  11«.  Q\d,    That  brings  us  down  to  the  Parliament  of  1826  :  and  in  1827  I  was 

— —  appointed  governor  of  Madras,  and  wliile  making  preparatior  s  for  the  voyage,  I  was 

18th  May  1813.     astonished  one  day  when  in  the  house  to  hear  a  petition  read  from  the  inhabitants  of 

■  Canterbury,  stating  that  I  intended  to   go  abroad   without  resigning  my  seat,  and 

requesting  the  house  would  compel  me  to  do  so.  I  had  not  then  the  most  remote  notion 
of  going  away  without  resigning  my  seat,  for  I  thought  the  Act  of  Anne  left  me  no 
choice.  But  upon  inquiry  from  elder  members  and  legal  authorities  I  was  told  that  the 
A.ct  did  not  apply  to  appointments  made  by  the  East  India  Company,  and  that  several 
governors  had  gone  to  the  presidencies  in  India,  retaining  their  seats,  such  as  Lord  Pigot, 
Lord  Macartney,  Sir  Evan  Nepean,  and  Lord  Clive,  and  that  the  only  governor  who  had 
resigned  was  Lord  William  Bentinck,  who,  representing  a  close  borough,  transferred  it  to 
his  brother.  The  result  of  this  inquiry  stimulated  Mr.  Parker  and  my  other  supporters 
earnestly  to  request  that  I  would  not  resign  until  they  called  upon  me,  because  the  mani- 
fest intention  of  the  petitioners  was  to  bring  in  their  own  man,  a  Blue.  I  jdelded  to 
their  persuasions,  and  never  received  from  them  any  ftirther  notice  of  the  subject.  I 
returned  to  England  in  1833,  with  no  desire  to  embark  again  in  Parliament,  but  I  was 
strongly  urged  to  do  so  by  my  old  constituents,  and  encouraged  to  return  to  the  standard 
of  my  old  friends,  as  the  committee  will  see  from  these  two  original  notes,  if  they  wish  to 
read  them ;  but  I  beg  to  have  them  back  again.  I  stood ;  and  a  most  odious  contest  I 
had,  for  the  Eeform  Bill  had  passed  during  my  absence,  and  the  deputy  sheriffs,  abusing 
their  duty  and  powers,  made  a  false  return  to  the  house,  and  compelled  me  to  petition 
for  the  seat,  which  I  obtained  ;  and  then  the  Blues  petitioned  against  my'  return  upon 
various  pretences,  but  without  effect,  although  they  had  the  great  aid  and  talents  of  the 
present  Attomey-Gteneral  as  their  advocate,  Sir  A.  Cockbum.  "flie  result  of  the  contest  was, 
to  cost  me  between  6,000i  and  7,000/.,  chiefly  in  law  expenses.  Of  the  particulars  I  have  no 
account  at  present.  The  only  consolation  I  had  was  to  know  afterwards,  in  the  fiunk  lan- 
guage of  the  Attorney  General,  as  he  stated  to  me,  **that  I  whopped  them  well,'*  and  as  I  felt 
that  they  deserved  But,  this  contest  over,  family  sickness  determined  me  not  to  offer  myself 
again,  and  I  have  since  interfered  no  further  in  any  of  the  succeeding  elections  than  in  recom- 
mending Mr.  Smythe  warmly  to  my  friends,  when  he  first  stood  for  Canterbury  in  1841,  as 
likely  to  make  them  a  much  better  member  than  Stephen  Rumbold  Lushington  had  done. 
Of  what  has  since  passed  I  know  nothing.  I  may,  however,  add,  that  I  never  received  one 
fartliing  towards  my  expenses  from  any  man  or  act  of  men,  except  from  Lord  Harris,  my 
father-in-law,  at  my  first  election,  and  what  the  citizens  of  Canterbury  and  the  friends 
who  brought  me  in  contributed  to  secure  my  last  election,  from  their  indignant  sense  of 
the  misconduct  of  our  opponents.  They  subsciibed  an  amount  of  800i.,  which  I  con- 
sidered as  one  of  the  proudest  events  of  my  life,  and  they  crowned  it  afterwards  by 
giving  me  two  brilliant  pieces  of  plate  as  a  reward  for  what  they  were  pleased  to  call  my 
fitithfol  services  in  five  Parliaments. 

5014.  Have  you  the  case  and  opinion  to  which  you  referred? — I  have  not  Sir  Nicholas 
Tindal's  opinion;  I  sent  it  down  to  Mr. Parker;  but  that  is  the  substance  in  this 
resolution. 

5015.  You  have  not  a  copy  of  the  case  you  laid  before  the  Attorney  General  ? — No ;  it 
■was  in  conversation  with  him  ;  there  was  no  case. 

5016.  You  took  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Tindalas  to  the  legality  of  the  colour  tickets  ? 
— Yes. 

5017.  And  I  presume  Mr.  Tindal  informed  you  without  doubt  that  they  were  merely 
a  cloak  for  bribery? — No  doubt  about  it  Mr.  Parker  drew  the  resolutions  fit)m 
Mr.  Tindal  8  statement. 

5018.  Those  resolutions  might  have  been  read  or  come  to  with  reference  to  giving 
colour  tickets,  and  thus  disqualifying  the  individual  voter  ;  but  you  say  you  represented 
to  Mr.  Parker  that  Mr.  Tindal's  opinion  was  that  the  giving  the  colour  tickets  was  bribery  ? 
— Oh,  certainly. 

5019.  Now  I  presume,  Mr.  Lusliington,  you  did  not  take  an  opinion,  and  did  not  think 
it  was  necessary,  as  to  the  giving  money  ? — There  was  no  occasion  for  that.  I  can  only 
say  I  never  gave  or  promised  to  give  any. 

5020.  Mr.  Smythe  tells  us  that  in  1841  he  had  a  very  severe  contest,  and  it  cost  him  a 
large  sum  of  money,  and  that  the  accounts  which  were  rendered  to  him  of  the  dis- 
bursements of  that  money  were  subsequently  burnt  by  your  advice  ? — I  know  nothing  at 
all  about  that ;  I  cannot  charge  my  memory  with  that ;  I  know  I  did  not  bum  my  own 
accounts. 

5021.  Mr.  Smythe  told  us  that  you  represented  that  if  those  accounts  were  preserved 
they  were  so  pr^nant  with  danger  to  the  parties  whom  they  implicated  they  had  better 
be  burnt,  and  burnt  they  were  ? — Well,  if  they  were  bad  accounts,  I  should  think  it  is 
very  likely  I  gave  that  advice. 

5022.  Do  you  think  it  is  very  probable,  that  being  prudent  advice  to  give,  that  that 
would  be  the  advice  you  would  give  to  him  ? — Oh,  certainly ;  I  would  give  it  to  him 
again. 

5023.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  what  the  accounts  contained  ? — No. 

5024.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  the  parties  supposed  to  be  implicated  by  those 
accounts  ^—  No,  I  have  not 
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5026.  Yon  went  through  the  accounts  ? — I  should  think  I  took  a  sort  of  gknce  at  Bon. 

them,  but  there  is  no  pleasure  in  going  through  an  account  of  that  sort.  S.  /?.  iMhmffUm. 

5026.  You  advised  Mr.  Smythe  ? — I  gave  him  the  best  advice  I  could.  — 

18th  May  1853 


Mr.  George  Henry  Curtis  sworn  and  examined.  Mr,  G.  H.  CwrtU. 


5027.  You  are  a  voter  at  Canterbury  ? — I  am. 

5028.  What  are  your  politics  ? — Well,  I  think  Mr.  Pout  about  rightly  described  me  ;  a 
Radical 

5029.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  last  election  ? — I  did. 

5030.  Were  you  on  the  committee  of  either  candidates  ? — I  do  not  think  there  was  a 
committee  ;  I  was  a  very  active  perspn. 

5031.  Were  you  canvassing  ? — No,  not  with  any  of  the  members  ;  I  endeavoured  to 
get  as  many  of  my  friends  to  support  the  man  I  approved  of  as  I  could. 

5032.  And  who  was  that  ? — That  was  Colonel  Romilly. 

5033.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Hollands  ? — I  know  there  is  such  a 
gentleman. 

5034.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Blinks  ? — I  do. 

5035.  Were  you  present  yesterday  or  to-day  when  Mr.  Hollands  was  examined  ? — I 
have  not  heard  any  of  the  examination  of  Mr.  Hollands.  I  was  present  in  Court  about 
half  an  hour  yesterday,  but  I  heard  not  a  word  uttered  by  Mr.  Hollands. 

5036.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Pout's  examination  of  yesterday  and  to-day  ? — I  heard  about 
ten  minutes  of  yesterday's,  and  I  have  heard  about  half  the  examination  to-day. 

5037.  You  heard  Mr.  Pout  state  something  on  the  subject  of  Mr.  Hollands'  interview 
with  him  on  the  subject  of  a  communication  he  had  had  from  Mr.  Blinks  ? — I  was  in  the 
gallery  there.     I  heard  several  sentences,  but  not  very  distinctly. 

5038.  Was  Mr.  Hollands  employed  at  the  last  election  for  the  Reds  ? — I  do  not  know 
whether  he  was  employed.  He  was  an  active  man,  like  myselfi  He  was  for  the  Reds 
and  I  for  the  Blues. 

5039.  Had  you  any  communication  with  liim  ? — Not  the  slightest. 

5040.  Had  you  any  communication  with  Mr.  Blinks? — About  a  month  before  the 
election,  I  aske'd  him  to  vote  for  Colonel  Romilly,  and  he  said  lie  might,  possibly.  Sub- 
sequently he  said  he  should  not  vote  for  Colonel  Romilly  ;  but  on  the  day  of  the  election 
I  came  up  the  street,  and  he  came  with  me.  We  came  up  the  street  together,  and  he 
said,  "  I  shall  vote  for  Colonel  Romilly."  I  doubted  his  word  I  went  about  twelve 
o'clock  to  the  poll  table,  to  see  whether  he  really  did  perform  what  he  then  said.  I  got 
up  in  the  fly,  and  when  I  got  into  Bridge-street  I  saw  Colonel  Romilly,  and  I  said, 
"  Blinks  is  going  to  vote  for  you,  or  rather  he  says  so ;  I  will  go  and  see."  When  he  got 
to  the  poll  table  he  called  out,  "  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William  Somerville ;"  and  I 
directly  said,  "  Hurrah  ;"  but  to  tell  you  the  truth  I  did  not  think  he  intended  to  vote 
for  them.  Blinks  then  said  to  the  Honourable  Butler  Johnstone,  "  You  will  heai*  from 
me  again  another  day  ;"  and  I  suppose  he  has  done  so  ;  I  think  he  has  kept  his  word. 
I  think  that  is  an  answer  to  your  question. 

5041.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  BUnks  being  employed  by  Mr.  Hollands  to 
bring  up  voters  and  to  secure  voters  ? — Of  my  own  knowledge,  or  hearsay ;  which  am  I 
to  answer  ? 

5042.  Tell  us  what  you  know  ? — Nothing  positively ;  only  hearsay  from  Mr.  Blinks' 
mouth. 

5043.  You  have  had  no  communications  with  Mr.  Hollands  ?—  Not  at  all. 


Mr.  George  Furley  sworn,  and  examined. 


5044.  What  are  you  ? — A  solicitor,  and  a  Conservative  in  politics. 

5045.  Do  you  live  at  Canterbury  ? — I  do. 

5046.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — I  am. 

5047.  Were  you  chairman  of  Mr.  Vance's  committee  in  1850  ? — I  was. 

5048.  At  whose  request  did  you  act  ? — I  formed  one  of  a  deputation  of  three  who  went 
up  to  London,  in  consequence  of  a  public  meeting,  which  was  held,  I  think,  on  the  Wed- 
nesday in  Canterbury  previous  to  the  election,  when  I  myself,  Mr.  Thomas  White  CoUard, 
and  a  Mr.  Austin,  were  named  as  a  deputation  to  go  up  to  London,  to  endeavoui-  to  find 
a  candidate.  We  went  up  to  London  ;  and  perhaps  I  may  as  well  state  the  whole  matter 
connected  with  it.  We  went  to  the  Carlton,  and  saw  Major  Beresford  there,  and  Mr.  Vance's 
name  was  mentioned.  We  rather  objected  at  the  time,  because  he  had  been  a  defeated  can- 
didate at  the  last  election,  and  we  wished  another  candidate  to  come  forward.  However, 
after  going  about  London  the  best  part  of  the  night  and  the  next  day,  it  resolved  itself 
into  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Vance  at  the  Wyndham.  We  saw  him  there,  and  Mr.  Brown 
was  with  him  at  the  time. 

5049.  The  parliamentary  agent  ? — The  parliamentary  agent.  We  stated  to  him  that  we 
came  as  a  deputation  from  Canterbury ;  that  aU  we  reqtdred  of  a  candidate  was  a  siun 
sufficient  to  defray  the  mere  legal  expenses  ;  that  certainly  a  sum  not  exceeding  300^ 


Mr.  G.  Furley. 
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Mr  G.  Furleu.     wotild  be  all  that  would  be  required  of  any  candidate  that  came  forward.  We  stated  as  the 

•    *  J '     reason  for  that,  that  the  party  were  at  that  time  disposed  to  imite  together;  that  Canter- 

18th  May  1853.     bury  was  in  a  very  depressed  state,  owing  to  the  effects  of  the  free  trade  measures  upon 

. an  agricultural  district ;  and  we  thought  that  a  great  many  of  the  blue  tradesmen  would 

not  be  disposed  to  vote  on  the  occasion,  and  there  was  a  very  good  opportunity  for  a  Con- 
servative coming  forward,  and  trying  the  borough,  on  pure  principles.  Mr.  Vance  agreed  to 
come  down.  We  left  that  afternoon,  and  he  came  by  the  last  train.  We  had  a  meeting  at 
Thomas  White  Collard's  the  same  evening,  which  was  on  Friday,  and  a  large  meeting 
there  was  there,  and  we  went  into  the  registry  and  the  poll  book,  the  list  of  voters,  and 
we  satisfied  Mr.  Vance  that  he  stood  a  feir  chance,  and  he  agreed  to  stand.  He  wrote  his 
address  that  night,  which  was  issued  the  next  morning,  the  following  Saturday,  and  when 
we  went  up  into  the  committee-room  I  was  then  placed  in  the  chair 

5050.  Mr.  Vance  was  the  purity  candidate  in  1850  ? — Mr.  Vance  came  down  here  witJi 
the  intention  of,  certainly,  as  we  expressed  it  as  strongly  to  him  as  we  could,  that  no  sum 
of  money  beyond  legitimate  expenses  was  necessary  for  the  election,  and  we  should  not 
require  him  to  pay  a  farthing  beyond  that. 

5051.  Then  he  commenced,  and  proceeded  with  his  canvass  ? — We  had  no  canvass.  You 
remember  one  day's  canvass  could  not  be  a  great  deal.  It  was  a  regular  hurry-scurry 
affair.  The  other  party  were  quite  in  the  dark  whether  we  should  start  a  candidate  till  the 
Friday  night.  We  considered  that  we  had  a  fair  chance,  and  therefore  our  tactics  were 
that  day  to  issue  a  lot  of  flaming  placards,  and  to  have  a  meeting  in  the  evening,  and  to 
act  in  fact  generally  as  persons  would  without  particularly  going  into  a  canvass. 

5052.  They  took  you  by  surprise  when  they  started  Colonel  Romilly,  and  you  took 
them  by  surprise  when  you  started  Mr.  Vance  ? — I  do  not  believe  that  that  they  expected 
a  candidate  imtil  they  saw  one. 

5053.  Did  you  know  that  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  going  to  be  made  a  peer  on  that 
occasion  ? — Certainly  not. 

6054.  I  understand  there  were  no  applications  for  colour  tickets  sent  in  to  you  ? — I  do 
not  think  there  was  an  application  for  a  colour  ticket ;  I  am  not  aware  of  it. 

5056.  There  was  not  time? — There  would  have  been  time,  because  generally  the 
applications  are  sent  in  the  day  or  two  before  the  election,  and  there  would  have  been 
time. 

6056.  But  you  were  very  much  hurried  ? — No  applications  were  granted  at  alL 

5057.  Were  any  sent  in,  do  you  remember  ? — I  am  not  aware  there  was  one  sent  in. 

5058.  Why  did  Mr.  Vance  abandon  the  contest  ? — We  met  in  committee  at  the  Rose, 
where  Mr.  Vance  came  that  morning,  and  we  were  actively  engaged  in  preparing  books, 
and  so  forth,  necessary  for  the  election,  and  seeing  several  parties  who  came  into  the 
committee-room.  Mr.  Vance  left  about  one  or  two  o'clock,  and  was  gone  for  about  two 
hours. 

5059.  In  the  afternoon  ? — In  the  afternoon. 

5060.  Where  did  he  go  to  ? — ^That  you  must  ask  him.     I  am  not  aware. 

5061.  Are  you  sure  you  are  not  aware  ? — I  am  quite  sure. 

5062.  You  have  not  even  a  surmise  ? — ^The  only  two  names  of  parties  that  I  heard  he 
had  seen  was  Mr.  Pout,  and  I  believe  he  called  on  Mr.  Delmar ;  a  Mr.  James  Delmar. 
Those  are  the  only  two  persons  I  am  aware  he  called  upon.  It  is  matter  of  hearsay. 
As  regards  Mr.  Pout,  he  mentioned  to  me  that  he  had  seen  him. 

5063.  That  was  on  the  Saturday  ? — That  was  on  the  Saturday.  He  was  only  one  day 
in  Canterbury.     Those  are  both  Conservatives,  I  may  mention. 

5064.  You  say  his  head-quarters  were  at  the  Rose  ? — Yes ;  his  head-quaters  were  at 
the  Rose. 

5065.  Had  he  a  room  at  the  Foimtain  ? — That  I  cannot  say. 

5066.  Have  you  heard  ? — I  had  not  heard,  till  you  put  the  question  this  morning  to 
another  witness. 

5067.  Did  he  go  the  Fountain  while  he  was  here  ? — That  I  cannot  say.  We  heard, 
about  three  o'clock,  that  my  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  had  suddenly  appeared  in  Canter- 
bury, and  was  at  the  Foimtain ;  that  he  was  seen  by  a  gentleman  tnere. 

5068.  That  was  during  the  two  hours  when  Mr.  Vance  was  absent  ? — He  was  certainly 
in  Canterbury  at  the  time  we  heard  he  was  there,  about  three  o'clock,  and  at  that  time 
certainly  Mr.  Vance  was  absent. 

5069.  When  he  returned,  did  he  announce  to  you  that  he  was  not  going  on  with  his 
canvass  ? — ^When  he  returned,  he  did  not  announce  at  that  moment,  but  we  went  in,  and 
ne  ordered  dinner,  and  wished  Mr.  Collard  and  myself  to  come  in  and  dine  with  him  and 
Mr.  Brown ;  and  as  soon  as  we  were  in  the  other  room  he  stated,  much  to  our  astonish- 
ment, that  he  did  not  intend  to  continue  the  contest. 

5070.  Was  Mr.  Pout  present  ? — He  was  not  in  the  committee-room  the  whole  day. 
o071.  What  o'clock  was  it  that  he  told  you  that  he  was  not  going  to  stand  ? — That 

must  have  been  about  five  o'clock. 

5072.  Did  he  desire  you  to  keep  it  secret? — No  ;  but  we  were  so  much 'surprised  that 
we  did  keep  it  secret  as  much  as  we  possibly  could  at  that  time. 

5073.  All  of  you  '? — ^There  was  only  Mr.  Collard  and  myself  in  the  room.  There  might 
have  been  Mr.  Austin  present.  Mr.  Collard  and  myself  were  the  only  two  persons  it  was 
announced  to. 
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5074.  Did  he  give  you  any  reason  for  it  ? — Of  course  we  had  a  great  deal  of  discussion     Mr.  G.  Purtey 

witli  regard  to  that  question,  and  tiie  reason  he  gave  was,  the  appearance  of  Lord  Albert  

Conyngham  here  showed  evidently  his  determination  to  obtain  the  borough  coute  qui     I8th  May  185S. 
coute.  — ^*- — 

5075.  Did  he  inform  you  that  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  here  I — We  were  perfectly 
aware  of  that  faict. 

5076.  Did  he  inform  you,  or  did  you  inform  him  ? — He  informed  us ;  but  we  knew 
before  ;  it  was  not  the  first  time  we  had  the  information. 

5077.  He  feared  Lord  Albert's  purse? — He  feared  Lord  Alberts  piu^e  would  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  election,  and  that  he  would  have  no  chance  of  winning  without 
an  outlay  of  money ;  that  was  one  reason.  The  next  reason  he  gave  was,  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  consequence  to  him  that  he  should  represent  some  borough,  as  he  wished  to  get 
into  Parliament,  and  that  the  eflFect  of  a  second  defeat  at  a  place  might  have  a  very 
prejudicial  effect  on  him  in  seeking  any  other  constituency.  Those  were  the  two  reasons 
that  I  imderstood  him  to  give  for  declming  the  contest. 

5078.  Were  you  of  opinion  that  he  would  not  have  succeeded  ? — I  felt  certain  he  would 
have  won. 

5079.  Did  he  think  he  would  not  win  ? — He  seemed  to  feel  certain  himself  that  he 
should  not  win. 

5080.  When  did  he  first  express  that  opinion  ? — Between  five  and  six  o'clock  on  the 
Saturday. 

5081.  Did  he  give  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  he  had  obtained  any  information 

during  his  absence  ? — No ;  but  we  heard  that This  discussion  went  on  from  five  until 

twelve  o'clock  at  night.  The  committee  were  endeavouring  as  far  as  possible  to  induce 
hiTn  during  that  time  to  remain  and  go  to  the  poll  The  fiu5t  is,  so  strong  was  the  feeling 
of  the  committee  generally  that  I  believe  I  am  speaking  accurately  upon  the  question 
when  I  say  that  we  agreed  to  raise  a  subscription  among  ourselves  to  defray  the  ftuiher 
expenses  for  the  Monday's  election. 

5082.  You  were  going  to  say  something  just  now,  when  I  asked  you  whether  he  had 
obtained  any  information  during  his  absence  ? — Yes  ;  he  stated  about  ten  o'clock  tliat  he 
had  seen  Mr.  Pout ;  that  came  out  in  the  discussion  in  the  committee-room ;  but  I  believe 
afterwards  he  read  the  letter  which  Mr.  Pout  stated  he  sent  to  him,  and  that  letter 
certainly  held  out  some  inducement  of  success. 

5083.  Did  he  give  any  reason  at  all  for  thinking  he  would  not  succeed,  besides  what  he 
supposed  Mr.  Pout  had  told  him  ? — ^The  only  reason  he  gave  for  not  succeeding  was  the 
fear  of  Lord  Albert's  purse. 

5084.  Not  that  you  were  not  in  the  majority  ? — No  ;  it  was  the  simple  fear  of  Lord 
Albert's  pursa 

5085.  Did  he  say  anything  of  his  own  ability  or  inability  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the 
election  ? — ^The  only  thing  that  he  stated,  I  think,  with  regard  to  that  matter, — I  merely 
charge  my  memory  with  the  conversation, — ^that  the  application  to  come  down  here  had 
come  upon  him  by  surprise,  and  that  he  was  not  prepared  at  that  immediate  moment 
with  any  funds. 

5086.  And  then  it  was  you  made  him  that  sort  of  proposal  ? — Rather  than  that  he 
should  go  away,  we  would  raise  a  fund  among  ourselves  to  meet  the  sheriff's  expenses  of 
the  day. 

5087.  And  what  did  he  say  to  that  ? — He  declined  ;  nothing  would  induce  him  to  alter 
bis  determination. 

5088.  And  then  the  conference  broke  up  ? — It  lasted  tiU  twelve  o'clock,  and  of  course 
the  committee  and  he  did  not  part  on  very  agreeable  terms  with  each  other.  He  left,  and 
wished  the  committee,  I  believe,  to  announce  to  the  other  side  his  intention  to  resign, 
and  they  one  and  all  positively  declined  to  do  that,  and  left  him  to  do  it  himself 

5089.  Was  anything  said  on  either  side  as  to  anything  he  was  to  get  for  withdraw- 
ing, or  to  obtain  by  withdrawing  from  the  contest? — I  did  not  catch  the  question 
accurately. 

5090.  Was  anything  said  on  either  side  in  the  course  of  your  angry  discussion  as  to  his 
getting  anything  for  withdrawing  in  fe,vour  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  friend  ? — Not 
the  slightest 

5091 .  Not  at  that  time  ? — Not  the  slightest. 

5092.  Then  you  went  away,  and  left  him  to  announce  it  in  any  way  he  pleased  ? — Yes. 

5093.  Did  he  say  what  he  should  do  ? — No  ;  he  left  merely  with  the  understanding  that 
he  was  to  let  Colonel  Romilly  know. 

5094.  He  told  you  so  ? — ^Yes. 

5095.  Did  you  go  with  him  to  Colonel  Eonully's  ?-  No ;  I  left  before  him ;  but  I  heard 
his  carriage  go  by  my  house. 

5096.  Who  went  with  him  to  Colonel  Eomilly's  ? — From  what  I  heard, — this  is  merely 
information, — he  had  ordered  horses  from  the  Rose  to  meet  the  up  train  from  Dover ;  the 
morning  two  o'clock  train  ;  that  he  left  the  Rose  at  12  o'clock,  and  on  his  way  from  the 
Rose  to  the  Ashford  station  he  passed  the  Fountain,  and  left  a  note  there. 

5097.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  saw  Colonel  Romilly  ? — I  am  not  aware. 

5098.  There  was  an  address  appeared  the  next  day,  which  was  signed  by  him  ?-  -Yes, 
he  left  that  address,  which  I  have. 
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Mr.  6.  Furky.         5099.  When  did  he  write  that  address  ? — He  wrote  it  before  he  left. 

^ 5100.  Before  he  left  you  ? — Rather  before  I  left  him. 

18th  May  1853.        5101.  I  am  only  askmg  you  when  he  wrote  it  ? — He  wrote  it  between  11  and  12  o'clock 

— on  Saturday  night. 

5102.-  In  your  presence? — Yes. 

5103.  Did  you  approve  of  it  ? — No.  We  merely  stated,  that  whatever  address  he  chose 
to  put  out  that  I  would  take  care  it  should  be  printed. 

5104.  After  he  left  was  there  any  question  between  his  committee  and  himself  about 
such  expenses  as  had  been  incurred  ? — We  never  heard  a  single  question  with  r^ard  to 
any  previous  expenses.  That  question  was  never  mooted,  the  whole  time  he  was  down 
here  nor  up  in  London. 

5105.  There  woidd  be  some  expense  of  committee-rooms  ? — I  thought  you  meant  the 
expenses  of  the  past  election. 

5106.  No? — He  stated,  of  course,  if  I  sent  him  up  the  accounts  he  would  pay 
them. 

5107.  Was  there  any  question  between  you  and  him  of  the  expenses  of  the  former 
elections  ? — ^Not  a  single  question. 

5108.  Not  at  that  time  ? — Not  at  any  time. 

5109.  Were  there  any  outstanding  at  that  time  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  o£ 

5110.  Did  you  send  him  up  an  account  of  his  expenses  of  this  sort  of  canvass? — 
I  did. 

5111.  Did  he  pay  them?— He  did  pay  them. 

5112.  We  are  told  some  action  was  brought  against  him  for  some  prior  election  ? — 
Not  on  this  occasion  at  aU ;  that  was  the  1847  election. 

5113.  There  were  in  1850  some  expenses  outstanding  which  had  been  incurred  by 
Idm  in  1847  ? — None  that  I  am  aware  of. 

5114.  When  was  the  action  brought? — I  could  tell  you,  as  clerk  of  the  county  court, 
because  they  were  brought  here. 

5115.  Were  they  not  brought  since  1850? — I  cannot  charge  my  memory  to  the  fact ; 
but  they  never  came  in  question  upon  the  1850  election. 

5116.  Have  you  heard  of  any  suggestions  between  him  and  any  parties  as  to  expenses, 
electioneering  expenses,  since  he  left  Canterbury  the  last  time  in  1850  ? — Never. 

5117.  Now,  from  the  information  which  I  suppose  you  may  have  obtained,  can  you 
throw  any  light  at  all  on  the  inducement  which  led  him  to  abandon  the  contest  ? — No. 
My  own  impression  of  the  matter  is^ — and  I  think  what  he  stated  he  really  meant  at 
the  time, — that  he  was  not  well  He  came  down  here  unexpectedly,  and  I  think  it 
was  the  presence  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  that  drove  him  away, — the  fear  that  he 
stood  no  chance  on  purity  principles,  and  not  wishing  to  suffer  a  second  defeat  in 
Canterbury ;  I  think  those  were  the  two  motives  that  really  influenced  him. 

5118.  Do  you  know  any  person  that  can  throw  any  further  light  on  the  subject? 
— No,  not  the  slightest  I  think  I  know  as  much  of  it  as  any  body  in  Canterbury  can 
possibly  know. 

5119.  Have  you  any  reason  to  believe  that  during  the  two  hours  that  Mr.  Vance  was 
absent  from  the  committee-room  on  that  Saturday  that  he  had  any  interview  with  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham  ? — I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  fact. 

5120.  From  nothing  that  has  been  said  ? — Nothing  at  all.  I  merely  heard  the  rumour 
which  other  parties  heard  afterwards. 

5121.  That  he  had  had  an  interview  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — That  he  had 
had  an  interview  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  and  that  he  received  a  sum  of  money, 
l,000i.,  to  leave  Canterbury ;  that  was  the  common  talk  of  the  place,  and  I  heard  it  with 
others,  but  I  never  placed  any  great  credence  in  it. 

5122.  Had  he  been  at  the  Fountain  that  day? — I  never  heard  that  he  had  been  at 
the  Fountain  that  day. 

5123.  Where  did  you  hear  of  the  interview  taking  place  ? — I  never  heard  of  any  place. 
I  merely  heard  that  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  happening  to  be  in  Canterbury,  they  met 
each  other,  and  that  this  negotiation  was  set  on  foot.  That  was  the  only  time  he  was 
absent  from  me  the  whole  of  that  Saturday,  from  10  o  clock  in  the  morning  imtil  12 
at  night. 

5124.  You  say  that  Mr.  Vance,  when  he  retired,  was  certain  of  winning  if  he  had 
gone  to  a  contest,  and  if  the  election  had  been  conducted  on  his  side  upon  principles  of 
perfect  purity  ? — I  fuUy  beUeve  it,  without  the  most  corrupt  practices  on  the  other  side. 

5125.  You  tell  us  that  Mr.  Vance  was  not  prepared  with  any  fimds  ? — No. 

5126.  But  that  you  and  your  friends  were  prepared  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the 
election,  as  £sir  as  regards  the  necessary  legal  expenditure  ? — We  offered  to  do  that,  rather 
than  that  he  should  resign. 

5127.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  that  if  you  had  confined  yourself  strictly  to  the  necessary 
legal  expenditure,  that  Mr.  Vance  would  have  had  the  slightest  chance  ? — Certainly  I 
do ;  and  I  can  only  give,  in  confirmation  of  that,  the  opinion  that  Mr.  Aris  expressed  last 
Saturday,  as  the  agent  of  the  blue  party,  that  he  himself  believed  Mr.  Vance  would  have 
come  in. 

5128.  Supposing  you  and  Mr.  Vance  had  rigidly  adhered  to  strict  purity  principles; 
and  that  the  other  party  had  not  acted  on  the  same  system,  but  had  been  at  all  profuse 
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in  their  expenditure,  do  you  think  Mr.  Yanoe  would  have  had  any  chance  of  coming  in  ?      Mr.  O.  PuH§^. 
You  have  heard  the  evidence  ? — Certainly,  I  have  heard  that.     Perhaps  I  may  an£(wer  — 

that  question  by  stating,  that  at  that  time  Canterbury  was  under  very  peculiar  drcum-     l^th  May  1858, 
stances  ;  it  was  in  a  very  depressed  state,  and  that  depression  was  felt  to  be  owing  to  * 

the  alteration  of  the  com  laws,  it  being  an  agricultural  district ;  and  we  heard  that  a 
great  many  parties  who  had  been  in  the  blue  interest  would  either  have  voted  for  the 
Conservative  candidate,  or  would  have  abstained  altogether  jfrom  voting  on  that  occasion  ; 
and  it  was  on  that  basis,  and  knowing  that  there  was  a  r^ular  split  between  the  blue 
party  and  a  party  called  the  financial  reform  party,  who  were  at  daggers  drawn  with 
the  leading  blue  members  under  those  and  other  circumstances;  we  felt  we  had  an 
exceedingly  good  chance  of  winning. 

5129.  Tlie  needy  part  of  the  constituency  being  at  that  time  in  an  imusual  state  of 
depression,  did  you  not  think  corrupt  practices  were  much  more  likely  to  have  influenced 
them  than  if  they  had  been  in  a  better  state  of  prosperity  and  in  a  better  condition  1 — 
The  pressure  was  not  so  much  on  the  indigent  parties  as  it  was  on  the  tradespeople 
at  that  time.  It  was  the  upper  portion  of  the  constituency  that  was  feeling  it  at  that 
moment. 

5130.  With  respect  to  the  lower  portion  of  the  constituency,  was  not  a  considerable 
majority  of  tiie  lower  portion  of  the  constituency  in  fevour  of  free  trade  ? — We  are 
entirely  in  an  agricultural  district  here,  and  you  must  remember  (of  course  there  is  no 
difficulty  now  in  answering  the  question)  that  at  that  time  it  was  readly  a  question  whether 
free  trade  would  be  a  benefit  or  not  to  an  agricultural  city ;  therefore,  I  do  not  think 
that  the  impression  operated  as  much,  or  that  the  effect  would  have  been  experienced  by 
the  lower  classes  to  the  extent,  you  imagine  it  would. 

5131.  Is  this  what  you  mean  to  say,  that  supposing  Mr.  Vance  had  rigidly  adhered  to 

Eurity  principles,  and  supposing  also  that  the  opposite  side  had  followed  his  example, 
aving  observed  the  same  strict  purity,  you  think  that  then  Mr.  Vance  would  have  had 
a  very  good  chance  of  winning  ? — Clearly  so. 

5132.  Are  you  quite  as  certain,  supposing  he  had  been  pure,  and  the  other  party  had 
been  a  little  profuse  in  their  expenditure,  the  result  would  have  been  the  same  ? — That 
would  have  depended  on  whether  the  blue  party  would  have  united  themselves  on  the 
day  of  contest. 

6133.  This  was  in  1850  ?— In  1850. 

5134.  There  was  a  general  depression  of  trade  in  agricultural  counties  ? — ^Yes,  generally ; 
particularly  in  Canterbury. 

5135.  And,  speaking  in  an  electioneering  point  of  view,  protection  was  looking  up,  was 
it  not  ? — It  was  at  that  moment. 


Jacob  Jactobs  sworn,  and  examined.  Jacob  Jacchi. 

5186.  Were  you  an  elector  of  this  borough  in  the  year  1847  ? — Yes. 

5137.  A  fi'eeman  or  householder  ? — ^Householder. 

5138.  Had  you  been  long  an  elector  ? — ^Yes ;  since  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill 

5139.  Which  party  were  you  ? — Blue. 

5140.  In  the  year  1847  were  you  in  connexion  with  a  man  called  Butter? — Yes. 

5141.  Did  Mr.  Butter  give  you  50i.  ?— He  did. 

5142.  For  what  purpose  ? — For  general  electioneering  purposes. 

6143.  Be  a  little  more  specific  than  that  ? — I  will  tell  you.  It  was  my  province  to 
bring  all  the  out-dwelling  freemen  at  Whitstable  to  the  poll.  I  went  down  on  several 
occasions, — on  the  first  occasion  before  the  candidates  went  to  canvass  them, — ^to  see  them 
and  speak  to  them.  After  I  had  done  so,  the  candidates  went  down.  I  then  went  down 
to  mi^e  arrangements  with  them  for  coming  up,  and  to  grant  them  such  colour  tickets  as 
they  felt  themselves  entitled  to  ask  for. 

5144.  Is  that  all  ? — I  expended  a  considerable  sum  of  money,  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  50Z.,  in  that  manner.  They  had  copious  refreshment  wben  they  came  up.  They  insisted 
upon  having  breakfest  before  they  came  away,  and  luncheon  when  they  got  here,  and 
stayed  to  dine  here ;  and  they  brought  their  wives  and  children,  and  altogether  they  made 
a  very  r^pectable  party. 

5145.  How  many  freemen  were  there  out-voters  at  Whitstable  ? — I  really  do  not  know 
exactly, 

5146.  On  your  blue  side  ? — Well,  I  think  seventeen  or  eighteen*  I  cannot  be  sure ;  it 
is  now  six  years  ago  ;  I  have  no  memorandum  to  remind  me  of  it  now. 

5147.  You  think  this  50Z.  was  expended  in  your  trips  ?— No  ;  by  no  means  the  whole 
of  it. 

5148.  How  much  was  expended  in  what  you  told  us  ? — What  was  expended  there, 
and  when  they  came  up  to  poll,  I  think  must  have  amounted  to  27Z.  or  28i, ;  I  think  so ; 
but  I  gave  in  an  exact  account  of  what  I  expended  the  money  for  to  Mr.  Butter,  who, 
no  doubt,  has  got  the  paper ;  the  debtor  and  creditor  account. 

5149.  Was  any  money  expended  by  you  in  inducing  men  to  vote  ? — Yea 

5150.  How  much  ?— I  think  20?.,  but  I  will  not  be  quite  certain. 
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JmofA  Jacobg,  5151.  Was  that  down  in  Whitstable  ? — No  man  in  Whitstajble  took  anything  for  his 

.  — ,  vote  beyond  colour  tickets. 

18th  May  1858.         5152.  Was  that  so  ?—l  think  it  was. 

5153.  How  many  voters  did  you  expend  this  20Z.  upon? — I  think,  as  near  as  I  can 

recollect,  four. 

5154.  Was  it  5?.  apiece  ? — Yes. 

5155.  Who  were  they  ? — I  do  not  know  their  Christian  names.  I  should  know  them 
if  they  were  called  to  my  mind  ;  but  it  is  so  long  since.  One  man's  name  is  Hitchoock. 
He  was  a  portrait  painter.     I  do  not  know  what  his  Christian  name  is. 

5156.  Do  you  know  where  he  lives? — In  Palace  Street ;  he  did  at  that  time.  You 
will  understand  that  I  did  not  make  a  bargain  with  him  that  he  was  to  vote.. 

5157.  Very  few  words  do  pass  on  these  occasions  ? — Perhaps  you  will  be  pleased  to 
understand,  as  the  man  was  indicated  to  me  as  being  in  distress,  I  called  upon  him,  and 
he  made  a  statement  to  me,  as  an  apology  for  taking  any  money,  that  he  had  not  earned 
anything  for  a  considerable  time  ;  that  there  was  neither  bread  nor  coals  in  the  housa 

5158.  It  might  be  a  very  good  excuse  for  him,  but  not  for  the  parties  lyho  sent  the 
money.  Those  people  are  never  generous,  except  upon  the  eve  of  the  election  ? — I  believe 
that  to  be  the  case. 

5159.  You  gave  him  5i.  ? — I  gave  him  oL 

5160.  Do  you  know  another  ? — Yes. 

5161.  What  is  his  name  ? — A  man  of  the  name  of  Sheather. 

5162.  What  did  he  have  ? — £^i.  At  least  he  did  not  have  it ;  he  said  he  was  not  going 
to  take  anything  ;  but  there  was  the  same  story  as  the  other  ;  that  the  fomily  were  in 
great  distress  ;  that  he  had  been  out  of  work  for  a  long  time  ;  that  liis  wife  was  in  great 
need,  and  if  I  would  give  her  something  he  meant  to  vote. 

5163.  You  did  not  leave  it  in  doubt  on  whose  side  you  were  canvassing? — Decidedly 
not 

5164.  You  let  them  know  that  you  were  canvassing  for  the  Blues  ? — I  did  not  canvass 
either  of  them  myself.  They  had  been  previously  canvassed  ;  I  was  told  to  call  on 
Sheather  by  one  of  the  committed. 

5165.  What  was  his  name  ? — John  Sneller. 

5166.  Did  SneUer  merely  tell  you  to  call  on  Sheather? — He  told  me  to  call  upon 
Sheather ;  he  believed  he  was  inclined  to  vote  for  the  two  blue  candidates ;  tliat  is  all 

5167.  Is  that  the  mode  of  telling  a  man  in  Canterbury  that  he  is  to  put  a  5?.  note 
into  the  voter's  hand  ? — I  must  beg  you  to  imagine  that. 

5168.  Y(>u  had  no  doubt  about  it  ?— I  had  not  any. 

5169.  You  have  no  doubt  in  the  world  Sneller  indicated  that? — It  would  be  hard  for 
me  to  say  what  Sneller  had  in  his  mind  at  the  time  ;  that  of  course  I  cannot  say.  I  took 
the  inference  so. 

5170.  The  inference  was  broad  enough  for  you  ? — It  was. 

5171.  What  is  SneUer  ? — He  is  a  town  councillor  and  a  cowkeeper. 

5172.  I  may  take  him  to  be  a  man  moving  in  a  sphere  very  far  above  those  two  people 

who  were  in  distress  ? — Quite  so. 

5173.  Who  was  the  third  man  to  whom  you  gave  51,  ? — His  name  was  Nathan. 

5174.  What  did  he  say  ? — Well,  sir,  a  similar  story  to  the  others ;  that  he  was  very 
poor ;  that  he  had  been  offered  ol.  by  the  Conservatives,  but  that  he  would  rather  vote  on 
the  blue  side  if  he  could  get  the  same  sum. 

5175.  That  was  very  cool  ? — Yes. 

5176.  Thereupon,  what  did  you  do  or  what  did  you  say,  Mr.  Jacobs? — Well,  I 
endeavoured  to  argue  with  him,  that  if  he  coidd  possibly  do  without  it  he  ought  not  to 
prostitute  his  franchise  by  taking  H.  or  any  sum  ;  but  he  insisted  upon  havilig  it,  and  I 
did  not  think  that  if  I  withheld  it  from  him  I  should  do  that  which  I  had  undertaken 
to  do  to  promote  the  interests  of  the  blue  candidates. 

5177.  You  thought  that  there  was  prostitution  and  disgrace  in  receiving,  but  none  in 
giving  ? — I  considered  myself  only  the  agent  of  the  nobleman  who  furnished  the  money. 

5178.  Where  does  this  Nathan  live  ? — In  Northgate  ;  at  least  he  did  at  that  time.  I 
do  not  know  whether  he  lives  there  now. 

5179.  Do  you  know  his  Christian  name  ? — Moses. 

5180.  Who  was  the  fourth? — I  do  not  know  the  name  of  the  fourth.  I  was  called 
into  the  shop  of  Mr.  Brown,  the  leather-cutter.  The  fiict  is,  Mr.  Pilcher,  the  Marchioness 
of  Conyngham's  steward,  met  me  in  the  street  in  the  course  of  the  morning,  just  by 
Brown's,  and  he  asked  me  to  walk  in  there,  and  said  that  Mr.  Brown  would  like  tx)  speak 
to  me.  I  went  into  the  shop,  and  there  was  a  man  there  who  1  was  told  was  a  voter, 
and  who  I  knew  very  well  by  sight.  I  forget  his  name  now ;  but  perhaps  if  I  were  to 
hear  the  name  I  probably  tihould  know  it ;  I  am  not  quite  sure  of  it.  Mr.  Brown  told 
me  that  he  was  going  to  vote  for  the  two  blue  candidates ;  he  had  been  promised ;  and  if 
I  had  any  money  left  to  give  it  him.     I  had  U.  left,  and  I  gave  it  him. 

5181.  Was  Nathan  a  fruiterer  ? — He  was. 

5182.  Wlio  told  you  to  call  on  Nathan  ? — No  one.     I  met  him  in  the  street. 

5183.  Was  it  in  the  street  that  he  informed  you  that  he  had  been  offered  5Z.  by  the 
Conservatives? — He  did. 
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5184.  Then  you  secured  him? — I  did  not  ^ve  him  the  5i.  immediatefly.     I  think  it      - Jofsob  Jacobs. 
was  the  day  previous  to  the  election.  _ 

5186.  Did  Nathan  tell  you  who  had  offered  him  the  5Z.? — He  did  not;  not  to  my     18th  May  1853. 
recollection. 

5186.  Have  you  any  further  information  to  give  us  ? — No,  sir.  Only  I  owe  this  to 
myself  to  say,  that  neither  directly  nor  indirectly  did  I  ever  benefit  one  single  sixpence 
by  th(B  election. 

5187.  I  am  told  that  you  had  30Z.  from  Mr.  Pilcher ;  is  that  so  ? — No. 

5188.  £  35,  or  any  other  sum  ? — Not  a  sixpence.  I  only  had  money  from  Mr.  Rutter. 
I  saw  by  the  Times  of  to-day  that  it  was  stated  I  had  had  50?.  My  recollection  does  not 
serve  me,  that  it  was  50Z.  I  should  not  like  to  swear  it  was  more  or  less.  I  am  rather 
inclined  to  think  it  was  more  than  less. 

5189.  Look  at  that  (handing  a  paper  to  the  witness)  ? — That  is  my  handwriting. 

5190.  That  is  your  account? — Yes  ;  this  is  my  account  with  Mr.  Rutter.  I  find  the 
man's  name  here  I  did  not  know  before ;  Read. 

5191.  Is  that  the  foiuth  man? — Yes. 

5192.  Look  at  that  (a  second  paper  is  handed  to  the  vntness)! — This  paper  last  put 
into  my  hands  is  explanatory  of  what  I  charge  here,  20/.  10s.,  because  I  did  not  want  it 
to  remain  in  doubt  that  I  had  expended  the  money,  so  I  gave  a  separate  account  for  what 
it  was  expended. 

5193.  Now,  refreshing  your  recollection  by  having  the  two  accounts  which  you  handed 
in  at  the  time  t.o  Mr.  Rutter  before  you,  is  the  statement  you  have  told  us  the  correct 
statement? — I  beKevfe  it  to  be  so. 

519  4f.  Have  you  anything  to  add  to  it  ? — No,  I  have  nothing  to  add. 

5195.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Abraham  Abrahams,  Northgate? — I  know 
him. 

5196.  Do  you  know  anything  about  a  sum  of  SI  which  he  had  to  pay  ? — No,  I  never 
heard  of  it ;  I  know  nothing  of  him. 

5197.  Besides  those  persons  to  whom  you  gave  sums  of  money  at  the  election,  do  you 
know  any  other  person  to  whom  sums  of  money  were  given  on  the  blue  side  at  the  elec- 
tion ? — No,  I  do  not.    I  never  heard. 

5198.  Did  you  hear  of  the  names  of  other  persons? — No,  I  did  not  hear.  This  money 
I  received,  and  I  agreed  to  expend  it,  and  here  is  the  account  exactly  how  every  shilling 
was  expended. 


Mr.  George  Furley  recalled,  and  examined.  Mr.  G.Furlqf. 


5199.  I  believe  you  wish  to  make  a  statement  in  explanation  of  something  you  said 
on  your  examination  ? — The  only  point  is  with  regard  to  Mr.  Vance's  leaving  He  left 
with  Mxr  Brawn  at  the  time,  and  came  back  with  Mr,  Brown. 

5200.  During  those  two  hours  ? — Yes. 

5201.  Is  it  Mr.  Brown  the  parliamentary  agent  ? — Yes ;  he  came  down  with  him,  and 
he  left  with  him. 

5202.  Was  Mr.  Brown  with  him  the  whole  time  he  was  absent? — I  cannot  state 
that 

5203.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  Mr.  Brown  could  throw  some  light  on  this  doubtftd 
question  ? — I  do  not  know  at  alL  I  merely  state  the  fact,  that  Mr.  Brown  was  down 
with  him  ;  that  he  left  with  him  and  came  back  with  him, 

5204.  Then  you  think  nobody  but  Mr.  Vance  can  explain  it  ? — Mr.  Vance  is  the  only 
party,  and  Lord  Londesborough  ;  they  would  be  the  only  two.  From  what  I  have  under- 
stood, Mr.  Vance  appears  to  have  called  upon  Mr.  Pout,  and  he  was  alone  at  that  time, 
and  therefore  Mr  Brown  and  Mr.  Vance  would  not  be  together  the  whole  time. 

5205.  That  is  during  the  whole  time  that  Mr.  Vance  was  absent  ? — Yes. 


Th()B€AS  King  sworn,  and  examined.  llamas  Kmg. 

5206.  Are  you  a  voter  for  the  city  of  Canterbury  ? — Yes, 

5207.  What  trade  or  profession  are  you  in  ? — I  have  no  occupation. 

5208.  Were  you  a  voter  at  the  election  of  1841  ? — No,  I  was  not 

5209.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  election  of  1841  ? — I  canvassed  in  1841. 

5210.  Was  that  when  Mr.  Smythe  stood  against  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson  ? — It  was. 

5211.  Did  you  canvass  with  Mr.  Smythe  ? — I  did. 

5212.  Did  you  in  ftujt  take  an  active  part  in  the  election  of  1841  ? — As  canvasser,  most 
certainly. 

5213.  Were  you  a  member  of  Mr.  Smythe's  committee  ? — Certainly. 

5214.  You  had  frequent  communications  with  Mr.  Smythe  himself? — Of  course. 

5215.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  financial  department  at  ttiat  election  ? — 
Nothing  as  to  the  internal  part  of  the  committee,  but  a  sum  of  1,000  sovereigns  was 
placed  in  my  hands. 

Y  2 
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Tkomas  Kmg^         5216.  Was  thai  a  box  containing  a  thousand  sovereigns  ? — No. 

— -  5217.  How  many  sovereigns  were  given  to  you  ? — ^The  whole. 

VMk  May  18534        621 8.  Were  they  in  bags  — I  really  cannot  recollect  how ;  they  were  counted  out 
■'  to  me. 

5219.  How  long  was  that,  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  previous  to  the  polling  ? — I 
think  it  was  previous  to  the  canvass;  but  it  being  twelve  years  ago  I  cannot  state  the  date, 
whether  it  was  prior  to  the  beginning  of  the  canvass  or  not. 

5220.  Was  it  after  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  had  resigned ;  after  the  writ  had  been 
moved  for  a  new  election  for  Canterbury  ? — That  I  cannot  be  positive  about. 

5221.  Who  counted  the  sovereigns  out  to  you  ? — A  friend  of  Mr.  Smythe's. 
6222.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  that  gentleman  ? — I  do. 

5223.  What  is  his  name? — Captain  Bigg. 

5224.  Bigg  ? — I  do  not  know  how  he  spells  it. 

5225.  Was  he  resident  in  Canterbury,  or  a  stranger  ? — A  perfect  stranger. 

5226.  Did  he  take  an  active  part  in  Mr.  Smythe's  election  ?-r-He  was  down  here  some 
portion  of  the  time,  and  very  often  out  with  him. 

5227.  He  counted  the  sovereigns  out  to  you  ? — He  dia. 

5228.  They  amounted  to  a  thousand  ? — They  did. 

5229.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  inform  this  Commission  in  what  way  you  expended 
that  money  ? — I  paid  it  to  the  diflferent  orders  of  the  then  chairman  of  the  Conservative 
club,  Mr.  John  Partridge. 

5230.  Did  you  pay  a  thousand  pounds  away  altogether  ? — I  did. 

5231.  To  the  different  orders  you  received  from  ihe  chairman  ? — I  did. 

5232.  Do  you  remember  whether  those  orders  were  in  large  or  small  sums  ? — ^All  in 
large  sums ;  alL 

5233.  Can  you  inform  the  Commission  in  what  particular  sums  that  1,000Z.  was  dis- 
bursed ? — I  think  I  can,  as  nearly  as  my  memory  will  carry  me  out.  I  think  one  con- 
sisted of  the  sum  of  400?.,  another  of  200l,  and  a  third  of  200^,  and,  to  the  best  of  my 
belief,  two  of  100?.  each. 

5234.  To  the  best  of  your  recollection,  I  understand  you,  Mr.  King,  that  the  400Z.  waa 
the  largest  sum  ?-  -Certainly. 

5235.  Do  you  recollect  to  whom  you  gave  that  400?.  ? — I  da 

5236.  To  whom  ? — I  gave  it  to  John  Pout. 

5237.  I  think  I  understood  you  the  next  sum  in  amount  was  300?.  — 200?. 

5238.  To  whom  did  you  give  that  ? — I  paid  that  either  to  Mr.  Croasdill  first,  or  to 
Mr.  Willoughby  Smithson ;  I  forget  which  I  paid  first  of  the  two  gentlemen ;  I  paid 
200i  to  one  and  200?.  to  the  other.  I  will  not  state  that  it  was  at  the  same  time,  but  I 
did  pay  them  in  that  way. 

5239.  To  Mr.  Willoughby  Smithson  and  Mr.  Gumey  Croasdill  ?— Mr.  Gumey  Croasdill 
was  the  vice-chairman  of  the  Conservative  club,  and,  if  my  memory  bears  me  out  rightly, 
Mr.  Smithson  was  the  secretary. 

5240.  That  is  800?.  Then  there  are  two  other  sums  of  100?.  each  ;  do  you  remember 
to  whom  you  paid  those  ? — 100?.  I  paid  to  Mr.  Pout  himself. 

6241.  The  other  100?.,  do  you  remember  ? — I  cannot  speak  positively  ;  I  have  tried  for 
the  last  two  or  three  days  thoroughly  to  recollect,  but  not  having  any  vouchers,  I  cannot 
be  positive.  My  impression  at  one  time  was  that  I  paid  that  100?.  to  Mr.  Walker.  I 
cannot  positively  state  whether  it  was  to  him  or  Mr.  Partridge ;  but  to  one  or  the  other 
I  am  positive. 

5242.  Either  to  Mr.  Walker  or  Mr.  Partridge  you  paid  the  other  100?.  ? — Either  to 
Mr.  Walker  or  Mr.  Partridge  I  paid  the  other  100?. 

5243.  You  are  positive  as  to  that  fact  ? — I  am  positive  as  to  that  fact 

5244.  As  to  which  of  the  two  you  cannot  undertake  to  say  ? — I  cannot  undertake 
to  say. 

5245.  Now,  beside  that  1,000?.  you  have  accoimted  for,  did  any  other  money  pass 
through  your  hands  at  that  election  ? — None  whatever.  I  have  not  the  remotest  recollec- 
tion of  any. 

5246.  Where  was  it  that  Captain  Bigg  counted  out  this  money  to  you  ? — In  a  room 
in  my  own  house. 

5247.  Do  you  remember  whether  it  was  in  the  dajrtime,  or  whether  it  was  in  the 
evening  ? — It  was  m  the  evening. 

5248.  Did  Captain  Bigg  inform  you  where  he  got  that  money  from  ?— rHe  did  not. 

5249.  And  you  did  not  inquire  ? — I  really  do  not  recollect  whether  I  did  or  did  not. 

5250.  Do  you  know  whether  Captain  Bigg  brought  that  money  himself  to  your  house, 
or  whether  there  was  any  other  person  who  assisted  him  to  bring  it  ?  —  I  believe  he 
brought  it  himself 

5251.  Was  anything  said  by  Captain  Bigg  or  by  yourself  with  respect  to  the  purposes 
to  which  this  money  was  to  be  applied  ? — I  had  been  asked  if  I  would  imdertake  the 
charge  of  a  sum  of  money,  to  be  placed  to  the  use  of  the  then  chairman  of  the  Conservative 
club. 

6252.  Do  you  remember  who  asked  you  ?  —  To  the  best  of  my  memory,  it  was 
Mr.  Henry  Kingsford. 

6253.  He  is  the  solicitor  ? — Yes,  the  solicitor. 
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5254.  And  you  acceded  to  his  request  ?—  I  did.  nomas  Kkkg. 

5255.  Now,  when  you  made  those  payments   upon   the   orders  you  received  from 

Mr.  Patridge,  did  you  form  any  opinion  as  to  the  purposes  to  which  the  money  so  dis-     18fch  May  1868. 
bursed  by  you  was  to  be  applied  ? — Not  being  an  elector,  and  not  having  taken  any  part  in         --  —  - .  -. 
the  elections  of  Canterbury,  I  at  the  time  did  not  think  anything  about  it :  as  for  as 
I  recollect,  it  did  not  strike  me. 

5256.  It  did  not  occur  to  you  whether  that  money  was  to  be  expended  for  legal  or 
illegal  purposes  at  the  time  ? — It  did  not,  at  the  time. 

5257.  I  suppose  you  have  now  i  o  doubt  for  what  purpose  tliat  was  intended  ? — Pro- 
bably not  much,  for  some  of  them. 

5258.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  that  was  all  the  money  that  passed  through  your 
bands  in  the  election  of  1841  ? — ^To  the  best  of  my  memory  it  was. 

5259.  Do  you  know  any  other  gentleman  at  the  election  of  1841  through  whose  hands 
money  passed  ? — I  do  not. 

5260.  Besides  Mr.  Partridge  and  Mr.  Pout  ? — I  do  not  know  of  any  other  sum  of 
money. 

5261.  Now,  upon  the  general  election  of  1841,  which  took  place  a  short  time  after  this 
single-handed  contest,  did  you  take  any  part  in  that  election  ? — I  canvassed  upon  that 
election. 

5262.  Were  you  a  voter  then  ? — I  was. 

5263.  That  was  the  first  time  that  you  had  a  vote  for  Canterbury  ? — Certainly. 

5264.  And  I  suppose  you  then  supported  Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  ? — I  did.     I 
beg  to  correct  that.     I  do  not  think  it  was  Smythe  and  Bradshawe.    I  think  it  wa 
Clmton  and  Vance,  in  1847. 

5265.  1841  I  am  asking  you  about? — 1841  I  was  not  a  voter.  1847  was  my  first 
time. 

6266.  The  first  election,  in  1841,  was  the  single-handed  contest.  I  am  now  proceeding 
to  the  election  in  1841,  upon  the  dissolution  of  Parliament  ? — I  took  no  part  in  that 
whatever.     I  canvassed  in  that ;  but  I  was  not  an  elector. 

5267.  You  canvassed  for  Mr.  Smjrthe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  at  that  election  ? — I  believe 
I  did  ;  I  am  sure  of  it. 

5268.  You  were  upon  the  committee  of  that  election  ? — Certainly. 

5269.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  management  of  that  election  ? — None  what- 
ever, with  any  internal  arrangements  of  the  committee. 

5270.  No  internal  arrangement  ? — No. 

5271.  Had  you  anything  to  do  at  that  election  similar  to  what  you  had  at  the 
previous  one  ? — None  ;  not  as  to  money. 

5272.  I  understand  you  that  at  the  previous  election  you  canvassed,  and  received  this 
money,  which  you  have  disbursed  in  the  manner  you  have  stated  ? — I  did. 

5273.  Am  I  right  in  understanding  you,  that  in  the  general  election  of  1841  all  that 
you  did  was  to  canvass  for  the  Conservative  candidates  ? — Certainly. 

5274.  At  that  election  no  money  for  the  purposes  of  the  election  passed  through  your 
hands  ? — Not  that  I  have  the  slightest  recollection  of 

5275.  Do  you  know  who  had  the  financial  department  in  the  election  of  1841,  on 
behalf  of  the  Conservative  candidates  ? — I  cannot  say. 

5276.  Now  in  1847,  when  you  were  first  a  voter,  did  you  take  an  active  part  in  that 
election  ? — The  same  canvassing  part. 

5277.  Did  you  exert  yourself  for  Mr.  Smythe  or  for  the  two  Conservative  candidates  ? — 
For  the  two  Conservative  candidates. 

5278.  Mr.  Vance  and  Lord  Pelham  Clinton  ? — Yes. 

5279.  Were  you  on  the  committee  at  that  election  ? — Certainly. 

5280.  Did  you  take  any  other  part  besides  canvassing  for  the  Conservative  can 
didates  ? — Not  that  I  recoUect. 

5281.  With  respect  to  any  money  at  that  election  ? — None  whatever. 

5282.  Do  you  Imow  who  at  that  election  had  the  management  of  the  financial  depart- 
ment ? — No,  I  cannot  say. 

5283.  I  suppose  at  that  election  of  1847  you  had  frequent  communications  with  the 
Conservative  candidates  ? — Frequent. 

5284.  Had  you  any  commimication  with  them  or  any  of  them  with  reference  to  the 
expenses  of  the  election  ? — None. 

5285.  Had  you  in  1847,  when  you  were  canvassing,  any  application  made  to  you  for 
coloiu:  tickets?— -I  shoidd  say,  certainly;  that  is  to  say,  not  to  me,  but  applications 
whether  they  would  be  granted. 

5286.  Made  to  parties  canvassing  ? — Yes  ;  whether  they  would  be  granted. 

5287.  When  those  applications  were  made,  what  answer  was  generally  given  ? — ^To  the 
best  of  my  belief,  they  were  told  to  apply  to  the  committee. 

5288.  I  suppose  there  were  a  great  number  of  those  applications  ? — I  should  say  so. 

5289.  Did  you  carry  the  canvassing  book,  or  was  there  a  canvassing  clerk  with  you  ? — 
Always  a  canvassing  clerk. 

5290.  When  those  applications  were  made  by  a  voter,  did  you  look  upon  him  as  a 
person  likely  to  support  the  Conservative  interest  if  the  application  were  acceded  to  ? — 
I  should  think  so. 
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Thomas  King.  5291.  Now,  in  1850,  the  contested  election,  did  you  take  any  part  when  Mr.  Vance 

Was  a  candidate,  for  a  short  time,  for  one  side  ? — None  at  all.    I  saw  Mr.  Vance,  and  had 

18th  May  1853.     a  conversation  with  him  as  a  friend  ;  but  I  took  no  part  whatever.    There  was  no  can- 
vassing  for  that  election. 

5292.  Upon  the  last  election,  when  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps  were  can- 
didates, did  you  take  an  active  part  then  ? — I  did. 

5293.  Did  you  canvass  for  them  ? — Yes. 

5294.  Did  you  take  any  other  active  part  except  that  of  canvassing  ? — I  belonged  to 
the  committee,  but  being  a  canvasser  I  could  be  but  very  little  there.  In  fact,  I  have 
never  been  much  in  any  committee,  as  regards  any  internal  part ;  neither  chairman,  vice- 
chairman,  or  anything  of  that  description. 

5295.  Were  applications  made  to  you  during  that  election,  while  you  were  canvassing, 
for  recommendations  ? — Recommendations  for  colours.  The  usual  routine  has  been  as 
upon  other  elections.  When  a  man  has  promised  his  vote,  and  requires  a  colour  ticket, 
he  goes  to  the  committee-room,  and  the  committee  who  are  managing  matters  arrange 
that  with  him. 

5296.  When  a  person  applied  upon  the  canvass  for  colour  tickets,  I  suppose  that  appli- 
cation would  be  registered  in  the  canvassing  book  ? — No  ;  I  am  not  exactly  aware  that 
it  woidd. 

5297.  Would  not  perhaps  a  tick,  or  something  of  that  kind,  be  put  against  the  voter  s 
name,  indicating  that  he  was  a  person  who  had  applied  for  colour  tickets,  and  in  all  pro- 
bability, if  his  application  were  acceded  to,  would  support  the  particular  party  ? — Well, 
I  cannot  exactly  state  that.  As  regards  colour  tickets,  the  voter  seldom  asks  in  the  street 
for  a  coloiur  ticket.     It  is,  "  Can  I  obtain  a  colour  ticket  ?" 

5298.  Now,  in  the  election  of  1852,  had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  financial  arrange- 
ments ? — None,  except  the  payment  of  two  small  accounts  ;  one  for  some  luncheons  that 
had  been  had  during  the  canvass,  and  one  for  an  advance  made  to  a  man  who  was  with 
us  of  the  name  of  Reader. 

5299.  What  was  Reader  ?~  He  was  a  man  that  had  been  employed  in  the  registration, 
and  he  knew  almost  every  one,  and  generally  accompanied  the  canvassers. 

5300.  What  advance  did  you  make  to  Reader  ? — I  think  6/. 

5301.  What  was  that  for  ? — For  the  niunber  of  weeks  we  were  canvassing.  It  did  not 
amount  to  more  than  10s.  or  lis.  a  week, 

5302.  The  advance  you  made  to  Reader  of  61.  was  that  in  consideration  of  services 
he  had  actually  performed  for  the  Conservative  candidates  ? — Certainly. 

5303.  It  had  no  reference  whatever  to  his  vote  ? — None  whatever. 

5304j.  The  other  bill  you  paid,  what  was  that? — I  think  7?.,  and  some  slullings, 
perhaps. 

5305.  To  whom  did  you  pay  that  ? — That  was  paid  in  diflferent  sums,  when  we  called 
for  luncheon,  such  as  10s.,  15s.,  or  16s. ;  we  being  in  different  parts  of  the  town,  in  the 
middle  of  the  day,  we  very  often  \^ent  in  and  liad  something  to  eat,  and  the  absolute 
charge  we  absolutely  paid. 

5306.  I  imderstand  you  that  this  7^.  odd  was  paid  in  the  payment  of  expenses  incurred 
in  the  course  of  the  canvassing  ? — Certainly. 

5307.  No  part  of  that  was  expended  for  that  which  was  considered  illegal  ? — Certainly 
not,  but  for  absolute  expenses. 

5308.  Are  you  sure  the  money  was  not  paid  to  Reader  for  his  vote  ? — Certainly  not. 

5309.  He  was  canvassing  clerk  ? — No  ;  not  canvassing  (ilerk. 

5310.  He  was  employed  about  the  election  ? — He  was  employed  about  the  election. 

5311.  Where  did  he  get  the  money  for  Hayward  from  ? — I  have  not  the  least  idea. 

5312.  Cannot  you  throw  some  light  upon  that? — I  have  no  idea  that  he  received  a 
farthing. 

5313.  Did  he  pay  the  money  out  of  his  own  pocket? — I  do  not  know  that  he  ever 
paid  it. 

5314.  Do  you  know  Hayward  ? — I  know  some  man  by  the  name  of  Hayward 
by  sight. 

5315.  Do  you  know  Hayward,  who  is  married  ? — No  ;  I  do  not  know  that  I  do. 

5316.  Do  you  know  a  Hayward  who  had  U.  ? — Certainly  not ;  I  do  not. 

5317.  Do  you  know  a  Hayward  that  kept  out  of  the  way  ? — I  do  not 

5318.  Do  you  know  a  Hayward  who  was  with  Reader  ? — I  do  not  know  a  Hayward 
positively ;  I  might  know  him  if  I  saw  the  man. 

5319.  Do  you  know  any  voter  who  had  4Z.,  and  who  went  with  Reader? — I  do  not. 

5320.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  41.  being  paid  to  anybody  to  keep  out  of  the  way  ? — I 
have  heard  it,  since  the  petition. 

5321.  Who  was  it  that  paid  it? — I  see,  "  Paid  to  Edwin  Hayward,"  by  the  papers.  I 
know  it  only  by  what  I  have  seen. 

5322.  Where? — Reported. 

5323.  Where  ? — In  the  London  Newspapers. 

5324.  Was  Hajrward  exammed  before  the  election  committee  ? — I  think  he  was.  If 
I  mistake  not,  that  is  the  man  I  mean. 

5325.  You  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  him  ? — No. 

5326.  Nor  his  wife  ? — No  ;  nor  do  I  know  the  man. 
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5327.  When  Reader  applied  to  you  for  this  6i.,  can  you  I'emember  in  substance  what  Thomas  Kmg. 
he  said? — I  think  it  was  occasionally  lOa  a  week,  or  something  of  that  sort.                                    

5328.  At  different  times  ? — He  would  say,  "  I  have  got  no  money,  sir.    Will  you  advance  ^8^  May  i858. 
me  some  V                                                                                                                                      -^ — 

5329.  Then  you  did  not  give  it  him  in  one  sum  ? — Certainly  not. 

5330. — In  different  amounts  of  lOi?.,  \\s.,  (r  12s.? — Yes;  I  think  generally  in  ten 
shillings. 

5331.  What  you  gave  to  Reader  you  considered  that  you  gave  him  for  the  services  he 
had  rendered  to  the  party  ? — Certaiidy. 


Jacob  Jacobs  recalled,  and  examined.  Jacob  Jacobs. 


5332.  When  you  were  at  Whitstable,  canvassing  these  out-voters,  where  there  seven 
voters  there  who  claimed  \l.  each  as  being  equal  to  two  colourmen  s  tickets  apiece  ? — 
They  claimed  the  colourmen's  tickets,  and  they  led  me  such  a  life  till  I  gave  them  the 
money  that  I  was  obliged  to  give  it  them  before  I  received  it. 

5333.  You  gave  a  poimd  a-piece  to  them,  which  is  equal  to  two  colour  tickets  ? — Yes, 
I  did.  They  had  the  colourmen  tickets  granted  to  them  at  first.  It  was  not  given  on  the 
occasion  of  canvassing  them. 

5334.  When  was  it  given  ? — It  was  given,  I  think,  the  day  after  the  election, 

5335.  Did  they  present  the  colourmen's  tickets  ? — They  gave  them  up  to  me,  and  when 
I  gave  them  to  Mr.  Rutter  he  gave  me  the  money  for  them. 

5336.  But  you  had  given  them  the  poimd  before  that  ? — I  had. 

5337.  How  long  before  had  you  given  them  the  pound  ? — Before  I  received  it  ? 

5338.  Yes  ? — It  was  the  day  after  the  election,  I  think,  I  gave  them  the  poimd.  I  would 
not  be  certain  to  a  day ;  and  I  did  not  receive  it  for  some  daya  As  you  will  see,  the  money 
was  paid  in  two  payments. 

5339.  You  say  they  led  you  such  a  life  ;  do  you  mean  by  that  that  tliey  would  not 
give  you  the  promise  unless  you  paid  them  the  pound  ? — No  ;  they  were  hunting  me  to 
death  for  the  money. 

5340.  Was  that  after  the  election  ?— Yes. 

5341.  Was  it  in  consideration  of  the  vote  that  they  were  hunting  you  for  the  money? 
— No.    The  Whitstable  people  considered,  and  the  Canterbury  people  also  consider,  that  it 
is  part  of  their  privilege  to  recommend  two  colournien's  tickets ;  they  estimate  it  as 
much  their  privilege  as  they  do  their  vote.     I  have  always  seen  it  so  ;  one  is  the  conse 
quence  of  the  other. 

5342.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Eddenden  ? — I  do  not  recollect 

5343.  The  grandson  of  Eddenden.  He  would  not  receive  less  than  one  guinea,  "  and  the 
old  man  positively  refused  to  voce  until  I  promised  it "  ? — 'Now  you  call  it  to  my  recol- 
lection^  he  wanted  tnis  young  man,  in  addition  to  his  two  colourmen's  tickets,  to  be 
nominated  on  the  band.  The  musicians  are  not  easy  to  deal  with,  and  the  ])arty  who 
had  got  the  commission  to  get  up  the  band  for  the  election  would  not  admit  this  young 
man  into  the  band,  and  the  old  man  would  not  vote  unless  his  grandson  had  the  guinea, 
although  he  wa^s  not  allowed  to  blow  his  trumpet. 

5344.  The  old  man  made  it  a  condition  of  his  vote  that  his  grandson  should  liave  the 
guinea  ? — Yes,  he  did. 

5345.  What  is  the  old  man's  name  ? — I  really  cannot  say  now. 

5346.  Was  it  Eddenden  ?  — I  think  it  was ;  but  it  is  six  years  since. 

5347.  You  have  it  down  here,  grandson  of  Eddenden  ?  -  That  must  l)e  the  individual.  I 
put  it  down,  so  that  there  might  be  no  shadow  of  a  doubt  as  to  how  the  money  was 
expended. 

5348.  Did  you  not  give  Mr.  Fagg,  who  was  a  baker  in  Union  Street,  5i.  ? — I  do  not 
think  I  did. 

5349.  It  is  down  here  ? — If  it  is  down  there  I  gave  it  him.  To  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion, I  thought  it  was  3i.  10s. ;  but  if  it  is  down  there  5i.  it  is  5i. 

5350.  Was  that  for  his  vote  ? — No  doubt  of  it. 

5351.  Did  you  give  a  man  named  Sims  3/.,  who  is  called  in  your  account  "  the  stam- 
mering shoemaker  "? — If  I  called  liim  so,  it  only  shows  my  anxiety  to  point  out  the  indi- 
vidual exactly  who  had  the  money. 

5352.  Do  you  know  the  stammering  shoemaker  ? — I  do,  perfectly. 

5353.  Had  he  the  3i  for  his  vote  ?— He  had. 

5354.  You  see  you  omitted  these  names  when  you  went  over  it  before  ? — It  is  a  trans- 
action between  6  and  7  years  ago. 

5355.  Did  you  give  Henry  Cozens  a  guinea  for  his  vote  ? — I  have  no  recollection  of  that. 

5356.  You  have  him  down  ? — I  do  not  know  who  he  is. 

5357.  Did  you  give  Samuel  Parren of  Northgate  3/.  lOs.  for  his  vote?— Yes.  That  was 
a  claim,  I  think,  for  a  debt  due  to  him  of  a  former  election. 

5358.  Did  he  make  it  a  condition  that  he  should  have  that  paid  ? — He  did. 

5359.  Harry  Barren,  did  you  give  him  3/.  10«.  for  his  vote  ? — ^Yes. 

5360.  Lempn  of  Boghton  ? — A  tailor  of  Boghton. 

6361.  Yes.     Did  you  give  him  3/.  10«.  for  his  vote  ? — Yea 
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5362.  Thomas  Mount,  in  the  Military  Road ;  did  he  have  2i  58.  ? — ^I  do  not  recollect  th© 
man  at  the  present  moment ;  but  I  say  again,  if  it  is  down  there  unquestionably  he  had  it* 

5363.  For  his  vote  ? — For  his  vote.  I  do  not  recollect  the  man. 

5364.  Joseph  Pentecost  ? — ^Yes.     What  is  he  down  for  ? 

5365.  ^2  10«.  ? — He  rendered  a  considerable  deal  of  service  for  that,  he  had  at  that 
time  a  light  spring  cart  and  a  horse,  and  he  was  employed  in  bringing  people  up  to  the 
poll.  He  had  it  as  much  for  his  services  as  he  did  for  his  vote.  Or  perhaps  he  was  employed 
in  order  to  induce  him  to  vote.   That  is  the  fiaxji 

6366.  What  are  the  subscriptions  by  order  of  Alderman  Brent,  six  guineas  ? — ^Those 
were  subscriptions  of  3Z.  or  three  guineas  from  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  from 
Mr.  Smythe,  the  two  candidatea  They  were  subscriptions  towards  the  erection  of  a  new 
synagogue. 

6367.  Was  that  for  securing  the  suffrages  of  your  party  ? — No  ;  it  was  not  given  till 
after  the  election  a  considerable  time.     The  point  was  not  mooted  till  after  that. 

6368.  Was  it  promised  ? — ^No ;  not  promised  at  aU  ;  never  mentioned ;  never  asked  for. 
I  made  it  a  point  not  to  ask  for  it  till  after  the  election. 


Mr. 
Alderman  Breni. 


Mr.  Alderman  Brent  recalled,  and  examined. 
5369.  Is  that  "  Ordered,  J.B.,"  your  signature  ? — ^Yes,  it  is.     I  have  no  doubt  about  it. 


Jacob  Jacobs.  JACOB  JACOBS  recalled,  and  examined. 

"""■■— """""^"  5370.  R  Sell  is  down  for  a  guinea,  and  then  lower  down  comes  this  curious  announce- 

ment :  "  I  also  gave  Sells'  wife  and  daughter,  for  their  carriage,  Is.  6fl,  as  otherwise  Sell 
would  have  walked  in  with  tjtvem,  and  I  did  not  think  it  safe  to  let  liim  do  so,  for  fear  of 
his  being  picked  up  V — It  is  quite  correct ;  that  happened  more  than  once. 

5371.  Happened  more  than  once,  when  ? — I  mean  to  say  that  country  voters  coming  in, 
after  having  promised  faithfully  to  come  and  vote  for  you,  and  having  got  your  colour- 
men's  tickets,  would  be  sometimes  picked  up,  as  I  have  phrased  it  there,  by  the  other 
party  ;  they  get  a  little  intoxicated,  and  then  they  are  induced  while  in  a  state  of  inebri- 
ation to  go  and  vote  for  the  other  party,  and  aU  your  labour  is  lost. 

5372.  And  all  your  money  ? — And  all  your  money,  if  you  have  given  them  any.  He 
said  he  should  waUc  in — and  I  did  not  like  the  idea  of  his  walking  in — unless  I  would  give 
his  wife  and  daughter  1«.  6d.  that  they  might  ride  in  the  train  with  him.  I  did  do  so,  in 
order  as  you  may  see  there  in  the  accoimt.  It  only  shows  I  have  put  every  6d  down  ; 
and  he  came  with  them,  and  voted  for  the  two  blue  candidates. 

6373.  And  earned  his  guinea  ? — And  his  guinea  was  no  doubt  for  his  colourmen's 
tickets. 

6374.  It  was  an  inducement  to  vote  ? — Decidedly. 

6375.  Can  you  tell  the  names  of  any  persons  who,  after  taking  your  bribes,  went  and 
voted  wrong  ? — No.  I  do  not  allege  any  special  case.  I  only  say  that  we  have  known 
instances  of  that  sort. 

5376.  The  Whitstable  voters  expenses  are  20/.  10«.;  can  you  explain  that  ? — Yes  ;  there 
are  the  items  of  that  account. 

5377.  It  says  this :  "  I  find,  on  going  over  the  matter,  that  I  am  1 1 «.  6tZ.  out  of  pocket ;" 
tliat  makes  it  right  ? — Yes  ;  that  was  the  case. 

5378.  Were  you  the  reader  at  the  Synagogue  ? — No. 

5379.  Who  was  at  that  time  ? — I  can  haardly  charge  my  memoiy  who  was  at  that  time. 
A  man  since  dead  ;  a  man  of  the  name  of  Benjamin. 

5380.  Did  he  vote  for  the  Conservatives  ? — He  had  no  vote. 


jlf^^  Mr.  Henry  Coare  Kingsford  sworn,  and  examined. 

H.  a  Kingsford.        5331    j  Relieve  you  are  a  solicitor  at  Canterbury  ?— I  am. 
5382.  Are  you  a  voter  for  Canterbmy  ? — ^Yes. 
.    5383.  How  long  have  you  been  a  vooer  ? — I  think  six  or  seven  years.     I  am  not  a 
n*eeman ;  I  merely  vote  as  a  householder. 

6884.  Were  you  at  all  concerned  in  the  election  of  1841,  when  Mr.  Smythe  and 
Mr.  Henniker  Wilson  were  candidates  ? — No,  I  can  just  recollect  it.  I  do  not  think  I 
had  a  vote  then. 

5385.  Who  was  the  Mr.  Henry  Kingsford  who  had  been  mentioned  with  reference  to 
that  election  ?-  -I  have  no  doubt  that  is  my  father. 

5386.  You  were  too  young,  perhaps,  in  1841,  to  take  any  part  in  the  election  ?— -I  took 
no  active  part,  except  as  a  member  of  the  community.  I  think  I  may  have  walked  about 
with  the  Corservative  party,  or  gone  to  the  committee-room.     I  know  nothing  about  it 

6387.  Your  father  was  actively  engaged  in  that  election  ?— I  think  he  knows  more 
about  it  than  I  do. 
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5388.  You  were  not  on  the  committee  ? — Oh  dear  no.  jl^ 

5389.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  election  of  1847 ;  the  general  election  ? — I  think  I  ^aa    jy.  CL  Kin^sfbrd, 
omitted  from  the  register.     I  do  not  think  I  had  a  vote  in  1847.  *  — ^ 

5390.  Did  you  tuie  ^any  active  part  in  that  election  ? — ^No.  18th  May  1853. 

5391.  On  neither  side  ? — ^No.     If  I  took  any  part,  it  would  be  on  the  Conservative  . 
side. 

5392.  I  am  calling  your  attention  to  the  election  when  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and 
Mr.  Smythe  were  candidates  on  the  Liberal  side,  and  Mr.  Vance  and  Lord  Pelham  Clinton 
on  the  Conservative  side. — No  ;  I  took  no  active  or  prominent  part.  Of  course  I  inter<» 
ested  myself,  as  a  young  man  going  about,  I  dare  say,  with  the  Conservative  party. 

5393.  Were  you  on  the  committee  (^  those  gentlemen  ? — No ;  I  believe  not,  tf  I  recollect 
right. 

5394.  Did  any  monies  pass  through  your  hands  in  connexion  with  that  election  ? — No. 

5395.  Now,  in  1852,  last  year,  were  you  at  all  concerned  in  that  election  ? — ^I  was  con- 
cerned, so  far  that  I  was  anxious  that  my  friend  should  be  elected. 

5396.  Were  you  the  agent  for  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  on  that  occasion,  at  that  election  ? 
—No. 

5397.  Was  your  father  ?— No. 

5398.  What  document  have  you  there  ? — It  is  merely  a  note  to  refresh  my  memory. 

5399.  You  were  not  the  agent  for  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone,  nor  your  father  ? — Certwnly 
not. 

5400.  Was  not  your  firm  ? — I  never  was  an  agent  in  my  life,  nor  my  fitther. 

5401.  Were  you  not  employed  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  ? — Certainly  not. 

5402.  Were  you  employed  in  the  defence  to  the  petition  ? — Yes ;  in  defending  their 
seats  in  the  House  of  Commons  I  was  employed  professionally. 

5403.  Were  you  not  employed  for  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps  at  the  general 
election  of  1852  ? — Certainly  not,  nor  by  any  one. 

5404.  Nor  your  firm  ? — No,  not  a  member  of  my  firm,  I  am  quite  certain  of  that. 

5405.  Of  whom  does  your  firm  consist  ? — Of  my  father,  myself,  and  Mr.  Wightwick. 

5406.  Neither  yourself  nor  either  of  the  other  two  gentlemen  were  at  all  employed  at 
the  last  election  on  behalf  of  the  Conservative  candidates  ? — Certainly  not,  except  aa 
operating  with  other  gentlemen  in  promoting  their  election,  and  helping  the  cause, 

5407.  Did  you  co-operate  so  fitr  with  those  gentlemen  as  to  take  an  active  part  on  their 
committee  ? — I  was  on  their  committee,  but  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  take  credit  for  having 
tak^n  a  sufficiently  active  part.  If  there  was  any  one  I  could  write  to  or  canvass  I  did 
so.  I  now  and  then  walked  about  with  them,  and  any  one  I  knew  I  asked  them  to  vot* 
for  so  and  so. 

5408.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  either  of  the  candidates  ? — Yes ;  my  fether  did. 
I  happen  to  know  it,  because  I  have  looked  in  the  office  ledger  to  eee  what  money  passed 
through  our  office. 

5409.  What  sum  of  money  passed  through  your  office  ? — Sums  altogether  amounting  to 
860Z. 

5410.  By  whom  were  those  sums  paid  ? — I  cannot  tell  you.  They  were  paid  in  three  or 
four  sums.  My  fiither  can  tell  you,  because  they  were  paid  to  his  account  at  his  bank  in 
London,  and  he  was  debited  with  them  in  our  accoimt. 

5411.  There  were  three  or  four  smns,  amounting  to  860Z.,  that  were  paid  to  your 
fother?— Yes. 

5412.  Had  you  anjrthing  to  do  with  the  distribution  of  that  money,  or  any  part  of  it  ? 
— Yes,  I  had.  I  took  Mr.  Pout  501  almost  immediately  after  we  received  the  first  remit* 
tance,  which  was  150Z.  I  took  Mr.  Pout  50i.,  and  also  Mr.  Collard.  I  think  it  waa 
the  same  day.  I  said,  "  Here  is  50Z ,  Mr.  Pout,  and  here  is  50i.,  Mr  Collard,  which  you 
must  apply  towards  the  legitimate  and  general  expenses  of  the  election." 

5413.  That  is  lOOZ.— Yes." 

5414.  Were  you  concerned  in  the  distribution  of  any  other  portion  ? — Yes.  Then  after- 
wards there  was  another  sum  ;  soon  after  July,  it  appears  by  the  book,  another  150/.  was 
remitted,  and  I  gave  Mr.  Pout  another  150/. 

5415.  Did  you  give  anybody  else  any  simi  of  money  ? — Yes.  I  gave  Mr.  Pout,  through 
Dr.  Lochee  ;  it  is  all  the  same  thing.  Dr.  Lochee  said,  "  Let  Mr.  Pout  have  300/.  to  pay 
certain  bills." 

5416.  You  first  gave  50/.  to  Mr.  Pont? — Yes. 

5417.  And  then  you  gave  another  50/  to  Mr.  Collard? — Yes. 

5418.  Is  that  Thomas  White  Collard?— Yes. 

5419.  For  what  purpose  did  you  give  it  to  him  ? — To  pay  the  tradesmen's  bills,  and 
legitimate  purposes  connected  with  the  election. 

5420.  Tradesmen's  bills  that,  had  been  incurred,  or  were  likely  to  be  incurred  ? — That 
were  being  incurred  de  die  in  diem. 

5421.  I  will  take  you  in  detail,  as  briefly  as  I  can,  through  it.  Perhaps  that  will  be 
the  best  course.     Then  you  say  you  afterwards  paid  150/.  to  Mr.  Pout  ? — Yes. 

5422.  How  long  was  that  aft;er  you  paid  him  the  50/.  ? — I  should  think  almost  directly ; 
the  beginning  of  the  election. 

5423.  Did  you  pay  it  of  your  own  accord,  or  did  you  pay  it  in  consequence  of  an 
application  from  Mx.  Pout  ? — When  I  say  I  paid  it,  I  am  not  quite  certain  whether  I 
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4fr«  signed  the  cheque  or  Mr.  Wightwick.     If  Dr.  Lochee  signed  an  order  for  thai  money)  a 

/r..Ci  Kinfftfari.    d^eque*  would  have  been  signed,  if  it  was  all  right*     I  had  all  the  accounts  of  this  money. 

ift  MiT"^  5424.  If  Dr.  Lochee  sent  an  order  to  your  firm  for  the  payment  of  that  mon^^A 

18th  Mkjjf  1853.     cheque  would  have  been  issued? — Yes.     It  may  have  been  sent  in  that  way.     I  cannot 

^  reooUect  how  that  was. 

5425.  That  is  350i.  ?— More  than  that ;  550Z.     There  were  300Z.  afterwards. 
6426.  50/.  a-pieoe  to  Mr.  CoUard  and  Mr.  Pout  ;  that  is  lOOi.  ?— Yes. 
5427.  Then  150i.  to  Mr.  Pout  ?— Yes. 
.  .5428.  That  is  250Z,  ;  and  then  did  you  afterwards  pay  another  150i.  to  Mr.  Pout  or 
Dr.  I^ocbee  ? — I  paid  two  sums,  300i.  altogether,  that  was  sent  up  to  Dr.  Lochee,  and  hp 
sent  it  on  to  Mr.  Pont  to  pay  certain  particular  bills,  he  will  explain  that,  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Pout  round  by  Dr.   Lochee.      I   think  that  Mr.   Wightwick  signed  that  cheque* 
However,  this  300i.  was  sent  to  Mr.  Pout. 

5429.  Ad)'^  other  portion  of  the  money,  were  you  concerned  in  distributing  ? — ^Yes ;  I 
paid  Mr.  Smith,  the  coachmaker,  a  bill  which  Dr.  Lochee  had  signed  and  allowed  as  a 
prc^r  bill  to  be  paid,  and  this  bill  was  handed  to  me,  with  an  authority  from  Dr.  Lochee 
to  pay  it. 

5430.  What  was  the  amount  of  that  ?—j£^  11 3  Os.  2d.  . 

5431.  Was  that  before  or  after  the  election  ?-- -After  the  election. 

5482.  For  colour  tickets  ? — No.  It  was  his  bill  for  making  colours.  I  gave  him  a 
cheque  for  it. 

5433.  Those  sums  of  money,  this  150Z.,  either  to  Mr.  Pout  directly  or  throi^h  Dr. 
Lochee,  were  those  paid  before  or  after  the  election  ? — They  were  paid  after  the  trades- 
men's bills  were  incurred.     I  have  seen  the  bills  for  them.  ,r 

5434.  Aft«r  the  election  ? — No  ;  not  after  the  election  ;  paid  during  the  election.  This 
150Z.  and  the  300Z.  were  both  paid  during  the  election. 

5435.  And  the  two  50i.  ? — And  the  two  50i.  at  starting ;  as  soon  q«  there  could  hav^ 
been  incurred  any  expenses. 

6486.  There  were  500/.  paid  previous  to  the  election  ? — Yes,  I  should  think  so. 

5437.  Then  there  is  113t.  paid  to  Mr.  Smith?— Yes. 

5438.  Was.  that  after  the  election  ? — It  must  have  been.  Mr.  Smith  sent  in  his  bill 
aftier  the  election.    All  the  bills  were  audited  and  allowed. 

5439.  Any  other  sum  ? — Then  I  paid  Mr.  Ward  his  stationery  bill,  which  was  also 
allowed  by  the  chairman,  and  signed,  which  I  see  is  62i.  11a.  3dL 

5440.  Bead  on  ? — Then  I  gave  a  cheque  to  a  man  named  Coleman, — I  do  not  know  whp 
he  is, — ^for  colours  ;  that  came  to  8i.,  for  making  bows  and  cockados,  if  I  remember  right. 
You  wiQ  find  that  leaves  about  115i.  unaccoimted  for,  if  you  reckon  it  up.  That  115/.  I 
bave  got  now,  and  I  have  also  a  few  bills  that  remain  unpaid,  and  must  be  paid. 

6441 .  What  is  the  amount  of  those  bUls  that  remain  unpaid  ? — It  will  be  quite  as  much, 
or  perhaps  a  little  more,  very  likely.     There  is  one  bill,  if  I  recollect  right>  of  25/. 

5442.  The  115/,  will  be  hardly  sufficient  to  cover  the  bills  that  remain  unpaid  ?-7^3Qme« 
where  about  there.    I  dare  say  Dr.  Lochee  can  tell  you  more  about  it  than  I  can. 

5443.  You  have  accounted  for  the  850/.  you  have  received  ? — Yes. 

5444.  Did  you  receive  any  other  monies  besides  that,  after  or  before  tiie  election  ? — 
Not  any. 

5446.  Either  from  Mr.  Gipps  or  anybody  else  ? — Not  from  anybody.  In  fact  I  objected 
to  receive  any  large  sums  that  I  did  not  Imow  woidd  be  applied  to  a  proper  purpose. 

5446.  Were  tiiese  sums  of  money  you  have  mentioned  all  the  monies  that  pasped 
througlL  your  hands,  or  about  which  you  knew  anything,  at  the  last  election  ? — Every 
ftrthing,  except  what  I  have  heard  here  to-day  and  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

5447.  Do  you  know  who  were  engaged  in  that  election  in  the  distribution  of  the 
money  besides  yourself? — No ;  except  the  people  to  whom  I  gave  it,  Mr.  Pout  and  Mtj 
Collard,  and  they  furnished  to  me  accoimts  which  I  saw  for  it,  and  Dr.  Lochee  allowed 
4hein  as  good  and  proper  payments.! 

5448.  When  an  order  came  to  you  from  the  persons  who  were  authorized  to  isafue  thos^ 
orders,  you  signed  a  cheque  for  the  amount,  and  it  was  paid  ? — Yes.  I  think  Dr.  Lochee, 
and  I  think  my  fistther  and  Mr.  William  Delmar,  audited  and  allowed  all  the  accounts ;  I 
think  those  three, — I  am  not  quite  certain, — met,  and  examined  the  tradesmen's  biUs,  and 
they  were  paid  out  of  the  850i. ;  I  consider  so. 

5449.  Did  any  of  the  voters  during  the  election  apply  to  you  for  money  ? — No,  none  ; 
not  that  I  can  recollect. 

5450.  Surely  if  anybody  had  applied  to  you  for  money  you  would  have  recollected  it  ? 
— I  think  I  should  have  recollected  it. 

5451.  It  is  but  a  short  time  since  ? — Colour  tickets  one  was  bored  to  death  for. 
.5452.  The  voters  made  numerous  applications  for  colour  tickets  ? — Yea 

5453.  But  you  do  not  recollect  any  application  for  any  direct  money  pajonent  ? — -No^ 
certainly  not.  I  had  a  letter,  somewhere  about  the  election,  from  a  man  named  Engeham, 
asking, — ^not  from  me  in  fact, — but  asking  me  to  lay  before  the  Conservative  party  a  claim 
^hat  he  represented  he  had  for  the  siun  of  250/.  or  260/.  for  an  old  back  debt ;  something 
of  that  sort.  I  do  not  know  whether  you  allude  to  that.  That  arose  in  this  way.  Perhapf 
I  might  as  well  tell  yov-  That  hardly  appears  frpm  Mr.  Ikigeham^  statement  in  the  Horpse 
of  £ioiBmQn&.  Jt^  is  ja  m^cepre^Atation  of  his,  and  his  testimony  is  not  to  be  relief  v^n. , 
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6454.  Wlien  wis  that  application  made  by  Mr.  Engeham  ? — Just  iaibout  the  election ;  jf^ 

I  should  think  before  the  election.  H.  C.  lGna$f&rd. 

>    5466.  Before  the  polling  day  ?— Yes.    It  arose  in  this  way.    He  has  frequently  made      .        —re- 
boots for  me,  and  I  have  known  him  from  a  boy.  We  were  canvassing,  and  some  one  said,     18th  May  1858; 

SWeham  will  not  vote  for  the  Consiervatives  this  time,  and  I  went  into  his  shop,  and  said,       ^ 

^  What  is  the  matter,  Engeham  'C  and  he  said  "  Oh,  the  party  have  used  me  so  badly,  that 
until  my  debt  is  paid  I  shall  not  have  anything  more  to  do  with  the  Tories."  I  said, 
"  I  believe  tiie  C«iservatiye6  are  an  honest  party.  K  they  owe  you  any  debt,  I  have  no 
dottlyt  they  will  pay  it.  Make  use  of  me  as  a  mediator.  Send  in  any  just  claim  to  me,  and 
I  will  submit  it  to  the  party."  To  my  astonishment,  a  large  foolscap  letter  came  in  fi^m 
him, — 1  dare  say  I  can  find  it, — setting  out  that  he  had  done  a  great  many  misdoings,  and 
finishing  with  a  demand  of  250Z.   Of  course  I  cast  it  aside,  and  there  was  an  end  of  it. 

545ft.  Did  you  lay  that  application  of  Mr.  Engeham's  before  the  committee  ? — I  think 
j  did,  before  Dr.  Lochee.    Of  course  we  had  a  great  laugh  about  it. 

5457.  You  did  not  formally  submit  it  to  the  consideration  of  the  committee  ? — Oh  dear 
no ;  it  was  too  ridiculous  on  the  isuc^  of  it  to  submit  to  anybody. 

5458.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Engeham  again  during  the  election  ?— No.  I  never  went  near 
him- 

5459.  You  never  had  any  conversation  witli  him  about  this  extravagant  claim  ? — No  ; 

L never  saw  him  afterwards,  until  I  saw  him  examined  in  the  House  of  Commons.     W^ 
id  a  laugh  over  the  letter,  and  of  course  I  saw  no  more  of  him  after  that  time. 

5460.  Did  you  mention  it  to  any  person  besides  Dr.  Lochee  ? — I  think  I  showed  it 
right  and  left  to  every  one  I  met ;  but  I  forget.  I  have  no  doubt  I  showed  it  to  my  father 
knd  lots  of  people. 

5261.  You  do  not  remember  any  other  application  besides  that  of  Mr.  Ekigehami  being 
made  to  you  ? — No. 

6462.  Nor  to  any  other  gentleman  with  whom  you  were  acting  ? — No^  I  would  never 
have  anything  to  do  with  anything  of  the  sort. 

.  5463.  You  were  present  when  Mr.  Engeham  was  examined  before  the  Committee'?—^ 
I  was.  I  had  the  letter  there  with  my  papers,  and  I  handed  it  to  Mr.  Serjeant  Wrang- 
ham.-   I  said,  "  Here  comes  a  fellow.    Make  use  of  this  letter  in  any  way  you  like." 

5464.  You  heard  him  give  his  evidence  ? — Yes,  I  did.  He  has  put  a  construction  on 
the  whole  thing  which  the  fitcts  of  the  case  do  not  warrant. 

.5465.  You  were  not  examined  yourself? — No,  I  was  not. 
-   5466.  Did  you  apply  to  be  examined  ? — No,  I  did  not. 

5467.  Did  Mr.  Serjeant  Wrangham  examine  him  on  that  matter? — He  asked  him 
questions  about  the  letter ;  having  the  letter  in  his  hand. 

5468.  I  have  the  minutes  of  evidence  before  me,  and  I  do  not  find  any  mention  of  the 
letter  that  you  allude  to.  I  have  thlB  examination  before  me  ? — It  was  the  letters  that 
suggested  those  questions  and  answers. 

'   5469.  His  attention  was  not  drawn  to  the  letter? — The  Serjeant  had  the  letter. 

5470.  He  did  not  draw  Mr.  Engeham's  attention  to  the  letter  ? — I  do  not  know  \  I  think 
he  did.  If  I  remember  right,  I  think  he  said,  "  Have  you  never  written  a  lei^er  demanding 
a  certain  sum." 

5471.  He  did  uot  draw  his  attention  to  the  letter  he  had  in  his  hand ;  he  did  not  show 
Km  the  letter? — No.  The  letter  was  not  put  in  on  the  Committee.  You  may  have  the 
letter,  if  you  like.  I  can  soon  get  it.  I  heard  him  state,  if  he  had  made  a  small  claim 
upon  us  that  it  would  have  been  paid  ;  and  that  he  made  a  large  one,  knowing  it  would 
n6t  be  paid. 

'  5472.  Are  we  not  referring  to  two  different  matters  ?  You  are  referring  to  a  letter.  Enge- 
ham's statement,  to  which  the  question  referred,  was  a  statement  stated  by  Mr.  Engeham 
himself  to  have  been  made  in  the  coin'se  of  conversation  ? — No.  His  letter  arising  out  of 
the  conversation  I  have  just  explained  to  you,  namely,  my  going  to  him,  and  saying  **  What 
Is  the  matter,  that  you  do  not,  as  heretofore,  support  the  Conservative  interest  ?"  and  he 
said  to  me,  "  I  have  a  very  long  claim  against  the  party ;  they  have  treated  me  shameftiUy." 
I  said,  "  No  one  ought  to  be  treated  shamefullj.  Let  me  know  what  your  injmies  are,  and  I 
win  take  care  to  suhmit  it  to  the  gentlemen ;"  and  a  few  days  afterwards  I  received  this 
letter,  which  I  handed  to  Dr.  Lochee,  and  we  were  very  much  amused  at  the  extravkgani 
claim;  *     *  \ 

•    547S.  In  this  conversation,  did  you  promise,  if  there  was  anything  owing  to  him  for 
an  outstanding  accoimt,  that  you  would  endeavour  to  have  it  paid  ? — ^No ;  fer  from  it.    I 
could  not  promise  it.    I  gave  him  to  understand,  if  he  had  any  just  claim  upon  the  Con-, 
servatives,  they  would  pay  anything  that  was  right  and  proper ;  and  he  represented  to  me 
it  was  a  resX  bon&  fide  debt  for  money  due  to  him ;  and  I  said,  "Well,  if  there  is  any  debt 
due  to  you,  by  all  means  let  us  know  it.    I  am  quite  sure  that  it  will  be  satisfied.'* 
5474.  A  debt  due  to  him  in  respect  of  some  former  election  ? — I  supposed  it  was  so. 
6475.  Did  he  not  state  it  so  to  you  ? — ^Yes. 

5476.  And  you  gave  him  a  kind  of  assurance,  that  if  anything  was  due  the  committee 
would  pay  it? — I  did  not  give  him  an  assurance  it  would  be  paid  I  was- not  authorized. 
I  could  not  do  it. 

5477.  No  sort  of  encouragement  to  hope  so? — I  said  I 'would  present  it^  ftnd  I  wduld 
call  the  attention  of  the  parties  to  it.  -'!.'> 
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Mr.  6478.  And  it  was  your  intention  to  get  it  paid,  if  it  were  just  ? — I  never  thought  of 

JK  C  Kingrfard.  that.   I  had  not  gone  so  fitr. 

— —  6479.  This  was  with  a  view  to  induce  him  to  promise  his  support  ? — ^That  would  have 

18th  May  1868.  j^^u^  j^^  end  of  \^    jf  he  had  sent  in  a  just  debt  it  would  have  been  paid,  of  course. 

■  5480.  He  says,  "  If  he  had  said  10/.  instead  of  200i/'  he  is  quite  certain  he  would  have 

had  that  paid  ? — Indeed,  he  would  not.    He  would  not  have  had  it  paid  him  by  me,  if  it 
bad  been  an  unjust  claim  of  a  farthing ;  I  would  not  have  paid  it. 

6481.  He  woidd  not  have  got  it  at  all? — He  would  not  have  got  it  from  me  or  the 
chairman.  Until  I  came  to  know  what  had  taken  place  on  the  petition,  I  was  surprised  at 
the  cases  that  arose,  for  we  were  so  sure  of  getting  in  that  we  did  not  wish  any  indis- 
cretion to  take  place  at  alL 

6482.  With  your  knowledge  of  the  facts,  and  the  events  of  the  last  election,  and  the 
evidence  given  before  this  commission  and  before  the  election  Committee,  have  you  any 
doubt  on  your  own  mind  that  if  he  had  promised  his  support,  and  had  sent  in  a  moderate 
claim,  that  that  claim  would  have  been  honoured  by  the  proper  agents  ? — It  would  not 
have  been  honoured  by  me. 

6488.*  But  by  somebody  or  other  ? — I  think  it  is  very  likely  it  would  have  been;  but 
that  I  cannot  telL 

6484.  In  limiting  your  wishes  to  have  no  indiscretion,  did  you  communicate  that  wish 
to  Mr.  Pout  ? — I  think  Mr.  Pout  and  a  great  many  others  have  heard  Dr.  Lochee  and  all 
of  us  say,  that  there  could  be  no  necessity  for  being  guilty  of  any  indiscretion  or  anything 
of  the  sort 

5485.  Did  you  positively  forbid  Mr.  Pout  not  to  have  recourse  to  what  I  suppose  you 
knew  very  well  had  been  had  recourse  to  on  other  elections  ? — No ;  I  cannot  say.  I  was 
in  no  position  to  give  orders. 

6486.  You  did  not  ? — I  was  a  mere  member  of  the  committee ;  but  I  know  it  was  the 
feeling  of  the  committee,  and  they  hoped  nothing  of  the  sort  would  be  done,  because 
there  was  no  necessity  for  it. 

6487.  But  a  feeling  which  was  not  expressed  to  the  sub-agents  ? — If  you  ask  me,  I 
really  think  it  was  expressed  to  some  of  the  subordinate  agents  ;  I  should  fancy  so. 

6488.  Do  you  think  Mr.  Sneller,  the  town  councillor,  was  told  of  it  ? — I  do  not  know 
him.    The  cow  keeper,  do  you  mean  ? 

6489.  Yes  ? — He  is  on  the  other  side. 

6490.  Did  the  Styles'  family  ever  vote  for  yom-  side  ? — I  think  they  always  voted  for 
the  Conservatives,  for  what  I  know  ;  I  have  often  heard  of  it. 

5491.  How  many  are  they  in  number? — Their  name  is  legion,  but  I  forget  how 
many ;  eight  or  ten ;  I  do  not  know. 

6492.  You  seem  to  know  that  they  always  voted  on  your  side? — I  have  always  been 
told  so. 

6493.  Do  you  suppose  they  always  voted  without  money  ? — That  I  really  do  not  know 
anything  about. 

6494.  You  know  nothing  about  money? — No,  I  do  not  Their  names  did  not  appear 
before  me  in  getting  up  the  evidence  in  defending  the  seats  upon  the  petition.  I  know 
nothing  whatever  about  that. 

6496.  You  know  nothing  about  bribery  or  any  illegal  practices  in  the  city  ? — I  have 
taken  very  good  care  not  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it. 

6496.  You  know  nothing  about  it  ? — I  do  not. 

6497.  You  were  rather  astonished  on  understanding  that  there  was  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry  coming  down  ? — I  was  very  much  astonished  to  find  out  that  there  had  been 
these  cases.    I  was  surprised  to  find  there  had  been  so  much  corruption  here. 

6498.  Living  in  your  father  s  house,  you  a  partner  in  the  firm  of  Kingsford,  Son,  and 
Wightwick,  never  knew  or  had  the  slightest  suspicion  iiiat  there  was  bribery  going  on  in 
the  elections  at  Canterbury  ? — I  never  said  that.  I  said  I  never  had  anything  to  do  with 
it.  My  suspicions  have  always  been  the  other  way,  which  made  me  take  care  never  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  it. 

6499.  They  were  rather  stronger  than  suspicions  ? — I  never  knew  personally  how  it 
was  done,  or  anything  about  it. 

6500.  And  you  took  care  not  ? — Yes.    I  took  care  not  to  know  anything  about  it.    ■ 

6501.  I  suppose  you  knew  very  weU  money  was  being  spent  at  those  previous  elections  ? 
— I  have  been  told  so,  and  no  doubt  Canterbury  is  like  every  other  place. 

6502.  You  knew  money  was  being  spent  on  the  part  of  the  Reds  for  the  pmpose  of 
buying  votes  ? — ^No,  I  assure  you  I  did  not  know  that ;  I  did  not  know  it  until  after- 
wards. 

5603.  Had  you  any  doubt  about  it  ? — I  did  not  know  it.  One's  suspicions  is  another 
thing. 

5504.  I  am  not  asking  you  your  legal  knowledge  to  swear  to.  A  man  may  shut  his 
eyes,  and  determine  not  to  use  them,  I  have  no  doubt  ? — I  have  no  doubt  bribery  existed 
at  every  election. 

6605.  And  on  your  side  as  well  as  the  other  ? — I  have  no  doubt. 

5506.  Had  you  any  doubt,  when  these  large  sums  were  passing  from  your  hands  to 
Mr.  Pout,  they  were  to  be  employed  for  illegal  purposes  ? — I  am  quite  sure  that  the  sun^ 
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I  paid  were  to  be  for  l^al  purposes  ;  I  had  an  account  of  them  afterwards  how  all  the  Mr. 

money  was  paid.  H.  C.  Kkigrford. 

5507.  Can  you  get  it  ? — I  could  get  it.  — — 

6508.  We  should  be  glad  to  see  that  account  rendered  by  Mr.  Pout  ?— Yes  ;  I  could  get    ^Bth  May  1868. 

it     Mr.  Pout  rendered  me  an  account ;  he  clearly  rendered  me  an  account.  * 

5509.  You  have  got  those  accounts  ?—  I  have  not  got  the  vouchers,  because  they  were 
sent  back  to  Mr.  Pout;  but  I  can  give  you  the  items  which  I  paid,  and  I  saw  the 
vouchers  myself,  and  they  were  signed  by  Dr.  Lochee  as  being  correct  and  proper  simis, 
and  we  paid  them. 

5510.  Did  aU  the  monies  that  went  to  Mr.  Pout  s  hands  on  that  election  pass  through 
your  firm  ? — No.  850Z.,  I  have  told  you.  I  have  heard  since  that  other  monies  were  sent 
to  Mr.  Pout. 

5511.  You  say  you  have  got  vouchers  for  the  legal  expenditure  to  the  amount  of  850i.  ? 
— No,  to  the  amoimt  of  700Z.,  short  of  that  1 15i. 

5512.  £683  ? — I  have  got  about  115?.  now,  and  I  have  a  few  bills  left. 

5513.  Perhaps  you  will  bring  the  accounts  which  will  show  the  683Z.  ? — Yes,  with 
pleasure ;  I  can  get  those. 

5514.  Were  you  personally  employed  in  getting  up  the  evidence  papers  for  production, 
and  all  that  sort  of  thing,  in  the  matter  of  the  election  petition? — Yes,  I  personally 
attended  to  the  defence  of  the  seats  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

5515.  Did  you  examine  the  witnesses  ?— No,  I  did  not. 

5516.  Did  you  see  the  witnesses  ? — No,  I  did  not  see  any  of  them. 

5517.  Did  you  receive  the  communications  that  you  gotfirom  them  ? — I  sent  my  clerks 
to  examine  them,  and  of  course  I  had  the  evidence  of  a  great  many  of  them. 

5518.  You  have  those  papers  by  you? — ^Yes. 

5519.  I  should  like  very  much  to  see  them  ? — Would  it  be  fSedr  towards  other  people  ? 

5520.  There  is  no  privilege  allowed,  and  there  is  every  protection  thrown  around 
them. — Do  you  mean  you  want  to  see  the  briefe  ? 

5521.  Every  paper  connected  with  the  defence  of  the  seats  of  Mr.  Johnstone  and 
Mr.  Qipps. — If  I  am  to  hand  up  the  briefe  of  Messrs.  Johnstone  and  Gipps  it  may  involve 
certain  parties. 

5522.  Those  are  exactly  the  men  we  want  to  discover.  You  will  save  a  great  deal  of 
time  if  you  will  tell  us  the  contents  of  the  briefe.  If  so,  we  will  not  ask  for  the  briefe  ? 
— With  regard  to  that,  personally  I  should  not  have  any  objection. 

6523.  Tell  us  the  contents  of  the  briefe? — Directly  I  found  there  were  34  people 
summoned  to  attend  the  House  of  Commons,  I  sent  my  clerk.  I  said,  "  You  must  go  to 
those  men  and  fish  out  everything  you  can,  so  that  I  may  be  in  a  situation  to  tell  counsel 
eveiything,  and  that  the  defence  may  be  shaped  aocordin^y.'' 

5524.  Who  do  you  think  would  be  compromised  ? — I  think  you  will  have  a  lot  of 
names  disclosed  to  you,  and  it  is  hardly  &,ir  for  me  to  deliver  them  up. 

6525.  We  relieve  you  firom  all  discretion  by  commanding  it.  You  have  had  a  sum- 
mons ? — ^Yes ;  I  never  dreamt  you  wanted  the  briefe  of  another  person  firom  me  ;  if  I 
must  give  them  up,  you  may  have  them  with  the  greatest  of  pleasure. 

5526.  You  do  not  make  any  disclosures  wider  than  Mr.  Pilcher  or  Mr.  Aris  have  made. 
— These  people  tell  my  clerks  what  they  have  done,  and  they  tell  my  clerks  in  confidence ; 
no  one  else  knows. 

5527.  That  is  the  very  thing  we  want  to  know. — I  can  see  you  want  to  know  it ;  I 
have  no  objection  to  it,  but  you  see  my  delicate  position.    I  am  not  afraid  for  mysel£ 

5528.  We  will  relieve  you  from  aU  delicacy  by  taking  on  ourselves  to  order  the  pro- 
duction ;  we  make  an  order  for  the  production. — I  wish  you  would.  I  consider  it  a  very 
case.  You  will  thoroughly  imderstand  that  I  do  it  under  protest,  as  regards  giving  up 
these  briefe. 

5529.  In  all  inquiries  of  this  kind  gentlemen  who  are  examined  are  the  very  men  who 
can  give  the  information  required. — You  might  have  Mr.  Coppock's  brief;  that  will  tell 
you  quite  as  much. 

5530.  It  is  pei'fectly  well  understood  that  anybody  may  suggest  any  mode  of  getting 
at  the  whole  facts.  We  shall  adopt  not  one  rule  towards  you  and  another  rule  towards 
another.  By  to-morrow  morning  you  must  have  all  the  papers  here. — If  I  am  obliged  to 
do  it  I  shall  do  it,  but  my  feeling  of  duty  is  towards  other  people. 

6631.  You  wiU  bring  them  all  here  to-morrow  morning  at  10  o'clock,  and  that  will 
relieve  you  firom  all  diflSculty.  I  will  ask  you  another  question  before  you  go.  Who  told 
John  White  and  Thomas  Brown  to  keep  out  of  the  way,  and  not  to  appear  before  the 
House  of  Commons  Committee  ? — I  do  not  know ;  I  did  not  tell  them  myself,  because  I 
never  saw  them. 

5632.  Did  you  employ  your  managing  derk,  Mr.  Scoones,  to  communicate  with  them  ? 
»— There  were  two  or  three  employed,  and  my  general  instructions  were,  in  defending 
their  seats,  "  Do  not  let  any  reasonable  sum  of  money  be  avoided,  and  take  all  necessary 
Bteps  to  get  up  the  evidence  and  conduct  the  case." 

5533.  The  absconding  I  mean  ?— That  I  do  not  know  anytliing  about  in  detail 

6534.  That  would  not  appear  upon  your  papers  ;  you  do  not  know  on  whose  sugges- 
tion they  absconded  ? — No.  I  am  quite  prepared  to  say  generally  in  conducting  their 
defence  that  it  was  my  instructions  to  the  subordinates  to  do  anything  that  was  neces- 
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Mr.  f^srj,  and  if  any  one  wants  change  of  air  do' not  prevent  their  gmng.     I  do  not  dii^oise 

it  C.  Ekigiford.    that  at  all. 

.  —  5635.  Who  did  you  say  that  to  ? — To  one  or  two  of  my  clerks. 

IStti  May  1858.         6536.  Your  clerks  are  ? — Thomas  Sooones. 
—— —  6637.  Did  you  say  so  to  him  \ — I  do  not  know.     I  may  have  said  so.    I  am  willing 

at  once  to  take  the  brunt  of  it.     Having  sanctioned  it  afterwards  I  am  quite  willing  to 
Adopt  it 
,    .  5638.  James  Wilson  ? — I  do  not  think  he  had  anything  to  do  with  it. 

5539.  Thomas  Major  Goldfinch,  had  he  anything  to  do  with  it  ? — No.  Pilcher  and 
•Taylor,  whom  you  have  had,  helped  to  get  up  the  case. 

66<M.  The  absconding  ? — I  do  not  know  how  that  was  done. 

5541.  Who  was  the  person  who  managed  the  change  of  air  business  ? — I  cannot  tell 
you  that ;  I  should  think  a  good  many. 

6642.  Did  one  of  your  clerks  ? — No,  I  do  not  think  they  did.     I  do  not  know. 
6648.  You  say  your  instructions  to  your  derks  were  generally,  *'  if  they  want  change 
of  air  do  not  let  it  be  for  want  of  money  *'? — I  gave  them  instructions  to  do  anything, 
and  afterwards  I  did  not  complain  of  their  being  away.     I  rather  affirmed  it,  and  I  am 
i{uite  prepared  to  adopt  it. 

5644.  Was  it  to  Mr.  Scoones  alone  that  you  made  that  cdminunication  ? — I  think  not ; 
I  may  have  told  two  or  three  people  they  might  do  anything  that  was  reasonable  that 
would  defend  the  seats.     I  did  my  utmost  to  defend  the  seats  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

5645.  How  much  money  had  Brown  to  go  away? — I  have  not  the  remotest  idea ;  I 
tever  heard. 

6646.  How  much  mohey  had  White  \ — I  do  not  know  at  all. 

6647.  Have  you  heard  ? — ^No  ;  I  never  heard. 

6648.  Can  you  throw  any  light  on  that  most  mysterious  letter  of  Mr.  Scoones',  given 
In  evidence  the  other  day? — ^No.  I  was  surprised  about  it  when  first  I  saw  it.  I  was 
surprised  at  Mr.  Aris's  handing  it  in. 

6649.  Surprised  at  what? — At  his  writing  such  a  thing.     I  had  no  idea  he  had  done  it. 
6550.  .Have  you  not  questioned  him  about  it,  and  called  him  to  account  ? — I  asked  him 

just  now  about  it  after  he  came  out  of  court. 

5661.  And  what  did  he  tell  you  ? — He  told  me  it  was  written  to  some  person  ;  I  forget 
Who,  but  not  the  person  whom  you  thought  it  was. 

5652.  Who  was  it  written  to  ? — Upon  my  word  I  cannot  tell  you.  I  do  not  know 
their  names.    I  will  find  out.     I  will  ask  him. 

•  6553.  Did  be  tell  you  who  advised  him  to  write  it? — No  ;  I  do  not  think  any  one 
advised  him  to  write  it. 

5654.  Considering  that  he  is  your  managing  clerk,  and  compromising,  I  may  add, 
your  firm,  have  you  not  called  him  to  account  for  this  very  extraordinary  proceeding  ? — : 
I  told  him  that  I  was  very  much  surprised  he  had  written  it. 

•  6666.  Have  you  not -ascertained  who  it  was  that  led  him  into  this  interference  with 
j^igti©^^:-jNo.    I  suppose  he  must  have  dcMie  it  under  his  general  authority.      . 

6556.  From  you?— From  the  general  authority  he  had  to  manage  the  case  under  me. 

5557.  Have  you  ascertained  fi-om  whom  he  got  his  information  that  anybody  aboent 
was  at  Hull  ? — No,  I  do  not  know.     I  have  not  gone  into  anything  of  that  sort. 
.    55^S.  Can  you  state  now  as  to  your  belief  from  what  source  Mr.  Scoones  obtained  the 
information  upon  which  he  was  led  to  write  that  letter  to  somebody  at  Hull  ? — Whether 
they  had  written  to  each  other,  t  do  not  know  how  it  was  done. 

6569.  As  to  your  belief  I  ask  you  ? — My  belief  is  that  it  was,  what  it  i^peared  to  be,  a 
letter  written  to  some  man  out  of  the  way,  and  telling  him  to  come  back. 

5560.  Can  you  speak  as  to  your  belief  from  what  quarter  he  obtained  his  informa- 
tion, which  induced  him  to  write  to  that  person  ? — Most  likely  the  person  told  him  where 
he  was  going. 

5661.  That  he  has  denied ;  that  he  has  sworn  was  not  the  case. — Some  one  acting  in 
concert  with  him— Mr.  Pilcher  or  Mr.  Taylor — might  have  told  him.    I  do  not  know. 

6562.  What  Mr.  Pilcher  ? — He  is  a  clerk  that  writes  and  does  things.  > . 

'    6663.  And  the  Mr.  Taylor  that  has  been  examined  ? — I  have  not  been  in  court.     I  do 
not  know. 

-  6^564.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? — I  do  not  know. 

5565.  •  Can  you  in  general  give  me  any  information  whatever  on  the  subject  of  this 
letter  ? — No,  indeed.  I  know  nothing  about  it.  When  it  was  put  in  I  was  surprised, 
I  cannot  give  you  any  information,  except  with  regard  to  these  witnesses,  that  after  they 
were  gone  I  sanctioned  it ;  I  did  not  say  anything  against  it,  and  therefore  I  considered 
I  as  good  as  authorised  it  by  having  adopted  it.  1  do  not  wish  to  put  mvself  in  a  &lse 
position.  I  gave  him  authority  to  do  anything  ;  and  I  adopted  it  afterwards,  when  1  found 
they  were  missing,  and  I  thought  it  was  the  best  thing  for  them. 

6566.  Will  you  get  all  the  papers  in  half  an  hour  and  produce  them  I — I  should  Hke  to 
ask  my  fether  first.  I  feel  a  delicacy  about  it.  They  are  not  papers  with  reference  to  the 
last  election,  they  are  papers  arising  out  of  proceedings  consequent  upon  it.  I  feel  great 
delicacy  in  giving  up  other  peoples  papers. 

-  6667.  According  to  your  own  admission  you  are  in  possession  of  written  papers  whidi 
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,  .    THIS  EXISTiaf CE  OF  HMBBRY  nf  the  CITY  of  OANTBRBURY.   .    tSfr 

may  throw  considerable  light  on  the  practices  at. tiie  last  electionu-^I  do nqt  think  tbey  ., . .,    Mrr''    r 

will  throw  more  light  on  it  than  you  have.                                                                              ,  H.C.  Skugrfwrd. 

5568.  It  is  for  us  to  determine  that. — Surety  I  may  be  allowed  to. consult  the  senior  '-'-t^:  .   ^: 
member  of  my  firm.                                                                                                                     ;  18th  May  1858. 

5569.  There  is  no  necessity  for  you  to  consult  him,  because  the  Commissioners  will  exerr  — — 
cise  the  powers  they  have  of  demandii}g  them*    The  better  way  wiU  be  fpr  you  to  9:«nudn 

in  court,  and  let  one  of  the  messengers  go  and  request  your  fiither  s  attendance  here,  and. 
tell  him  to  bring  with  him  all  the  papers,  and  particularly  the  papers  relating  to  the 
petition. 


Dr.  Alfred  Lochee  sworn  and  examined  Dr.  AffredLoehm^ 

5670.  You  were  the  chairman  of  the.conmuttee  of  the  Conservatiye  party  at  tiie  kst 
election? — ^Yes.  - 

5571. — Had  you  acted  as  chairman  of  a  political  committee  at  any  previous  election  V^ 
No,  never. 

5572.  Have  you  been  long  a  voter  for  Canterbury  ? — No,  not  long. 
.  5573.  How  many  elections  have  you  voted  at  ? — I  think  the  iirst  time  I  voted  was 
when  Ml*.  Smythe  stood  on  our  side. 

5574.  That  would  be  1841  ? — Well,  it  was  then  ;  I  think  I  was  then  a  voter,  I  am  not 
quite  sure ;  I  was  not  a  households  till  perhaps  seven  or  eight  years  ago. 

5575.  Were  you  a  freeman  in  1841  ? — No ;  I  was  not  a  freraian ;  I  did  not  live  in  a 
house  of  my  own  then,  and  I  had  no  vote.  I  have  only  had  a  vote  since  I  have  had 
a  house  of  my  own. 

5576.  Then  you  could  not  have  voted  for  Mr.  Smythe  in  1841 ;  you  could  not  vote 
then  if  you  have  only  had  a  vote  for  seven  years? — I  was  wrong ;  I  did  not  vote  till 
1847. 

.  5577.  Mr.  Smythe's  next  time  is  in  1847,  but  he  would  not  be  on  your  side? — No, 
certainly  not ;  I  made  a  mistake  ;  I  thought  I  had  a  vote.  You  can  see  if  I  was  on  the 
register,  if  I  was  on  the  register  at  the  time  of  Mr.  Smythe's  first  election  I  voted  for 
Ijim,  if  not,  of  course  I  did  not  vote  at  all. 

5578.  Whatever  Mr.  Smythe's  opinions  are,  yours  have  always  remained  as  they  are 
now,  red  ? — Mine  have  always  remained  the  same. 

5579.  You  took  no  active  part  in  the  two  elections  of  1847,  or  the  one  in  1850,  the 
by  one  ? — ^None  whatever. 

.,5580.  What  induced  you  to  take  an  active  part  in  the  last  election  of  1852? — ^I  was 
indi,iced  to  do  so  because  I  was  asked  to  do  so,  and  because  I  felt  that  holding  the  prin* 
cipleB  I  do  on  political  matters  that  I  was  boimd  not  to  shrink  from  any  inconvenience 
and  tdTQuble  in  bringing  the  two  candidates  into  Parliament  who  would  stand  by  the  side 
of  my  Lord  Derby  at  such  an  epoch  as  I  considered  that  to  be. 

5581.  Mr.  Pout  has  told  us  he  was  the  party  to  whom  the  money  was  ultimately 
Qonfligned  ? — So  I  hear. 

5582.  Did  any  money  on  that  occasion  pass  through  yom-  hands  ? — During  the  whole 
course  of  the  election  two  sums  of  money  passed  through  my  hands  direct,  and  to  two 
different  parties,  and  from  two  different  sources. 

5)583.  Now,  the  first ;  give  us  the  period  and  the  amount?— The  first  sum  was  a  sum  of 
420Z.  exactly,  which  was  paid  to  me,  or  sent  to  me  rather,  by  Mr.  Pout,  which  I  gave 
to  Mr.  Smith  for  the  pajrment  of  colour  tickets,  that  is  to  say,  for  the  payment  of  the 
colourmen. 

5584*  At  what  period  of  tiie  election  was  that? — That  was  some  time  after  the 
election  was  over  ;  I  cannot  say  what  it  was ;  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks,  perhaps. 

5585.  And  the  second  occasion  ? — ^The  second  was  a  sum  of  money,  300i.,  which  I 
received  in  three  separate  cheques  from  Mr.  Wightwick,  the  junior  partner  in  Messrs. 
^ingbfords'  house,  some  time  in  September. 

5586.  That  is  long  aiter  the  election  ? — That  was  long  after  the  election  ;  it  must  have 
been  some  time  in  ^ptember  I  will  tell  you  why  I  think  it  was  in  September. 

-  5587.  If  material,  you  may  tell  us  why  ? — I  want  you  to  understand  it  was  aflier  tiie 
election. 

5588.  The  first  sum  having  been  paid  to  Mr.  Smith  for  the  colourmen,  what  did  you 
do  with  the  300i.  ? — If  you  mil  allow  me,  I  must  separate  that  into  two  sums. 

$589.  There  were  tlu-ee  cheques  ? — The  whole  sum  was  300Z. ;  one  cheque  for  lOOi, 
another  cheque  was  for  15W.,  and  the  other  for  50Z.  I  received  them  all  at  once  fi^m 
Mr.  Wightwick,  who  wrote  them  in  my  presence  and  gave  them  to  me.  They  were  cheques 
(m  Hammond  s  bank  here. 

5590.  What  did  you  do  with  them  ? — You  must  let  me  divide  that  into  two  fragments, 
because  it  was  made  in  two  fragments :  the  150Z.  and  the  50Z.  I  gave  to  Mr.  Taylor, 
whom  I  had  employed  to  pay  such  bills  as  came  before  me,  instead  of  running  about  the 
town  to  pay  them  myself  I  employed  Taylor  to  do  so,  and  he  had  these  two  smns-to 
pay  certain  bills  whioh:  I  gave  to  Urn  with  a  list  of  them,  and  which  after  he  had  paid> 
J^eretumed  tl^em  tome  receipted.    That  is.the  200£ 
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Dr.  Alfred  Lochee.       5591.  Have  you  got  them  ?— No,  I  have  not  got  them.    After  they  had  been  returned 
— —  to  me  they  went  to  Mr.  Kingsford  senior. 

IStli  May  1853.         6592.  Who  was  the  treasurer ;  Mr.  Pout  ? — No  ;  Mr.  Kingsford  senior  was  our  treasurer. 
■        When  I  say  treasurer,  we  looked  upon  him  as  the  man  who  had  the  financial  arrange- 
ments. 

5593.  Then  there  remained  a  sum  of  lOOL  ? — That  I  wish  to  keep  separate  by  itself^ 
because  it  was  used  in  one  smn  just  as  it  was,  and  that  sum  of  money  Charles  Goodwin 
had. 

5594.  You  gave  it  him  yourself  ?— No,  I  did  not  give  it  him  myself;  but,  understand, 
it  would  not  have  been  given  unless  I  had  sanctioned  it.  If  you  will  allow  me  I  will  tell 
you  how  it  happened  At  an  early  period  of  the  election  notice  was  given  to  me,  some- 
how through  one  of  the  numberless  persons  that  wrote  connected  with  the  elections 
business,  that  Mr.  Goodwin  had  a  claim  of  1 OOL  on  the  Conservative  party  for  services 
which  had  been  rendered  by  him  in  conducting  the  municipal  elections,  and  he  sent  in 
somehow  or  other — perhaps  in  writing,  if  so  I  did  not  see  it — that  claim,  with  the  offer, 
"  If  you  will  pay  this  I  will  become  your  active  agent,  and  do  everything  I  can  to  secure 
the  success  of  the  Reds."  That,  I  say,  was  the  sort  of  proposition  with  which  I  became 
acquainted  somehow  at  an  early  period  of  the  election.  I  asked  Mr.  Kingsford  senior 
about  it,  and  Mr.  Kingsford  senior  very  properly  answered,  "  Supposing  this  money  is 
paid  to  this  man,  if  it  be  not  real  bribery  it  will  be  construed  as  such,  and  you  had  better 
not  have  anything  to  do  Math  it."  The  consequence  was  Charles  Goodwin  got  an  unfavour- 
able answer  to  his  request.  I  heard  notldng  further  of  it,  until  a  month  after  the  election 
at  least ;  it  might  be  more.  I  will  say  it  was  at  least  a  month  when  Mr.  Goodwin,  whom 
I  liad  spoken  to  then  for  the  first  time  in  my  life,  came  to  me  at  the  hospital  where  I 
then  was,  and  in  a  great  state  of  excitement,  and  I  may  say  anger,  insisted  on  my  paying 
liim  lOOi.  I  told  him  I  knew  nothing  at  all  of  the  matter,  and,  treating  him  rather  cava- 
lierly perhaps,  turned  upon  my  heel  and  left  him ;  but  finding,  however,  that  he  was 
talking  a  great  deal  about  it,  and  apparently  doing  a  great  deal  of  mischief  to  the  cause, 
by  saying  the  Conservative  party  had  promised  him  payment  of  lOOi.  and  had  not  done 
it,  and  seeing  that  the  election  was  over,  and  seeing  it  could  not  possibly  be  said  that  the 
money  had  been  used  to  buy  votes,  I  took  it  on  myself  to  urge  the  two  or  three  gentle- 
men that  spoke  to  me  on  the  matter  that  it  had  better  be  paid.  It  was  done,  probably 
with  the  concurrence  of  others.  I  wish  you  to  understand,  that  if  I  had  opposed  it,  it 
would  not  have  been  paid  at  all. 

5595.  Who  is  this  Charles  Goodwin  ?— I  just  know  him  by  sight, 

5596.  He  was  examined  here  the  other  day,  .  He  is  a  brewer  ? — Yes,  I  think  he  was. 

5597.  Do  you  mean  the  man  that  was  examined  here  the  other  day  ? — I  was  not  here 
when  he  was  examined,  and  I  did  not  know  that  he  had  been.  I  took  a  receipt  for  the 
money,  at  least  the  party  who  paid  him  did,  and  I  have  got  that  receipt  in  my  pocket. 

5598.  Who  paid  it  ?— Mr.  James  Delmar  paid  it ;  he  paid  him  under  my  instructions. 

5599.  Did  Mr.  Goodwin  ever  send  in  any  detailed  account  ? — ^Never  that  I  know  o£ 
I  never  saw  one. 

5600.  Was  money  so  very  flush  with  you  that  you  would  pay  a  man  in  this  way 
without  getting  any  accoimt,  or  without  knowing  what  he  had  done  ? — As  to  being  flush 
or  not,  it  is  really  just  as  I  tell  you.  The  man  was  so  bothering  for  his  money,  and  was 
doing  a  good  deal  of  mischief  by  saying  that  he  had  been  promised.  But  whether  he  had 
been  promised  or  not  I  do  not  know.     I  did  not  promise  it. 

5601.  Could  you  ascertain,  or  did  he  not  state  the  name  of  the  promiser  ? — If  you  will 
allow  me  I  will  read  you  the  receipt  that  he  gave. 

5602.  That  receipt  wiU  not  help  us  ? — Yes,  it  will ;  because  it  expresses  what  his 
notion  was. 

5603.  Was  this  money  paid  after  the  petition  was  presented  ? — The  date  of  the  receipt 
is  the  20th  of  September.  ♦ 

5604.  Long  before  the  petition  ? — Long  before  the  petition. 

5605.  You  say  you  discussed  it  at  the  committee  ? — No ;  I  beg  your  pardon. 

5606.  You  said,  "  I  xu*ged  it  liad  better  be  paid"? — I  did  not  di«3uss  it  at  the  committee. 

5607.  Who  did  you  urge  it  to  that  it  had  better  be  paid  ? — I  do  not  know  that  I 
urged  it  to  any  body, 

5608.  What  did  you  mean  by  "  I  urged  it  had  better  be  paid."  ? — What  I  meant  to 
say  by  that  was,  that  several  of  our  leading  Mends  knew  of  the  circumstance,  and  we 
talked  about  it  among  ourselves,  and  in  talking  about  it  amongst  ourselves  I  urged  that 
I  thought  it  would  be  safest  and  best  to  pay  liim  ;  and  I  urged  it  on  the  grounds  I  have 
given  you  ;  and  moreover,  having  a  full  recollection  of  what  Mi%  Kingsforf  had  told  me 
about  the  bribery  in  the  case  before  that,  I  urged  it  could  not  be  construed  into  bribery, 
or  strained  into  bribery,  inasmuch  as  the  election  had  gone  and  passed.  It  was  money 
paid  for  services  which  were  said  to  be  rendered.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  were 
or  not.  Finding  it  was  something  unusual  I  asked  Mr.  Delmar  to  take  a  i*eceipt  from 
Mr.  Goodwin. 

5609.  You  do  not  clear  up  my  difficulty  ? — I  will  try. 

5610.  You  have  gone  through  a  contested  election.  You  have  seated  your  candidates. 
A  man  comes  forward  and  says,  he  has  a  claim  upon  you  for  lOOL  ;  does  not  tell  you  for 
what.     He  says  somebody  has  promised  him ;  he  does  not  tell  you  who,  and  you  are 
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afraid  it  will  hurt  your  cause  if  you  do  not  pay  him,  and  you  pay  him  without  any  jpr.  Alfred  Zeekee^ 
inquiry  ? — ^Yes.  *     \ 

5611.  I  do  not  imderstand  it? — I  told  you  I  had  heard  of  the  claim  originally  before     18th  May  1853. 
the  election.     I  began  with  that ;  that  I  had  heard  of  the  claim ;  that  the  claim  was  not  " 

new  to  me  when  the  man  came  to  ask  me  for  payment,  only  he  had  never  made  a  claim 
to  me  before.,  and  I  had  never  personally  heard  it  before  with  regard  to  inyself.  I  put 
the  question  originally  before  Mr.  Kingsford 

5612.  Do  you  think  Mr.  Kingsford  can  tell  us  that  the  work  for  which  he  claimed  the 
lOOZ.  had  really  been  done  ? — He  may  for  ought  I  know. 

5613.  Did  you  ascertain  from  anybody  that  the  work  had  been  done? — I  tried  to 
ascertain. 

5614.  And  you  could  not  ? — I  could  not. 

5615.  Did  you  ask  Mr.  Kingsford,  the  legal  agent  ? — I  asked  Mr.  Kingsford  if  he  knew 
anything  of  how  a  man  could  claim  lOOl.  for  conducting  municipal  elections.  I  asked 
Mr.  Delmar,  to  whom  this  man  Goodwin  had  applied  before  he  applied  to  me.  I  believe 
I  mentioned  the  thing,  and  must  have  mentioned  the  thing,  to  several  others  ;  and  some 
said  he  had  a  claim,  and  some  said  he  had  not  a  claim. 

5616.  Tell  us  somebody  who  said  he  had  a  claim  ? — No  ;  that  I  cannot  recollect. 

5617.  Is  it  Mr.  Kingsford  that  said  he  had  not  ? — Mr.  Kingsford  did  not  know 
anything  about  the  claim.  I  waa  going  to  say  we  all  considered  it  was  exorbitant 
whatever  the  claim  was. 

5618.  That  is  exactly  my  difficulty,  all  of  you  considering  it  was  exorbitant,  several  of 
the  parties  saying  he  had  no  claim  at  all ;  you  paid  him  because  you  were  afraid  it  would 
damage  the  conservative  cause  if  you  did  not  ? — Yes ;  that  really  is  so. 

5619.  Does  it  not  appear  to  you  that  the  conservative  cause  must  have  been  very 
tottering  in  Canterbury,  if  it  might  have  been  damaged  by  your  refusing  to  pay  a  bill 
of  which  you  had  no  particulars  ? — It  really  is  not  so.  A  man  like  him  going  about 
speaking  of  injustice  done  to  liimself  by  money  actually  earned  being  withheld  would 
lutve  done,  I  think,  harm  to  our  cause  among  a  great  many. 

5620.  I  should  think  the  vaults  of  the  Bank  of  England  woidd  not  pay  if  you  were 
to  pay  everything  to  every  man  who  said  he  had  a  right  to  it  ? — I  do  not  say  I  was 
right  in  doing  it  at  all. 

5621.  Was  not  Mr.  Goodwin  very  weU  known  ? — He  was  very  well  known  indeed. 

5622.  Was  not  Mr.  Goodwin  very  well  known  to  be  a  man  such  as  he  has  been 
described  in  this  court  within  these  few  days  ? — I  did  not  hear  his  examination.  I  did 
not  know  that  he  had  been  examined. 

5623.  He  was  described  as  a  man  going  about  bribing  ? — I  was  not  aware  of  that. 

5624.  Was  it  not  very  well  known  he  was  such  a  man  ? — I  did  not  know  it. 

5625.  Was  it  known  to  the  party,  to  your  own  friends,  when  you  urged  this  man  had 
better  be  paid,  was  it  not  told  to  you  in  confidence,  or,  if  you  like  it,  openly,  what  sort  of 
a  man  he  was  ? — I  have  heard  it  mentioned  often  since  that  Mr.  Goodwin  had  been  used 
as  a  bribery  agent. 

6626.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  intelligence  never  came  to  you  till  just  after  you  paid 
Hm  the  1001.  ? — I  never  heard  or  knew  anything  about  it. 

6627.  Or  how  many  voters  he  had  paid  the  lOOl.  to.  You  knew  the  man  was  a 
bribery  agent  ? — I  knew  the  man  by  reputation  that  he  was  so. 

5628.  A  bribery  agent  ? — Yes,  the  man  was  accused  of  it ;  but  my  payment  to  him  had 
jio  reference  whatever  to  that  position  or  condition  of  his,  not  in  the  least. 

5629.  Dr.  Lochee,  can  you  give  us  no  other  explanation  of  the  payment  of  this  lOOL 
than  what  you  have  done  ? — Indeed  I  cannot ;  absolutely  I  cannot. 

5630.  How  did  he  vote  ? — He  voted  for  us.  Understand  ;  he  made  the  offer,  that  if 
this  was  paid  him  he  would  do  everything  he  could  for  us.  He  was  a  partizan  of 
Mr.  Smythe'a 

5631.  Then  it  stands  thus  :  it  being  well  known  that  he  was  a  bribery  agent,  having 
told  you  that  if  this  lOOL  was  paid  him  he  would  do  liis  best  for  you,  you,  after  the 
election  in  September,  pay  him  the  lOOl.  because  you  think  it  will  damage  the  conser- 
vative cause  if  you  do  not  ? — Yes,  that  is  so. 

5632.  Do  you  remember  making  any  order  in  favour  of  a  voter  at  Heme  Bay  of  the 
name  of  Southee  ? — Certainly  not.     What  ?  do  you  mean  colour  tickets  ? 

5633.  An  order.  Nothing  can  be  more  general  than  my  question  ? — No  ;  I  made  no 
order  of  any  sort. 

5634.  Had  you  any  application  whatever  from  that  man  ? — A  man  of  the  name  of 
Southee,  who  I  understood  is  a  tailor  at  Heme  Bay,  met  me  one  day  in  the  streets  and 
stopped  me,  and  asked  me  to  assist  him  with  something  or  other,  and  I  refused  him,  I 
passed  on. 

5635.  You  swear  distinctly  you  refiised  him  ? — I  do,  most  distinctly. 

5636.  He  is  represented  to  state  that  you  ordered  the  amoimt  to  be  paid  to  liim  ;  that 
he  never  got  it  although  he  voted  on  accoimt  of  your  promise.  Is  that  true  ? — The  man 
ha«  told  you  a  falsehood. 

5637.  Did  you  bribe,  I  suppose  I  must  call  it,  a  man  of  the  name  of  Brown  with  money, 
or  money  s  worth,  to  vote  for  Messrs.  Johnstone  and  Gipps  ? — Never, 
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J>r.  JBffwA  Lo^mu      5688.  Were  you  one  of  the  witnesses  summoned  to  London  in  support  of  those  gentle- 

men's  seats  ? — No,  I  was  not 

18th  May  1B5S»     •    6639.  Nor  were  you  present  in  London  ? — I  was  not  present  in  London. 

5640.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Brown  coming  to  the  committee  room  of  Messrs.  Johnstone 

and  Gipps  by  your  appointment  ? — I  recollect  he  says  so  in  the  evidence.  I  do  not  recol- 
lect the  circumstance  ;  but  I  know  he  has  said  it  was  so,  because  I  have  read  the  evidence 
when  it  was  printed. 

5641.  You  know  the  man  ? — I  cannot  say  I  know  the  man  ;  take  it  for  granted  I  do. 

5642.  Do  you  remember  any  man  coming  there  by  your  appointment  ? — His  name 
being  Brown — ^there  were  hundreds  of  men  that  went  there  by  my  appointment. 

5643.  It  is  to  be  taken  for  granted  you  did  take  a  part  in  the  committee  ? — Yes,  of 
course ;  I  was  chairman  of  the  committee. 

5644.  Having  heard  that  Mr.  Brown  has  stated  this,  or  that  some  witness  on  your  side 
had  stated  on  oath  before  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  that  you  were  not 
fteen  to  take  any  part  in  the  committee,  not  even  present  in  the  committee-room,  is  that 
true  ? — I  cannot  understand  how  he  could  have  said  so.  I  was  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  therefore  certainly  there  every  day  of  my  life. 

5645.  Do  you  remember  a  man  coming  into  yom:  study  to  offer  his  vote  and  to  talk  of 
business  to  you  ? — Yes. 

5646.  And  you  sent  him  to  the  committee-room,  saying  you  never  talked  business  in 
your  study  ? — ^Yes,  that  I  recollect ;  that  is  true. 

5647.  Did  you  see  that  man  afterwards  in  the  committee-room  ? — I  think  I  did. 

5648.  Did  he  promise  his  vote  to  Messrs.  Johnstone  and  Gipps  ? — I  do  not  recollect  it ; 
indeed  I  do  not 

5649.  Did  you  ask  him  if  he  had  promised  ? — If  he  came  before  me  at  all  I  asked  him 
that  question. 

6650.  Do  you  remember  his  telling  you  he  should  not  promise  until  he  was  put  down 
with  the  rest  as  a  messenger  ? — No,  I  do  not ;  and  I  do  not  believe  I  told  him  so. 

5651.  Do  you  remember  his  telling  you  so? — No. 

5652.  Do  you  remember  telling  him  that  he  was  put  down  as  a  messenger  ? — I  do  not 
reeoUect  him. 

5653.  Or  employed  in  any  way? — No. 

5654*  I  ask  you,  do  you  remember  his  saying  on  those  terms,  or  on  terms  of  employ- 
ment and  reward,  he  would  promise  ? — It  is  utterly  impossible  he  could  have  said  it, 
because  I  should  never  have  consented  to  it. 

5655.  You  are  aware  a  man  of  the  name  of  Brown  has  deposed  to  these  fiuits  ? — I  am 
aware  of  it. 

5656.  And  do  you  deny  it  ? — I  do  deny  it.  I  do  not  deny  that  the  man  was  there, 
but  that  any  bargain  of  that  sort  was  made  I  do  deny. 

5657*  Do  you  remember  a  man  of  the  name  of  Cobeley,  a  baker? — I  do  not. 

5658.  You  are  physician  to  the  hospital  ? — Yes. 

5659.  Did  you  canvass  the  hospital  patients  ? — Certainly  not.  The  hospital  patients 
*re  not  necessarily  voters. 

5660.  Accidentally  perhaps  they  are  ? — If  you  mean,  did  I  canvass  any  one  who  was 
there  in  the  hospital  and  was  a  voter,  I  say  yea 

5661.  Did  you  remind  them  that  you  had  rendered  them  a  sei-vice? — Never;  I 
-entii^y  deny  that. 

5662.  Did  you  make  the  service  yOu  rendered  them,  or  any  service  you  rendered  them^ 
•an  inducement  for  them  to  give  their  vote  to  Mr.  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps  ? — I  never  did. 

5663.  That  you  swear  ? — That  I  positively  swear  to.  It  would  have  been  very  absurd 
if  I  had.     Everybody  I  knew  I  asked. 

5664.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Johnson,  a  miller  ? — Yes  ;  I  know  there  is 
such  a  man. 

5665.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Busher  ? — I  do  not. 

5666.  Are  you  aware  of  anybody  being  on  the  premises  of  Jolmson,  the  miller,  for  a 
•week  previous  to  the  election  being  a  voter  ? — No. 

5667.  Did  Mr.  Johnson,  the  miUer,  get  any  money  from  you  ? — Certainly  not. 

5668.  Did  he  get  any  money  from  anybody  you  know  of? — Not  that  I  know  of 
Mr.  Johnson  was  a  member  of  the  committee  ;  we  considered  him  such  at  any  rate. 

5669.  You  say  that  you  paid  Mr.  Goodwin  this  lOOZ.  because  he  was  going  about  damaging 
the  conservative  party.     I  imderstood  you  to  say  so  ? — Yes  ;  that  was  the  way  I  put  it. 

5670.  What  did  you  mean  by  damaging  the  conservative  party  ;  is  it  the  manner  in 
which  he  was  speaking  qS.  it  ? — ^That  he  would  say  generally  in  the  place,  that  he  had 
had  a  daim  upon  the  party,  and  that  they  had  not  paid  it  him  ;  that  is  what  I  meant  by  it. 

5671.  Have  you  not  heard  that  Mr.  Goodwin  had  threatened  to  expose  the  practices  of 
the  conservative  pai-ty  at  the  last  election  unless  he  were  j)aifl  the  sum  he  claimed  ? — I 
never  did.  -  Understand  me,  on  my  oath,  and  not  only  that,  but  my  honour  as  a 
gentleman,  I  never  p^d  it  on  that  ground,  and  I  never  heard  it. 

5672.  I  do  not  ask  you  whether  you  paid  it  on  that  ground.  The  question  was,  whether 
cjrou  hflUl  not  heard  such  a  report  ? — I  never  did. 

5673   You  have  heard  such  a  report  since  you  paid  the  money  ? — I  think  I  have* 
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6674*.  How  long  do  you  think  it  is  after  you  paid  the  money  that  you  heard  that  Dn  Aifr^i  l^dm^ 

report  ? — Recently ;  since  the  election  petition ;  I  should  say  the  thing  has  been  more  talked  

about  since  the  election  petition.  18th  May  1853. 

5675.  Had  you  no  suspicion  in  your  mind  that  Goodwin  had  been  actively  employed       -^! . 

at  the  last  election  in  cornipt  practices  ? — I  had  not  the  slightest  notion  of  it.    I  never 

met  him  ;  I  never  sixw  him  or  spoke  to  him  in  my  life  till  the  time  he  came  to  the  hospital 
to  me. 

5676.  Did  you  see  him  at  all  during  the  election  ?--I  really  do  not  know  that  I  met 
hiTn  ;  I  may  have  passed  him  in  the  streets  without  knowing  him ;  if  I  did  I  am  entirely 
ignorant  of  it. 

5677.  Had  you  no  conversation  with  him  before  the  time  when  he  first  applied  to 
you  with  respect  to  the  claim  he  had  for  services  performed  at  the  mimicipal  registration ; 
imtil  that  time  when  he  came  to  you  in  that  angry  manner  you  described  ? — I  had  no 
communication  with  him  whatever. 

5678.  Eeither  directly  or  indirectly  ? — Eeither  directly  or  indirectly.  Recollect  he  did 
not  come  to  me  the  first  time.     I  say  the  knowledge  of  the  claim  did  not  so  come. 

5679.  Did  you  communicate  to  some  of  the  conservative  gentlemen,  or  the  gentlemen 
on  the  conservative  side,  the  claim  that  Mr.  Goodwin  had  made  ? — ^Yes,  I  did. 

5680.  Did  any  of  them  tell  you  or  recommend  you  to  pay  the  sum  which  he  claimed 

because  they  were  afraid  he  had  too  much  knowledge  of  what  had  been  done  at  the  pre-  '*  ~-   . 

vious  election  ? — Certainly  not ;  I  had  no  such  information. 

5681.  No  communication  of  that  kind  was  made  to  you  from  any  one  ? — No  communi- 
cation of  that  kind  was  made  to  me  by  any  one. 

5682.  Previous  to  yoiu-  payment  of  it  ? — Previous  to  my  payment  of  it 

5683.  What  is  Mr.  Goodwin  ;  is  he  a  brewer  in  a  large  way  ?— I  have  no  personal 
acquaintance  with  him  ;  I  do  not  know  what  he  is. 

5684.  Did  it  not  strike  you  that  lOOi.  was  rather  a  large  siun  to  be  claimed  for  muni- 
cipal registration  services  ? — It  did.     I  think  it  is  a  very  large  sum. 

5685.  Did  it  appear  to  you  that  it  would  do  any  damage  to  the  conservative  party  if 
they  refused  to  pay  such  an  exorbitant  sum  as  that  which  was  claimed  by  Mr.  Goodwin  ? 
— Will  you  put  the  question  again  ? 

5686.  You  said  what  induced  you  to  pay  this  sum  of  lOOi.  to  Mr.  Goodwin  was  an  appre- 
hension that  he  was  going  about  and  might  do  damage  to  the  conservative  party  ? — Yea 

5687.  Did  it  appear  to  you  that  if  the  conservative  party  had  known  the  exorbitant 
sum  which  Mr.  Goodwin  claimed  for  alleged  services,  and  that  the  gentlemen  on  the  con- 
servative side  had  refused  to  pay  him  that  exorbitant  sum,  did  it  appear  to  you  that  the 
conservative  party  would  be  at  all  damaged  ? — I  do  not  know  how  I  am  to  answer  the 
question. 

5688.  You  say  he  was  damaging  the  conservative  party  ? — Yes. 

5689.  I  want  to  know  in  what  way  he  was  damaging  the  conservative  party  ? — By 
speaking  iU  of  them  ;  that  is  what  I  mean  by  saying  so.  I  understand  he  did  say  that 
he  had  been  promised  payment,  and  he  ought  to  have  it. 

5690.  Did  you  understand  that  he  did  say  he  was  promised  payment  of  the  lOOt  ? — 
I  did  not  hear  the  smn  ;  I  do  not  think  he  mentioned  the  sum,  as  far  as  I  know.  I  was 
not  told  that  he  had  mentioned  the  amount. 

5691.  Supposing  any  other  person  had  come  to  you  who  had  been  active  on  the  cc«i- 
servative  side,  and  had  told  you  he  was  promised  1 00/.  for  services  which  he  had  per- 
formed for  municipal  registration,  and  that  he  had  been  going  about  and  telling  the 
people  that  you  refused  to  pay  the  sum  you  promised,  would  you  have  paid  him  too  the 
lOOi,  under  the  apprehension  that  that  would  damage  the  conservative  cause? — He 
Dodght  have  been  equally  entitled  ;  I  suppose  I  should  have  paid  him  too.  If  I  paid  one 
man  for  that  reason,  I  should  have  paid  another. 

5692.  Ifyouhadhad  the  funds?— Yes. 

5693.  If  that  had  been  known  by  the  conservative  party  in  Canterbury,  would  you 
not  have  had  plenty  of  such  applications  ? — I  think  that  is  very  probabla 

5694!.  Was  Thomas  Taylor  one  of  the  persons  employed  to  bribe  with  colour  tickets  ? — 
Mr.  Taylor.     I  did  not  Imow  his  name  was  Thomas. 

5695.  Has  he  been  subsequently  appointed  keeper  of  the  county  gaol  ? — I  do  not  know. 

5696.  Or  tm^ey,  or  any  post  in  that  gaol  ? — I  do  not  know  at  all 

5697.  In  whom  are  the  appointments  of  that  gaol  vested  ? — I  cannot  tell  yoiL 

The  Chief  Commissioner  inquired  if  Mr.  Kingsford  senior  was  pr^)ared  to 
deliver  up  the  briefs  upon  the  election  petition,  and  all  the  papers  connected 
with  the  election  and  the  petition  before  the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  Kingsford  stated  that  he  was  quite  prepared  to  deliver  them  up,  as  they 
had  been  called  for  by  the  Commissioners,  but  wished  it  to  be  understood 
that  he  did  so  under  protest. 

[After  a  short  conversation  with  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone] 

Mr.  Kingsford  again  stated  that  his  client,  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone,  objected  to 
his  giving  up  the  brie&  and  papers  relating  to  the  election  petition,  and 
therefore  he  was  compelled  to  deeline  doisg  so.  ~  -       ,      . 
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Dr.  Alfred  Loehee, 
18th  May  J  853. 


1^8    EVIDENCE  taken  before  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  inquire  into 

[The  Act  of  Parliament  giving  the  Commissioners  power  to  call  for  any  docu- 
ments was  handed  to  Mr.  Kingsford.] 

The  Chief  Commissioner  stated  that  they  would  postpone  the  examination  of 
Mr.  Kingsford  until  Friday  morning,  when  they  would  expect  the  documents 
to  be  produced  ;  and  in  the  meantime  they  expected  a  pledge  from  him  that 
not  any  of  the  papers  to  which  tlie  order  of  the  Commissioners  referred 
would  be  interfered  with  in  any  way,  either  by  himself  and  his  partners  or 
Mr.  Butler  Johnstone. 

Mr.  Kingsford  then  gave  the  imdertaklng. 

Adjourned  until  to-mon'ow,  ten  o'clock. 


James  Field. 
19th  May  1853. 


Fifth  Day.— Thursday  19th  May  1853. 

James  Fietjd  sworn  and  examined. 

5698.  Ai-e  you  a  voter? — Yes. 

5699.  On  which  side  did  you  vote  at  the  ](isi  election,  1 852  ? — I  voted  for  tlie  two 
Tories  ;  I  do  not  recollect  their  names  at  present. 

5700.  Jolmstone  and  Gipps  ? — Yes. 

5701.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

5702.  On  which  side  did  you  vote  then  ? — I  voted  for  Mr.  Smy the  ;  I  am  not  positive 
whether  I  gave  Mr.  Smythe  a  plumper,  but  I  voted  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham,  I  think. 

5703.  Do  you  know  Rutter?— Yes. 

5704.  Did  you  have  any  money  from  Rutter  upon  tliat  occasion  ? — Never. 

5705.  Did  you  have  51.  from  him  ? — No. 

5706.  Did  you  have  ol.  from  anybody  else  ? — No. 

5707.  I  do  not  mean  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

5708.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

5709.  You  do  not  occupy  a  10/.  house? — No. 

5710.  Had  you  a  colom-  ticket  last  year  when  you  voted  for  Gipps  and  Jolmstone  ? — 
I  had  not;  but  I  do  not  know  whether  my  sons  did  or  no;  if  they  did  they  liad  no  recom- 
mendation from  me,  and  I  do  not  know  how  tliey  got  it.  I  never  gave  a  recommendation 
for  one  in  my  life. 

5711.  Had  your  sons  colour  tickets  ? — They  might. 

5712.  How  many  sons  have  you  ? — Three. 

5713.  Had  they  all  colour  tickets  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  they  had.  If  they  did  it 
was  not  through  my  recommendation  by  any  means;  but  they  might  have.  1  do  not  know 
that  they  did  not. 

5714.  How  did  you  vote  in  1841  ? — When  Mr.  Smytlie  and  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  stood, 
I  voted  for  Mr.  Smythe  I  know;  I  voted  for  Mr.  Smythe  two  or  three  times,  but  I  do  not 
know  whicli. 

5715.  Had  you  any  money  then  ? — No. 

5716.  Did  you  vote  twice  in  1841  ? — I  am  not  able  to  say;  I  am  not  clear,  as  my 
memory  is  very  bad,  and  I  am  not  able  to  say. 

5717.  Who  did  you  vote  for  besides  ;  Mr.  Bradshaw  ? — I  voted  for  Mr.  Bradshaw  in 
1841. 

571 8.  Did  you  give  your  other  vote  for  Mr.  Smythe  in  1847  ? — I  really  do  not  know 
now. 

5719.  Did  you  give  to  any  voter  any  money  in  1847  ? — No  ;  I  never  had  any  to  give 
them. 

5720.  Did  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Charles  Goodwin  ? — ^Yes,  I  did. 

5721.  Did  you  ever  see  him  with  any  money? — No. 

5722.  Did  you  see  Goodwin  during  the  election  of  last  year  ? — No ;  not  upon  any  tiling 
of  electioneering  business. 

5723.  I  ask  you  whether  you  saw  him  at  the  last  election  ? — I  may  have  seen  him  in 
the  street ;  never  to  speak  to  him  upon  nothing  of  electioneering. 

5724.  But  you  did  speak  to  him  ? — I  do  not  tliink  he  is  a  man  to  meet  and  speak  to 
at  alL    I  did  not  speak  to  him  on  electioneering. 

5725.  Did  you  speak  to  him  at  all  ? — Not  at  all,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection  ;  he  is  a 
man  that  never  speaks  to  me,  nor  I  to  him. 

5726.  Do  you  know  that  he  took  a  very  active  part  ? — I  do  not  know  that  he  did.  I 
never  interfere  myself  about  electioneering  the  least  in  the  world  ;  and  never  go  to  any 
of  the  meetings,  and  never  mix  myself  up  with  them. 

5727.  Were  you  ever  oflFered  any  money  ? — Oh  yes ;  I  have  been  tempted. 

5728.  Were  you  tempted  in  1852  ? — No;  I  do  not  recollect  I  was  tempted  then. 

5729.  You  are  upon  your  oath  ? — Yes  ;  I  do  not  recoUect  that  I  was. 

5730.  In  1852, — ^now  consider,  Mr.  Field, — were  you  offered  any  money  for  your  vote? 
—I  do  not  think  I  was ;  but  if  I  was,  I  did  not  receive  any. 
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5731.  I  ask  you  whether  you  were  offered  any  money  for  your  vote  ?— At  whose  election ;       Jamei  lieU. 
was  that  in  1852?  ' 

5732.  Last  year,  when  you  voted  for  Mr.  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Oipps  ?— Positively  I  cannot     19th  May  1858. 
charge  my  mei^ory  that  I  was  offered  any  money.  ^ __, 

5733.  You  had  better  make  a  clean  breast  of  it  ? — I  do,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge. 

5734.  Perhaps  I  know  more  than  you  imagine  I  do  ? — I  state  it  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge. 

5735.  In  1852  were  you  not  offered  money  for  your  vote  ? — I  declare  to  j'^ou  I  do  not 
recollect  I  was. 

5736.  It  is  not  very  long  ago  ? — It  is  not ;  but  I  declare  I  do  not  "recollect  anything.  If 
you  tell  me  who  if  was,  it  may  come  across  my  mind. 

5737.  Were  you  offered  any  money  for  your  vote  in  1847  ?-— Whose  election  was  that  ? 

5738.  When  you  voted  for  Mr.  Smythe  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ?— I  think  I  was 
trifled  with,  but  I  did  not  have  any. 

5739.  Who  was  the  person  who  trifled  with  you  in  1847?— Upon  my  word  and 
honour  there  are  so  many  of  them  that  I  do  not  know. 

5740.  Mention  the  names  ? — I  should  be  sorry  to  mention  any  one  name,  because  I  am 
not  certain  who  it  was. 

5741.  You  tell  us  you  were  trifled  with  in  1847,  but  you  did  not  receive  anything? — 
I  never  received  a  penny. 

5742.  You  have  stated  that  there  were  many  who  trifled  with  you  ;  mention  the  name 
of  one  or  two  of  them  ? — I  think  Mr.  Friend  stopped  me  in  St.  George  s,  and  he  asked  me 
wliether  he  could  do  anything  for  me  with  the  Tory  party. 

5743.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? — Thomas  Friend,  I  think.  He  stopped  me  and  he 
asked  me  whether  he  could  do  anything  with  me  for  the  Tory  party ;  and  I  said  "  I  am 
not  to  be  trifled  with  by  you  or  anybody  else.'' 

5744.  That  was  the  answer? — Yes  ;  and  I  do  not  recollect  anybody  else. 

5745.  He  asked  you  whether  you  could  do  anything  for  the  Tory  party  ? — No ;  he 
asked  me  whether  he  could  do  anything  for  me  with  the  Tory  party.  I  said  "  I  am  not  to 
be  trifled  with  by  you  or  anybody  else." 

5746.  Wliat  do  you  mean  by  being  trifled  with  ? — To  tempt  me  to  take  a  bribe. 

5747.  Did  he  offer  you  any  sum  of  money  ? — Not  any  ;  that  was  all  he  said  to  me  and 
went  away  from  me. 

5748.  Perhaps  you  can  recollect  the  name  of  some  other  party  that  trifled  with  you  ? — 
I  cannot. 

5749.  Try.    In  1847,  did  Mr.  Goodwin  trifle  with  you  in  1847  ?— No. 

5750.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Southee  ? — ^Yes. 

5751.  Did  he  trifle  with  you  ? — He  did  not  trifle  with  me  any  fiirther  than  he  asked 
me  which  way  I  was  going  to  vote,  and  I  told  him  I  did  not  know  nor  yet  care 

5752.  When  was  that  ? — I  do  not  know  what  election  it  was. 

5753.  Was  it  last  year  ? — No ;  I  do  not  think  it  was. 

5754.  Did  you  make  that  answer  to  any  person  who  asked  you  which  way  you  were 
going  to  vote,  that  you  did  not  know  and  did  not  care  ? — I  said  it  was  very  likely  that  I 
should  not  vote  at  all. 

5755.  Had  you  promised  your  vote  last  year  before  the  day  of  polling  ? — No. 

5756.  You  never  promised  anybody  ? — No. 

5757.  At  all  the  elections  when  you  have  voted  have  you  always  done  so  ;  never  pro- 
mised your  vote  before  the  day  of  election  ?—  With  the  exception  of  the  first  vote  I  ever 
had ;  that  was  for  Mr.  Baker ;  I  promised  him  one  vote  if  he  did  not  join  Mr.  Lushington, 
and  he  joined  Mr.  Lushinffton,  and  I  came  into  the  hall  up  there,  and  I  said  "  Mr.  Baker, 
you  flew  from  your  word,  and  I  am  at  liberty  to  withdraw  my  vote ;'  and  I  voted 
against  him,  and  I  voted  for  Lord  Fordwich,  I  think,  and  never  promised  my  vote  for 
any  one  since. 

5758.  You  have  been  frequently  asked,  of  course,  for  yom:  vote  ? — I  have  been  fre- 
quently asked,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  they  trouble  their  heads  about  me,  because  I 
will  not  promise  anybody  ;  and  when  the  time  arrives  I  generally  go  to  vote  just  which 
way  I  think  proper. 

5759.  Perhaps  upon  the  day  of  polling  you  are  determined  by  something  that  takes 
place  then  ? — No. 

5760.  Are  you  not  ?— No. 

5761.  Never? — Never. 

5762.  What  time  of  the  day  did  you  poll  in  1852  ;  the  last  year? — I  should  say  some- 
where between  three  and  four.     I  do  not  know  what  the  time  was  now. 

5763.  Did  anybody  go  up  to  the  poll  with  you  ? — No. 

5764.  Did  anybody  come  for  you  in  the  course  of  the  day  to  go  and  vote  ? — No. 
6765.  Where  were  you  before  the  time  you  polled  ? — About  the  town. 

5766.  Idling  about  the  town ;  doing  nothing  particular  ? — Nothing  particular,  only 
doing  what  little  I  had  to  do  in  my  own  business. 

5767.  Did  anybody  attempt  to  trifle  with  you  upon  that  day  ? — No. 

5768.  Is  there  any  person  of  the  name  of  Field  besides  yourself  a  voter  ? — Yes. 

5769.  What  is  his  name  ? — John  Field.    There  is  a  John  Field  that  lives  in  Northgate. 
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Jofom  Fields  5770.  Is  your  name  James  Field  ? — My  name  is  James  Field 

.  5771.  Is  John  Field  a  freeman  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  he  is  a  freeman  or  not, 

19th  May  1858.     I  know  there  is  another  Field  in  Northgate. 


Charles  Homsby, 


Charles  Hornsby  sworn  and  examined. 

5772.  What  are  you  ? — A  licenced  victualler,  and  trainer  of  racehorses. 

5773.  Did  you  ever  train  horses  for  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  ? — He  sent  me  one  down  once 
to  train  ;  to  see  whether  I  could  make  a  racehorse  of  him.  I  kept  it  a  few  weeks  and  sent 
it  home  again. 

5774j.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — Only  for  the  county. 

5775.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  city  elections  for  1852  ? — I  did. 

5776.  Did  you  receive  money  from  anybody  for  the  purpose  of  securing  votes  ? — I  did. 
5777-  Who  from  ? — Mr.  Pout.    Only  one  vote,  not  votes.    I  never  tried  only  to  get  one 

vote,  tiiat  is  in  my  village  of  Barham  ;  we  have  only  one  voter  there. 

5778.  AtBarham?-.Yes. 

5779.  What  money  did  Mr.  Pout  give  you? — 5/. 

5780.  What  did  he  teU  you  you  were  to  do  with  the  51  ? — He  told  me  nothing.  W^hen 
I  asked  this  man  for  his  vote  I  promised  him  a  present.  He  gardens  for  me  at  times.  He 
said  he  had  not  promised  it  at  present  to  Pilchers,  but  he  had  alwayB  voted  for  the 
Bifrions  party,  and  they  had  always  given  him  something  to  vote.  I  said,  "  Why  not 
vote  for  me  ;  you  work  for  me,  and  you  never  work  for  the  Bifrons  people?"  and  he  had 
no  objection,  provided  I  gave  him  something.  I  said,  ''  You  shall  have  something  ;  I  will 
take  care  of  that." 

5781.  Upon  your  stating  that,  did  he  promise  his  vote  ? — He  promised  his  vote. 

5782.  Did  you  represent  that  to  Pout  ? — No  ;  I  never  saw  Mr.  Pout  at  all  until  this 
was  over. 

5783.  Until  what  was  over  ?  —The  election. 

5784.  Did  you  get  money  from  Pout  before  you  paid  him? — I  got  money  from 
Pout  to  pay  him  after  the  election  was  over ;  but  I  promised  to  pay  him  myself  if  I  did 
not.     I  did  not  know,  at  the  time,  that  I  should  get  anytliing  from  Mr.  Pout. 

.  5785.  Did  you  represent  to  Pout  that  you  had  promised  liim  oL  when  you  got  the  51 
from  Pout  ? — I  told  Mr.  Pout  I  had  promised  him  a  present,  and  I  thought  he  ought 
to  have  57. 

5786.  And  then  Pout  gave  you  5/.  ? — Pout  did. 

5787.  Did  you  tell  Pout  the  name  of  the  man  ? — Yes  ;  Brown. 

5788.  Give  us  his  name  and  address.  Is  it  William  Brown  of  Barham  ? — Yes  ;  William 
Brown  of  Barham,  gardener. 

5789.  You  state  positively  that  William  Brown  of  Barham  had  5/.  in  consideration  ot 
giving  his  vote  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  ? — It  was  Mr.  Johnstone  only  ;  a  plumper. 

5790.  Was  Mr.  Johnstone  aware  of  that  ? — Never  at  all. 

5791 .  You  never  informed  him  about  it  ?— Not  at  all. 

5792.  Was  Mr.  Gipps  consulted  ? — No. 

5793.  Why  did  he  plmnp  for  Johnstone  alone  ? — Knowing  that  gentleman.  I  had  once 
had  a  horse  -  sent  me  to  make  a  racehorse  of,  but  it  was  good  for  nothing,  and  I  sent  him 
back. 

5794.  As  to  this  man  who  plumped  for  Johnstone ;  was  there  any  reason  why  he  did 
not  vote  for  Gipps  ?— I  desired  him  to  vote  for  Mr.  Johnstone  ;  to  give  him  a  plumper. 


J.  J.  Butter. 


Jonathan  John  Rutter  recalled. 

5795.  Look  at  Field,  the  last  witness.  Did  you  give  Field  51  ?— No  ;  I  never  gave  a 
pound  to  any  one,  not  to  the  parties  themselves. 

5796.  You  have  rendered  his  name  in  your  accoimt  ? — I  have  ;  and  I  told  you  of  it 
when  I  was  here. 

5797.  What  was  it  ? — I  told  you  there  were  some  names  there  ;  I  gave  the  names  of 
four  or  five  at  the  time  they  examined  the  account ;  I  had  forgotten  who  called  for  it ; 
I  did  not  know  who  it  was.  You  have  the  explanation  of  two  or  three  since.  Mr.  Maurice 
Saimders  explained  two  or  three  of  them. 

5798.  How  would  a  man  of  the  name  of  James  Field  be  retmned  by  you  as  having 
received  51,  when  in  fact  you  knew  nothing  about  it  ?— I  have  explained  to  you  before, 
there  are  some  of  those  names  down.  At  that  time  I  considered  who  it  was,  and  told  the 
committee,  but  I  could  not  remember  exactly.  Mr.  Maurice  Saunders  remembered  a  few 
of  them  ;  I  do  not,  and  I  cannot  remember, 

5799.  Were  you  at  that  time  when  you  returned  the  name  certain  that  Thomas  Field 
had  received  5/.  ? — I  gave  it  to  somebody  for  James  Field,  and  I  suppose  they  came  and 
said,  *-*  James.  Field  has  voted,  and  I  want  51  for  him."     I  was  in  the  committee  room, 
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and  they  came  to  me,  and  told  it  in  tliat  way.     I  mnBt  have  ptit  it  d&wn  in  a  little       J.^.  Ihi^er. 
book,  and  rendered  the  account  for  the  committee.    I  have  hunted  everywhere  for  that  -— *. 

book  and  I  caimot  find  it.  «       .  19Ui  J^  18^3r 

5800.  As  to  that  James  Field  ?— This  is  Mr.  Field  — 

5801.  Is  that  the  man  who  had  the  money? — I  do  not  know  I  am  sure. 

5802.  Is  there  any  other  James  Field  to  whom  your  entry <5an  refer?—!  should  say- 
not,  as  he  is  the  voter. 

5803.  Have  you  any  doubt,  looking  to  the  part  of  the  book  where  the  entry  oc^ufts, 
that  it  was  a  bribe  ? — I  think  it  was  a  bribe  to  the  party  who  took  the  money,  and  tiie 
party  who  took  the  money  from  me  had  it  for  the  purpose  of  a  bribe ;  there  can.  be  no 
doubt  about  that.  i 

5804.  Was  that  after  the  election  was  over  ? — No ;  that  was  during  the  election,  the 
morning  of  the  election.  A  man  run  in  to  me,  and  said  they  had  got  so  and  so. 


James  Field  recalled.  James  FiM. 


5805.  Shortly  after  the  election  of  1852  did  you  receive  any  money  ? — No. 

5806.  Shortly  after  the  election  of  1847  did  you  receive  any  money? — No. 

5807.  Quite  sure  ? — Quite  sure. 

5808.  I  am  not  asking  whether  it  was  for  your  vote  or  not,  but  did  you  receive  any 
money? — Any  money  for  the  purpose  of  the  election ? 

5809.  Yes,     Shortly  after  the  election  of  1847  did  you  receive  5 J.  ? — No. 

5810.  Did  you  receive  4i.  ? — No. 

5811.  £^  10^.?— No. 

5812.  Any  sum  of  money  ? — No  sum  of  money;  I  have  never  received  for  myself  in 
my  life  ;.not  for  electioneering;  not  for  1847. 


Georqe  Davey  recalled.  George  Davey. 

5813.  Have  you  been  able  to  refresh  your  recollection? — I  have  just  seen  a  liat  of       — — — — 
names. 

5814.  What  list  is  that ;  who  made  the  list  ? — I  did. 

5815.  When  did  you  make  the  list  ? — At  the  time  of  the  election. 

5816.  You  find  that  list  now? — I  have  not  found  it ;  I  have  been  told  there  is  such 
a  thing  in  court,  and  I  have  taken  the  liberty  of  asking  that  I  might  look  at  it. 

5817.  Is  this  in  your  handwriting  (Haridvng  a  list  to  the  witness)  ? — Yes. 

5818.  Did  you  pay  a  man  called  J.  White  ?— John. 

5819.  £61— Yes. 

5820.  For  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

5821.  In  1847?— Yes. 

5822.  TeU  me  what  the  next  name  is.    Was  there  a  man  called  Charles  White? — Yes. 

5823.  Did  you  pay  him  61.  ?— Yes. 

5824.  The  same  year? — The  same  year.  .•..-- 

5825.  For  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

5826.  Was  there  one  called  T.  White  ?— Thomaa  White. 

5827.  Did  you  give  him  6i.  ?— Yes. 

5828.  At  the  same  time  ? — Yes. 

5829.  For  his  vote? — ^Yes.  I  gave  it  to  him  to  prevent  the  others  giving  it  to 
him  ;  the  opposite  party.     He  told  me  that  they  could  get  it. 

5830.  Was  there  a  voter  called  Beer  ? — Yes. 

5831.  T.  M.  Beer  ?— Thomas  Beer. 

5832.  Is  the  name  Thomas  Millen  Beer  ? — Yes, 

5833.  Did  you  give  him  5i.  ? — Yes. 

5834.  For  liis  vote  ?— Yes. 

5835.  Is  there  another  White  whose  initials  are  T.  J.  White  ? — Yes. 

5836.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? — I  do  not  know  exactly. 

5837.  Do  you  know  the  man  ? — Yes. 

5838.  He  is  different  from  the  other  White  ? — I  think  he  is  an  old  gentleman. 

5839.  Did  you  give  him  6^.  for  his  vote  ? — Yes. 

5840.  Did  you  give  William  Day  61.  ?— Yes. 

5841.  For  his  vote  ? — Yes.  One  brought  the  other  to  me,  and  said  they  could  get  so 
and  so  ;  they  said  they  could  get  that  amount,  and  I  said,  "  Do  not  go  there  and  vote  for 
them,  I  can  get  it  for  you.'' 

5842.  Did  you  pay  a  man  called  T.  Admans  ? — Thomas  Admans. 

5843.  .£^3?— Yes. 

5844.  For  his  vote  ? — ^Yes. 

5845.  Here  is  a  blank ;  who  does  that  refer  to  ?— That  is  a  gentleman  I  pledged  my  word 
not  to  tell, 
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GtM^e  Davejf.         6846.  But  you  must  tell  it  now  ?— K  you  wish  it, 

— .  6847.  Yes,  we  do  ? — Mr.  Hancock. 

19tli May  1853.         6848.  Who  is  Mr.  Hancock? — A  blacksmith.     He  was  always  a  good  blue,  and  he 

— — —        happened  to  be  in  distress ;  and  the  tories  knowing  it,  they  had  gone  to  him  and  pressed 

him,  that  if  he  would  vote  for  them  they  would  get  him  out  of  lus  tix>uble.     He  told  me 

of  it ;  I  said,  "  Oh,  do  not  do  that ;  we  can  manage  it,  I  dare  say  ;"  and  accordingly  I 

did  so. 

6849.  What  did  you  give  him  ? — 51. 
5850.  Is  Hancock  de^  ? — Yes ;  I  think  he  is. 

6851.  Here  is  an  item,  "  Lent  IL  58."  after  the  blank  entry  ;  who  did  you  lend  that 
money  to? — I  do  not  know. 

5852.  Was  it  to  Hancock  ? — "No,     I  think  it  was  lent  to  William  Beer ;  the  young  man. 

6853.  A  voter?— Yes, 

6854.  For  his  vote  ? — He  did  not  vote. 

6855.  Did  you  lend  him  the  money  for  the  vote  ? — No ;  I  do  not  thiok  I  did. 

5856.  The  vote  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  ? — He  wanted  a  little  money,  and  I  lent  him 
li,  and  he  had  58.  afterwarda 

5857.  Had  the  vote  anything  to  do  with  it  ? — ^No,  not  then.  I  know  tlie  money  was 
all  paid.    (The  list  was  handed  in.) 

5858.  And  those,  with  the  two  small  items,  account  for  the  50/.  which  you  told  us  you 
received  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  up  so  many  voters  ? — Yes  ;  that  accoimt  is  correct,  I 
know. 

5859.  Have  you  any  further  information  to  give  us  ? — ^No. 

5860.  With  the  exception  oi  that  50/.  which  you  received,  which  you  have  put  in, 
did  you  receive  any  other  sum  of  money  for  the  same  purpose? — I  do  not  recollect.  I 
do  not  reeoUect  the  other  names.     I  believe  that  is  as  accurate  a^  possible. 

5861.  Did  anybody  eke  give  you  money  for  the  purpose  of  buying  votes,  except  the 
60/.? — No.  -  In  feet  I  had  never  done  so  before.  It  was  i-ather  a  strong  conte§t,  and  I 
was  eager  to  get  our  parties  to  win,  and  did  all  I  could  for  it ;  or  else  I  should  not  have 
gone  into  it  then. 

5862.  Did  you  do  anything  of  the  same  sort  in  1850  ? — No. 

6863.  Or  1852?— No. 

6864.  How  did  you  vote  in  1852?— I  always  voted  in  one  way. 

6865.  How  did  you  vote  in  1852  ? — ^Always  one  way. 

6866.  Blue?— Blue. 

6867.  Where  is  Lepine  gone  ? — What  Lepine  ? 

6868.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Lepine  ? — I  know  two  or  three  Lepines. 

5869.  The  person  who  was  mentioned  as  an  agent  in  the  election  of  1847,  like  you  ?— 
I  really  do  not  know 

5870.  Charles  Lepine,  I  think  it  is ;  C.  Lepine  ? — I  really  do  not  know. 

5871.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Gruby  ? — Yes. 

5872.  Wlio  did  he  vote  for  in  1847? — I  am  sure  I  do  not  know. 

5873.  Did  you  ever  have  anything  to  do  with  him  ? — No,  never. 


Charles  Goodwin.  Charles  Goodwin  recalled. 


5874.  When  you  were  here  the  other  day,  you  could  only  remember  the  names  of  three 
parties,  the  two  Sti'edwicks  and  Tookey,  to  whom  you  had  given  money  in  1 847  ;  are  you 
enabled  now  to  remember  those  names  ? — ^Yes ;  1 1  names.  Southee  assisted  me  in  going 
round  to  get  the  information.     (The  wii/ness  hands  in  a  list) 

5875.  I  think  you  said  you  received  150/.  from  Mr.  Butter  in  1847,  for  the  purpose  of 
buying  votes? — Yes. 

5876.  Did  you  pay  anything  to  a  man  caUed  George  Jennings  ? — ^Yes. 

5877.  How  much  ? — I  paid  it  through  a  Mr.  Warner. 

5878.  You  did  not  pay  Jennings  yourself? — I  did  not.  I  will  teU  you  how  I  got  those 
two  names. 

5879.  What  did  you  give  Warner  ? — He  says  that  I  gave  liim  3/,  each  for  the  two 
Jennings. 

5880.  Is  Warner  here  ? — I  do  not  know. 

6881.  Having  your  recollection  refreshed  by  what  Warner  told  you,  what  did  you  give 
Warner  for  the  purpose  of  buying  two  votes  ? — I  do  not  know. 

5882.  As  nearly  as  you  can  recollect  ?--I  do  not  know  at  aU.  He  tells  me  he  was  out 
all  the  night  with  me ;  that  is  all  I  know.     You  can  have  him,  and  hear  what  he  says. 

5883.  You  gave  him  the  money  ? — He  says  I  gave  him  3/.  each  for  the  two  Jennings, 

5884.  Did  you  give  a  man  of  the  name  of  Attwood  any  money  ? — Yes. 

5885.  What  is  his  Christian  name? — I  do  not  know. 

5886.  Where  did  he  live? — I  think  he  lived  in  Mill-lane,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

5887.  What  did  you  give  him  ? — He  says  that  I  gave  him  3/. 

5888.  Whatever  it  was,  was  it  for  his  vote  ? — It  was  for  his  vote. 

5889.  Did  you  give  a  man  called  William  Gold  anything? — 3L     I  agreed  with  him. 
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5890.  Did  you  give  it  to  him  ?— He  had  3/.  Charles  Goodwm. 

5891.  For  his  vote  ? — For  his  vote.  ......«, 

5892.  Did  you  give  a  man  called  William  Wilding  anything  ?— Yes ;  3/.  19th  May  1853. 

5893.  For  his  vote  ?—  Yes.  

5894.  Did  you  give  a  man  called  William  Waind  anything  ? — Yes ;  3/. 

5895.  Did  you  give  a  man  called  Dray  any  money  ? — No. 

5896.  Not  for  any  purpose?— To  pay  some  voters.  There  are  four  names  there  that  I 
recollect ;  but  I  gave  the  money  for  six  to  Mr.  Dray.  If  so,  there  may  be  two  more  to 
be  added. 

5897.  Did  you  give  all  the  money  to  Mr.  Dray  ? — Yes. 

5898.  What  was  he  to  do  with  it? — He  was  to  pay  these  voters  I  had  made  the  bar- 
gain with. 

5899.  You  had  made  the  bargain  ? — Yes.     He  was  my  foreman  at  the  time. 

6900.  Tell  me  what  bargain  you  made  with  the  four  voters  ? — I  believe  there  were  five 
of  the  voters. 

5901.  And  you  can  recollect  the  names  only  of  four  ?— I  cannot  recollect  the  names  of 
four,  unless  Bamet  was  one.     If  he  was,  I  will  not  be  positive,  and  Tookey. 

5902.  Is  that  the  Tookey  you  talked  of  the  other  day  ?— The  same,  if  he  was  one  of  the 
number.     I  will  not  be  sure  whether  he  was  or  not  one  of  the  number. 

5903.  What  is  Bamet's  Christian  name  ? — That  I  do  not  know. 

5904.  Is  it  Bamet  or  Barnard  ? — Bamet ;  a  butcher. 

5905.  A  butcher  in  Sun  Street  ? — Yes. 

5906.  Did  you  bargain  with  him  ?— I  do  not  know  whether  I  did  or  did  not,  or  whether 
Mr.  Dray  did  for  me.  I  do  not  know  how  it  might  be.  Mr.  Dray  tells  me  that  he  had  7/. 
I  thought  it  was  62* 

5907.  Was  Dray  yoiu'  foreman  ? — Yes. 

5908.  Is  that  a  man  called  Pearson  Dray  ? — Yes. 

5909.  Is  he  in  Canterbury  now  ? — Yes. 

5910.  You  gave  Pearson  Dray  the  money  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  a  bargain 
which  you  had  made  with  fbiu*  or  five  voters  ? — ^Yes. 

5911.  Mr.  Dray  will  be  able  to  tell  us  whether  he  carried  out  the  bargain,  by  paying 
the  money  ? — Yes. 

5912.  Have  you  any  other  names  of  parties  to  whom  you  gave  money  in  1847  ;  part 
of  that  150i  ? — No ;  I  cannot  recollect  any  more. 

5913.  You  were  then  acting  upon  the  Blue  side  ?— I  was  with  the  Honourable 
Mr.  Smythe. 

5914.  Had  you  got  money  from  Mr.  Rutter  ? — Yes. 

5915.  And  you  voted  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham  ? — Yes. 

5916.  And  you  were  getting  voters  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham  ? — Yes. 

5917.  And  paying  them  with  money  found  by  Rutter?— The  money  was  paid  by 
Rutter. 

5918.  Had  you  always  voted  on  the  Blue  side  ? — No. 

5919.  Previous  to  1847  you  had  been  on  the  Red  side  ?— I  was  on  the  Red  side,  with 
the  exception  of  the  first  vote  that  I  ever  gave. 

5920.  Which  was  1 841  ? — No  ;  previous  to  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill ;  at  that 
time  when  the  language  used  to  be  made  tise  of,  that  it  was  the  Tories  that  deprived  the 
poor  man  of  his  comforts,  and  all  that  sort  of  thing.  I  thought  if  such  was  the  case,  as  a 
young  man,  I  should  vote  for  the  Blue  party  ;  and  I  did  at  that  time.  Then  I  was  not 
satisfied  of  the  manner  in  which  the  Government  carried  out  their  professions,  and  I  then 
joined  the  Conservative  party. 

5921.  And  you  remained  a  Conservative  until  the  year  1 8  47,  when  you  again  joined  the 
Blues,  and  bribed  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe  ? — I  did  not  join  the  Blues  at  that  time. 
I  had  an  unfortunate  affair,  an  Exchequer  case  ;  and  I  happened  to  be  in  London,  and 
caUed  on  Mr.  Smythe. 

5922.  Were  you  exchequered  to  the  amount  of  some  1,900/.  ? — Yes. 

5923.  It  is  so,  is  it  not  ?— Yes. 

5924.  Did  you  upon  that  call  upon  Mr.  Smjrthe,  who  was  then  a  Red,  or  had  been 
considered  a  Red,  and  ask  him  to  assist  you  ? — No.     Oh  dear  no. 

5925.  TeU  us  what  you  did  ? — I  called  on  Mr.  Smjrthe.  I  think  there  was  an  election 
expected  to  come  off,  and  I  asked  him  if  he  was  coming  down  again ;  and  he  said,  "  No  '' 
I  said,  "  Why  not  ?"  He  said,  "  I  am  told  by  the  Conservative  party  it  is  no  use  my 
coming  there ;  that  there  is  no  chance  for  me  being  returned  for  Canterbury  again ;  none 
of  the  parsons  will  vote  for  me."  Said  I,  "  Who  teUs  you  all  this  f '  He  said,  "  I  get  it  fi^ra 
the  Conservative  club  committee/'  I  said,  "  I  have  not  heard  a  word  about  it,  and  my 
advice  to  you  would  be,  to  come  down  to  Canterbury,  and  I  think  you  will  stand  number 
one  among  the  voters.  I  should  come  down  to  Canterbury,  and  I  think  we  could  form 
a  little  knot  strong  enough  to  fight  yoiu*  battle,  and  bring  you  in  again  upon  the  Con- 
servative principles."  "Well,"  said  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe,  he  would  take  time  to 
consider  of  it.  j/Lj  friend,  Mr.  Southee,  was  in  London  with  me,  whom  I  had  summoned 
i^th  me  as  a  witness,  and  I  told  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe  this ;  and  he  said,  "  Take 
ijo-morrow,  and  come  and  see  me  again."  I  .went,  and  saw  his  fieither.  His  &ther  said, 
"  I  should  like  to  know  what  game  you  would  play  to  win  for  my  son  in  Canterbury,  if 
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Charles  GooStohu  the  Tory  party  are  dead  against  him."     I  said,  "  There  is  only  likely  to  be  oue  Blue 

candidate,  and  that  is  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  and  he  would  suit  us  very  well,  and  we 

19th  May  1858."    must  coalesce  with  him."     He  said,  "  Would  you  do  that?"     I  said,  "  Yes,  we  would.'' 

■  ■        Then  he  agreed  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe  should  come  down ;  he  did  come  down, 

simply  for  a  length  of  time  ;  had  a  paid  agent  to  go  round  the  town  with  him  to  canvass, 

and  that  was  the  way  that  I  took  up  the  cause  for  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe  so  warmly 

as  I  did  ;  I  thought  he  had  been  ill  used,  and  I  still  think  so. 

5926.  And  imder  that  impression  you  induced  him  to  join  with  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham, and  to  contest  the  borough  under  the  blue  flag  ? — I  was  so  disgusted  with  both 
parties  that  we  hoisted  the  pink  colour. 

5927.  At  the  election  of  1847  ?— Yes. 

5928.  Now,  about  this  1,900Z. ;  did  you  not  put  yourself  in  communication  with  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham  at  that  time  to  see  if  you  could  not  get  relieved  from  that?— I  did  ;  to 
assist  me.     I  went  to  Bifrons. 

5929.  And  did  you,  through  the  interest  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  get  the  penalty 
either  mitigated  or  remitted  ? — No. 

5930.  Neither  ? — No.  I  believe  it  would  have  been  the  wrongest  step  I  could  have 
taken. 

5931.  Was  it  mitigated  ? — It  was  never  tried  at  all. 

5932.  What  became  of  it  ? — After  a  twelvemonth  (it  is  a  painful  thing  for  me  to  touch 
upon)  the  Government  wanted  me  to  pay  lOOi.  I  had  up  36  or  38  witnesses,  and  I 
think  my  expenses,  one  way  and  the  other,  came  to  something  like  800Z.,  and  I  was 
advised  by  my  counsel  to  let  it  go.  They  wanted  me  to  pay  the  lOOl.  as  the  penalty  that 
they  attached  upon  it;  they  said  there  was  no  fraud  attached  to  it,  nor  could  have  been 
if  the  thing  were  seen  into.  This  was  arranged  between  the  counsel,  and  the  counsel  said 
to  me,  "  Will  you  agree  to  pay?"  I  hope  I  shall  not  get  into  trouble  for  bringing  this  on 
again,  shall  I? 

5933.  Oh  no  ? — The  counsel  said  to  me,  '*  You  had  better  agree  to  give  the  lOOi.''  I 
said,  "  No,  I  wiU  not.  I  am  an  innocent  man  of  the  practice,  and  therefore,"  I  said,  "  I 
will  not;  I  will  stand  up  and  have  my  shirt  taken  off  my  back  first."  "Well,"  he  said,  "  if 
you  do  not  want  to  be  ruined,  let  it  go."  I  said,  "  I  am  in  your  hands,"  andJ  w^it 
away.  Then  the  Government  could  not  get  a  special  jury  to  try  me  before.  They  had 
only  eight,  and  four,  I  believe,  were  added;  and  the  case  of  that  lOOi.  penalty  was  carried 
on,  and  my  counsel  said,  "  We  will  give  it  to  you.  Jury,  you  are  dismissed  ;"  and  the  case 
ended  like  that.  My  fiiendis  immediately  afterwards  got  up  a  subscription,  and  they  paid 
the  lOOi.  for  me,  and  sent  it  to  the  Canterbury  Bank.  I  paid  nothing  of  that,  only  my 
expenses. 

5934?.  When  you  were  talking  to  Mr.  Smythe  about  his  chance  of  being  returned  for 
Canterbury,  at  that  time  did  you  inform  liim  of  the  difficulty  you  were  in,  because  you 
were  in  town  about  this  business  ? — Yes. 

5935.  Did  you  inform  him  of  the  difficulty  you  were  in? — I  dare  say  I  did  ;  most 
likely. 

5936.  I  have  no  doubt  you  did  ? — And  I  am  sure  I  did. 

5937.  Did  not  Mr.  Smjrthe  say  to  you  that  the  best  thing  you  could  do  was  to  go  to 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham? — No.  . 

5938.  Are  you  sure  of  that  ? — I  am  certain. 

5939.  Did  you  see  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  upon  that  occasion,  when  you  proposed  a 
coalition  ? — No ;  I  had  not  seen  him  then. 

5940.  Did  you,  after  you  had  proposed  the  coalition  to  Lord  Strangford  and 
Mr.  Smythe,  go  and  see  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — I  did.  I  went  over  to  Lord  Albert, 
and  saw  him  about  the  matter. 

5941.  When  you  saw  Lord  Albert  did  you  not  tell  him  you  were  in  difficulty  about 
this  Excise  process  ? — I  went  over  on  purpose. 

5942.  You  went  over  on  purpose  to  see  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  about  the  Excise 
process.    Did  you  ask  Lord  Albert's  assistance  ? — I  did. 

5943.  Did  you  teU  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  that  if  he  would  use  his  influence  at  the 
Excise  to  get  you  out  of  the  difficulty  that  you  would  assist  him  at  the  election  ?  I  told 
Lord  Albert  what  we  were  doing.  I  recollect  I  asked  Lord  Albert  if  he  wa«  agreeable 
to  coalesce  with  Mr.  Smythe.  He  said  something  to  this  purpose : — "  Do  not  ask  me 
that,  you  know  what  the  Liberal  party  are,"  or  "  the  Blue  party  are ;  that  I  must  leave  to 
my  Committee." 

5944.  Did  you  not  tell  Lord  Albert  that  yoiu'  assistance,  which  was  very  valuable, 
was  to  be  had  if  he  would  assist  you  in  this  matter  of  the  Excise  ? — Na 

5945.  Gently.     You  told  Lord  Albert  you  were  in  difficulties  ? — Yes. 

5946.  You  asked  him  to  get  you  out  of  them  ? — I  asked  him  if  he  would  assist  me. 
6947.  With  his  influence  at  the  Excise  f — ^Yes. 

5948.  Had  not  Mr.  Smythe  told  you  that  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  had  great  influence 
at  the  Excise,  and  his  party  were  in  power  ? — I  do  not  think  he  did. 

5949.  Try  and  recollect  ? — ^I  do  not  think  he  did  ;  I  do  not  believe  he  did. 

5960.  Did  Mr.  Smythe  send  to  you  again  to  go  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — I  do  nob 
think  he  did  ;  I  think,  on  the  contraay,  Mr.  Smjijhe  told  me  that  he  could  not  do  anytiuBg 
forme. 
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6951.  That  who  could  not  ?— That  Mr.  Smythe  could  not. 

5952.  But  that  Lord  Albert  might  ?— No,  he  did  not ;  he  never  told  me  thai  I  do  not 
think  he  did ;  I  do  not  think  he  advised  me  to  go  to  Lord  Albert. 

5953.  What  year  was  this  in  ? — I  do  not  know  the  year;  it  must  have  been  somewhere 
about  1847. 

5954.  The  early  part  ? — I  do  not  know  exactly. 

5955.  Did  Lord  Albert  promise  to  assist  you  if  he  could  ? — He  did. 

5956.  Now  surely  you  were  going  to  make  a  return  for  all  this.  Did  you  not  promise 
that  he  should  have  your  assistance  at  the  election  ? — I  did  so.  He  asked  me  distinctly  if 
he  did  that  for  me  whether  I  would  do  all  I  could  for  him. 

5957.  Lord  Albert  said,  "  If  I  do  this  for  you  will  you  assist  me  at  the  election  V ^Yes. 

5958.  And  what  did  you  say  ? — I  said  I  would. 

5959.  I  suj^ose  we  may  take  it  that  was  the  bargain  upon  which  you  came  back  to  the 
Blues  ? — No;  this  thing  was  agreed  to  before,  so  far  as  we  had  made  up  our  minds  to  fight 
Mr.  Smythe  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  if  they  would  coalesce  ;  this  was  before,  laid 
not  go  to  make  this  bargain  upon  my  own  account. 

5960.  Whether  you  <fid  it  on  your  own  account  or  not,  the  bargain  was  struck  ;  you 
have  told  us  so  ? — Exactly. 

5961.  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  performed  his  part,  and  you  performed  your  part  ? — 
Yes. 

5962.  You  came  down  to  Canterbury,  and  you  had  this  150?.  from  Mr.  Rutter,  aaid  you 
bought  as  many  votes  as  the  money  would  allow  you  to  do ;  is  that  so  ? — ^The  contract 
was  51,  each  for  30  votes. 

5963.  You  have  only  been  able  to  give  us  in  11  names? — -I  cannot  recollect  any  more. 
This  I  can  assure  you,  that  I  paid  all  the  money  and  a  good  deal  more. 

5964.  You  were  out  of  pocket  by  it  ? — Yes. 

5965.  Did  you  ask  anybody  to  repay  you  the  money  you  were  out  of  pocket  ? — Of 
1847,  no,  certainly  not. 

5966.  You  said  you  paid  all  the  money  and  a  good  deal  more  ;  did  you  ever  ask  any- 
body to  repay  you  the  money  you  were  out  of  pocket  in  1847  ? — What,  for  the  voters  ? 

6967.  Yes. — Certainly  not ;  it  was  a  bon&  fide  contract,  whether  I  lost  or  gained. 
5968.  Whether  you  lost  or  gained  you  were  to  bring  up  30  voters  for  1501.  ? — ^Yes. 
5960.  And  according  to  your  now  statement  you  lost  ? — I  did  not  gain  anything. 

5970.  Did  you  lose  or  did  you  gain,  or  was  it  a  square  ? — I  cannot  teU  you  that. 

5971.  Just  now  you  said  you  lost  money  by  it  ? — I  am  satisfied  I  spent  more  money 
than  I  received. 

•  5972.  And  you  never  asked  Rutter  or  the  Liberal  Committee  to  repay  you  ?— No,  I 
never  asked  them  to  repay  me  the  difference  or  anybody  else. 

5973.  Then  the  next  election  which  took  place  was  the  election  in  1 850 ;  that  was 
when  Colonel  Romilly  was  returned  on  an  uncontested  election,  when  Mr.  Vance  had 
come  forward? — Yes. 

5974?.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  that  election  ? — No  ;  Conyngham  and  Vance. 

5975.  Conyngham  was  not  there ;  the  only  part  that  Lord  Conyngham  is  shown  to 
have  taken,  is  being  very  much  interested  in  some  money  that  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  took 
up  to  him,  that  is  all  we  know  of  Lord  Conyngham  then.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the 
election  ? — No. 

5976.  In  the  election  of  1852  we  find  you  again  on  the  Red  side  ;  is  that  so  ? — 1  voted 
for  the  Reds. 

5977.  Now  we  have  been  told  that^  after  the  election  in  September,  you  claimed  a  sum 
of  lOOZ.,  and  you  got  it  ? — A  claim  of  lOOt,  not  for  electioneering. 

5978.  Never  mind  ;  you  claimed  a  sum  of  100/.,  and  you  got  it ;  is  that  true  ? — I  £ot 
years  have  asked  for  a  just  amount  that  was  due  to  me  for  municipal  matters ;  and  if 
you  have  one  person  in  court  who  is  Maurice  Saunders,  who  was  my  agent,  he  wiH  con- 
vince you  that  that  amount,  and  I  think  I  may  say  five  times  that  amount,  was  due  to  me  ; 
if  you  would  question  Maurice  Saunders  he  would  give  you  more  particulars  about  it. 
This  is  what  I  had  told  the  red  party  repeatedly ;  they  behaved  disgracefully  to  me  in 
not  paying  me  ;  and  at  this  time  when  I  pressed  and  tried  to  get  this  amount,  I  really 
wanted  it ;  I  told  them  that. 

5979.  You  say  you  had  only  pressed  the  red  party  ? — The  party  I  conridered  owed 
it  me. 

5980.  You  had  been  a  long  time  a  Blue ;  when  had  you  pressed  the  red  party  ? — I  do 
not  know  ;  at  different  times ;  not  particularly  at  the  election,  but  at  different  times. 

5981.  When  the  election  of  1852  was  approaching,  did  you  then  put  in  your  daim  to 
the  red  party  for  the  100/.  as  you  wanted  it  very  bad  ? — ^As  to  the  putting  in  a  claim,  I 
merely  asked  the  pai*ties  whetiier  they  would  pay  me.  I  dare  say  I  was  rather  uncivil, 
perhaps,  to  some  of  them,  because  I  wanted  the  money,  and  they  owed  it  to  me. 

5982.  Never  mind  about  the  civility,  or  not ;  you  asked  the  party  ;  give  us  the  names 
Did  you  see  Dr.  Lochee  upon  the  subject  ? — I  did  see  him,  and  asked  him. 

5983.  Before  the  election  of  1852  ? — I  think  it  was  after. 

5984.  Had  you  seen  any  one  of  the  committee  before  the  election,  and  stated  aV)ut  the 
claim  you  had? — I  think  not.  I  do  not  know  who  was  on  the  committee,  only 
Dr.  Lochee ;  I  knew  him. 
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Ckarks  Goodwin^        5985.  Had  you  seen  anybody  in  authority  to  press  your  claim  before  you  voted  ? — Oh 

— ^  dear  no ;  it  made  no  difference  about  my  vote  whatever. 

19th  May  1853.         5936.  For  what  on  earth  did  you  turn  Red  then  ? — Because  I  considered  again  that  th6 
'  Blues  had  behaved  ill  to  Mr.  Smythe.     After  we  had  agreed  to  coalesce  with  Lord  Albert 

Conyngham  we  could  not  see  that  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe  had  done  anything  to  b^ 
deserted  by  the  blue  party,  and  we  stuck  out  until  the  very  last  night,  or  until  two  or 
three  days  of  the  election.  I  went  to  Alderman  Cooper  and  begged  lum  to  persuade  the 
blue  party  to  withdraw  a  man,  in  order  that  we  might  return  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe 
with  the  other ;  and  if  not,  we  were  determined  to  smash  the  blue  party. 

5987.  Mr.  Smythe  was  your  friend  ? — Yes. 

5988.  Mr.  Smythe  individually  ?— Yes. 

5989.  Not  the  party?— No. 

5990.  You  were  not  one  of  the  faithful  seven  who  voted  for  him  ? — No,  because  he  did 
not  wish  me  to  vote  for  him  ;  if  he  had  asked  me  to  vote  for  liim,  or  any  one  else  with 
him,  I  should  have  done  bs  he  wished  me. 

5991.  You  did  not  vote  for  your  friend  Mr.  Smythe,  but  you  voted  for  the  Reds? — 
Yes. 

5992.  What  was  your  inducement  to  vote  for  the  Reds  ;  the  hope  of  having  the  100^ 
paid  to  you,  which  you  said  had  been  owing  a  long  time,  and  for  which  you  had  pressed  ? 
— ^No. 

5993.  You  swear  that  ?— I  do. 

5994?.  When  was  it  paid  to  you? — That  I  cannot  tell;  I  think  it  was  some  time  in 
September. 

5995.  Last  year  ? — I  think  so. 

5996.  It  was  paid  after  the  election  of  1852  ? — Oh  yes. 

5997.  What  was  said  between  you  and  Dr.  Lochee  when  that  money  was  paid  ? — ^I 
merely  asked  him  if  he  had  got  100^.  for  me. 

5998.  Did  you  send  in  any  account  ? — No. 

5999.  Did  you  give  any  detail  of  the  services  rendered  for  which  you  claimed  the 
lOOL  ? — Services  rendered  ? 

6000.  Yes  ? — No ;  I  never  was  paid  for  my  services  in  my  life. 

6001.  What  had  you  done,  then,  that  gave  you  a  claim  of  lOOL  on  the  red  party? — 
Paid  the  money,  and  produced  the  receipts  before  the  committee,  and  they  were  about 
seventy  or  eighty  in  number.  Nearly  the  whole  of  Canterbury  know  that  is  a  just  amount, 

6002.  When  did  you  produce  the  receipts  ? — Some  years  ago. 

6003.  Give  us  the  year  ?— I  cannot  do  that ;  if  you  will  but  examine  Maurice  Saunders, 
I  am  satisfied  he  will  tell  yoiL 

6004.  Has  Mr.  Saimders  got  those  receipts,  do  you  think  ? — Not  now,  it  is  not  likely  ; 
but  he  will  be  able  to  tell  you,  and  convince  you  and  all  Canterbury  of  the  fact,  that  I 
murdered  away  a  great  deal  of  money  there ;  but  this  was  money  that  they  ordered  m^ 
to  pay  themselves  ;  it  was  78i 

6005.  Who  ordered  you  to  pay  ? — The  committee  of  the  municipal  club  ordered  me  to 
pay  it ;  and  interest  from  some  time  ago  made  it  up  to  1007. 

6006.  Did  you  ever  attempt  to  enforce  payment  of  it  ? — Oh  dear  no. 

6007.  If  you  had  got  an  order  from  the  committee,  I  should  have  thought  you  might 
very  well  have  enforced  the  payment  of  it ;  did  you  ever  attempt  to  enforce  the  payment  ? 
— I  will  tell  you  what  I  did.  Just  before  the  last  election  I  had  got  the  book* 
Mr.  Smithson  was  editor  of  a  paper  in  Canterbury,  and  I  produced  the  book  to  him. 
His  name  was  attached  to  this  book  to  this  amount,  and  several  other  names.  I  said, 
**  This  has  been  standing  so  many  years,  and,  with  the  interest,  comes  to  above  100/., 
say  lOOi  I  want  this  money,"  I  said,  "  and  it  is  too  bad  that  I  have  not  been  paid 
before  now ;  I  really  want  it  now,  and  I  do  call  upon  you  to  give  me  this,  if  you  con- 
sider it  is  my  just  due.  There  it  is  ;  there  is  your  name  to  ii  Now  I  wiU  tell  you  what 
I  will  do,  I  will  try  the  honour  of  the  party  in  this  way ;  (the  same  as  I  did  once  with 
a  note  of  hand  which  I  had  witli  a  man,  and  he  did  not  pay  me,  when  I  knew  he 
had  received  a  lot  of  money ;)  the  thing  has  been  standing  over  for  many  years,  I  will 
put  it  into  the  fire,"  and  I  burnt  the  account  in  the  presence  of  Mi\  Smithson  ;  but  if  you 
will  ask  Saimders,  he  will  give  you  the  particulars. 

6008.  Was  Saunders  present  when  this  act  was  done  ? — No. 

6009.  You  mean  to  represent  3"ou  had  a  claim  against  a  party  to  the  amount  of  some 
hundreds  of  pounds,  that  you  had  the  name  of  one  of  the  party  to  the  account  as  giving 
the  order,  and  that  you  burnt  the  evidence  of  your  claim  for  the  purpose  of  trying  the 
honour  of  the  party  ? — That  is  what  I  did ;  I  burnt  the  book.  I  should  never  have 
troubled  them  for  it. 

6010.  Was  Smithson  a  Tory  ?^I  believe  he  had  always  been  a  Tory. 

6011.  Did  you  tell  him  at  the  same  time  you  should  vote  for  the  Tories  and  try  their 
honour  in  that  way  ? — No,  notliing  of  the  sort. 

6012.  Nothing  of  that  sort  ?— Oh  dear  no. 

6013.  What  did  you  mean  by  it  ? — Did  you  suppose  if  you  had  voted  on  the  other  side 
you  would  have  got  your  100?.  ? — It  made  no  difference  to  me. 

6014.  I  ask  you  what  you  suppose  ? — Do  you  suppose  if  you  had  remained  a  Blue  and 
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voted  on  the  opposite  side,  that  you  would  ever  have  seen  your  100?.  from  the  Reds  ? — I    Charles  Goodwin. 
do  not  know  at  all.     It  made  no  difference  about  that.  .... 

6015.  What  do  you  think  ? — I  cannot  think  about  it.  19th  May  1853, 

6016.  And  you  ask  us  to  believe  that  had  nothing  to  do  with  your  giving  your  vote        — ^— — 
for  the  Reds  ?— Not  the  slightest 

6017.  What  rate  of  interest  did  you  charge  on  the  787.  ?  Five  per  cent.  ;  that  is  the 
price  we  paid  if  we  borrowed. 

6018.  This  money  was  paii  to  you  last  year  ? — Yes,  I  think  it  was. 

6019.  I  suppose,  making  yourself  a  liberal  allowance,  that  would  bring  the  period  oi 
the  debt  to  about  four  or  five  years  before  that  ? — It  would  have  been  twelve  years  or 
more,  I  should  say. 

6020.  Then  how  could  it  have  been  78/.  twelve  years  ago,  with  five  per  cent  ? — No, 
not  due  then.  I  should  think  it  commenced  about  twelve  years  ago.  Saunders  can  tell 
you. 

6021.  Do  I  understand  it  was  a  running  account  ? — Yes. 

6022.  When  was  the  balance  struck  ? — None  at  all,  none  ever  paid. 

6023.  When  did  they  cease  to  pay  you  money  on  this  account  ? — Never  paid  me  any 
at  all ;  broke  the  club  up  and  left  me  in  the  lurch. 

6024.  What  was  it  incurred  for  ? — For  payments,  such  as  attending  registration. 
6026.  And  bribes  ?— Oh  dear  no. 

6026.  You  never  bribed  in  your  life  ?--I  have  bribed  in  my  life,  but  not  in  this.  If 
you  will  be  kind  enough  to  adk  Maurice  Saunders  he  will  convince  you  about  it. 

6027.  He  has  not  the  papers,  you  have  destroyed  them  ? — But  the  vouchers  I  gave  up. 

6028.  They  are  destroyed  too  I  understand  ? — I  do  not  know  that  they  are. 

6029.  You  do  not  know  where  they  are  ? — The  club  has  been  broken  up  for  years. 

6030.  Do  you  believe  that  Saunders  has  not  got  them  ? — I  should  not  at  all  tliink  it  i& 
likely  he  has. 

6031.  Let  me  ask  you  about  another  sum  of  money  ;  that  is  the  sum  of  30/.  I  ask  you 
whether  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  paid  you  30i.,  between  the  election  of  1850  and  1852  ? — I 
received  30?.  or  35f.  ;  yes,  just  about  30i. 

6032.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  receipt,  and  there  is  yoiu*  name  to  it,  "  Received,  March  2d 
1850."  Who  did  you  receive  that  money  of? — I  received  it  of  Mr.  Friend,  of  the  Eagle 
Tavern. 

6033.  Not  of  Mr.  Brent  ?— No  ;  Alderman  Brent  left  it  there  I  was  told. 

6034  The  receipt  is  for  37i.  10«.,  "by  payment  of  Mr.  William  Friend,  for  two  bills 
"  paid  by  me  for  the  election  of  184?7  ;  one  at  the  Queen's  Head,  and  the  other  at  the 
"  Victoria  Charles  Groodwin."  Is  that  your  signatiu-e  ? — That  is  right ;  that  accoimt 
is  right. 

6035.  What  were  those  bills  for  ? — The  bill  at  the  Queen's  Head  was  tliis :  we  wei-e 
not  invited  down  to  the  blue  committee ;  that,  is  when  I  say  "  we  "  I  am  speaking  of 
Mr.  Smythe's  little  lot.  Mr.  Wootten  was  oiu*  chairman  and  Mr.  Southee.  We  muster 
some  few  in  number.  They  never  invited  us  there,  and  we  used  to  go  to  the  Queen's 
Head  and  make  that  our  house  of  call ;  for  how  long  I  do  not  know,  but  for  some  time 
previous  to  the  election ;  and  on  the  day  of  the  election  we  were  then  not  invited. 

6036.  This  bill  at  the  Queen's  Head,  do  I  imderstand,  is  simply  a  treating  bill  ? — No, 
not  exactly  that     If  you  will  allow  me  I  will  explain. 

6037.  You  have  stated  it  is  a  bill  for  tavern  expenses  incurred  by  some  of  Mr.  Smythe's 
fiiends  in  1847  ? — No  ;  Hay  ward's  was  not 

6038.  Tell  us  what  it  was  ? — Hayward,  I  recollect,  said  to  me  there  was  an  order  come 
up  firom  the  blue  committee,  something  about  a  night  committee,  or  something  of  that 
kind,  having  refreshment.  He  said,  "  Will  that  be  right  ? "  I  said,  "  I  have  nothing  to 
do  with  the  committee,  but  if  it  came  from  the  committee  it  will  be  right"  The  com- 
mittee struck  that  item  out,  and  for  what  I  had  said  he  put  me  in  the  county  court 
for  it 

6039.  The  committee  of  184-7  did  strike  it  out  ?— Yes. 

604fO.  They  put  you  in  the  county  court  for  it,  and  the  amount  was  recovered  ? — I  did 
not  go  to  the  county  court ;  I  received  a  summons,  and  I  went  to  consult  Mr.  George 
Furley,  and  he  advised  me  to  pay  it,  and  I  paid  it. 

6041.  What  is  the  Queen's  Head? — The  Queen's  Head  was  the  house  we  made  our 
principal  place  of  meeting  at,  and  we  set  up  there  a  score. 

6042.  For  voters  ? — No,  no ;  ourselves ;  the  working  party ;  not  treating  voters. 

6043.  Mr.  Smythe's  friends  at  the  election  ? — Exactly  so  ;  om-  friends  ;  and  I  tliink,  to 
the  best  of  my  recollection,  as  we  had  won  for  Mr.  Smythe,  and  we  found  we  were  not 
invited  down  to  Mr.  Christie's  here  with  the  blue  party,  that  we  did  not  see  why  we 
should  not  have  refreshment  as  well  as  them.  So  that  I  said,  "  We  will  go  ahead  here, 
the  same  as  they  are  doing  there,  as  we  are  not  invited."  And  I  tliink  we  dined  there, 
a  lot  of  us,  and  we  went  on  very  fast ;  a  lot  of  us. 

6044.  Could  you  not  have  told  us,  very  shortly,  tliis  is  for  treating  also,  as  at  the 
Victoria  ?  Was  not  that  amount  paid  by  the  committee  ? — The  amount  was  not  paid  \  the 
bill  was  sent  in,  and  they  did  not  pay  it 

6045.  They  refused  to  pay  it  ? — Yes  3  and  they  told  me  because  he  did  not  vote, — 
Duncan,  who  kept  the  house. 
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Charlts  Goodwin.        6046.  What  was  the  reason  they  did  not  pay  the  Victoria  bill  ? — I  do  not  know. 

«_1-    ■  6047.  At   all    events,  Mr.  Alderman   Brent    applied  to  you   shortly  before  Colonel 

19ih  i/L&y  1863^    Romilly's  election  in  1850  for  your  vote,  and  you  told  him  of  this  money.    Is  not  that  so? 
*       '   '  "    — No,  he  did  not  apply  to  me  for  it. 

6048.  He  applied  to  you  for  your  support  ? — No. 

6049.  Did  Friend  apply  to  you  for  your  support  ? — No  ;  I  do  not  recollect. 

6050.  Had  you  no  conversation  with  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  about  Colonel  Romilly  V 
election  ? — I  called  on  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  several  times,  many  times,  to  know  when  he 
was  going  to  get  it.  Mr.  Brent  said,  "  You  had  better  get  some  of  the  committee  toge- 
ther ;  it  ought  to  be  paid,  but  I  cannot  do  it  alone  ; "  and  I  did  try  and  get  the  party 
together  several  times.     They  all  said  it  ought  to  be  paid. 

6051.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  that ;'  I  am  asking  you  about  Colonel  Romilly 
standing  for  Canterbury.  Had  you  and  Mr.  Brent  any  conversation  on  the  subject  of  the- 
approacTiing  election  at  Canterbury  ? — I  do  not  recollect  any. 

6052.  You  heard  what  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  said  yesterday  ?— I  did  not. 

6053.  How  did  you  get  tliis  payment  at  last  from  William  Friend? — Through 
Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  I  siippose.     I  met  the  alderman  and  thanked  him. 

"  6054.  Do  be  carefdl  I  have  asked  you  two  or  three  times,  and  you  told  me  you  had: 
no  conversation  with  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  before  the  election.  Why  do  you  suppose 
Alderman  Brent  got  this  payment  for  you  through  Mr.  Friend  ? — I  should  suppose  it  was 
in  hopes  that  I  should  have  voted  for  Colonel  Homilly  ;  I  should  imagine  so. 

6055.  Why  do  you  suppose  it  was  done  through  Alderman  Brent  at  all  ? — Because 
Mr.  Friend  told  me  so,  and  I  thanked  the  alderman  the  next  time  I  met  liim. 

'  6056.  Did  you  promise  your  support? — Oh  dear  no. 

6057.  Did  you  refuse  your  support  ? — No,  neither. 

6058.  If  it  had  gone  to  the  poll  should  you  have 'voted  for  Colonel  Jtomilly  ? — I  do  not 
know  that  I  should  or  should  not  have  promised.  I  should  have  done  as  I  liked  ;  it  was^ 
nothing  to  do  with  the  election.  I  shoidd  have  gone  to  the  poll  perfectly  independent.  I 
do  not  know  thai  I  should  have  voted  for  Colonel  Romilly. 

6059.  Do  you  happen  to  know  out  of  whose  funds  this  came  ? — I  do  not  know 
at  alL 

6060.  It  was  not  paid  out  of  Alderman  Brent's  own  pocket  ? — I  do  not  know, 

6061.  Does  Mr.  Friend  know  ? — I  do  not  know.  I  never  was  on  the  committee  in  my. 
life.     I  know  the  bills  were  sent  to  me  and  I  had  to  pay  them. 

6062.  You  state  all  the  money  that  passed  through  your  hands  was  carefuUy  accounted 
for  ;  is  that  so  ? — Which  money  ? 

6063.  The  election  of  1847  ?— The  150f.  I  have  told  you  correctly  all  i  know  about* 
that. 

6064.  Can  you  state  from  your  knowledge  of  those  things  whether  any  other  bribery 
agents  in  your  position  accounted  for  their  money  as  accurately  as  you  appear  to  have 
done  ? — I  am  sure  I  cannot  teU. 

6065.  You  cannot  say  whether  any  person  who  received  money,  as  you  appear  to  have 
received  it,  for  the  purpose  of  bribery  has  kept  any  portion  of  it  to  himself? — =1  am  not 
aware  of  any. 

6066.  You  say  you  applied  to  Alderman  Brent  about  these  two  sums  which  had  been 
expended  by  you  at  the  Victoria  and  the  Queen's  Head,  and  he  said  that  they  ought  to 
be  paid  ? — Yes. 

d067.  Was  it  known  at  that  time  when  you  applied  to  Alderman  Brent  for  the  sum 
that  there  was  an  election  coming  off? — Oh  dear  no  ;  I  should  say  not. 

6068.  How  do  you  reconcile  that  with  the  answer  that  you  gave  before,  that  you  - 
have   no   doubt  the  alderman  expected   you  would  vote  for  hun? — He  might  Imve 
expected  it. 

6069.  If  no  election  was  coming  on  he  could  not  have  expected  that.  Now,  be  careful ; 
did  you  not  make  then  application,  an  election  being  expected  shortly  ? — It  might  have 
been  ;  I  do  not  know. 

6070.  You  know  perfectly  well  you  did. — I  know  perfectly  well  that  money  made  no 
difference  to  my  vote. 

(5071.  You  know  perfectly  weU  it  was  well  known  there  was  an  election  coining  off 
on  account  of  Lord  Albert  being  made  a  peer,  and  then  you  went  to  the  blue  side  for 
tlie  purpose  of  being  paid  these  expenses.  It  is  no  use  concealing  it. — How  do  you 
mean  went  to  the  blue  side  ? 

6072.  To  Mr.  Alderman  Brent.     You  went  to  him  for  the  payment  of  the  expenses 
at  the  Victoria  and  the  Queen's  Head  after  it  was  known  Lord  Conyngham  was  going 
to  make  a  vacancy. — Oh,  long  before  that ;  I  b^an  directly, 
t  6073.  Directly  after  what  ? — Directly  after  the  debt  was  contracted. 

6074.  But  when  was  it  that  Alderman  Brent  told  you  to  get  the  committee  together 
and  it  ought  to  be  paid  ? — I  cannot  teU ;  some  little  time  after  the  debts  were  contracted 
I  paid  this  amount  to  Mr.  Duncan  by  a  bill  of  exchange. 

6075. 1  want  you  to  put  yourself  right  with  your  fellow  citizens.  You  have  come  here 
to  make  disclosures — -you  have  come  here  to  tell  the  truth — whether  they  affeiet  other 
parties  or  whether  they  affect  yourself;  and  if  you  think  you  are  going  to  throw  dust 
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the  eyes  of  the  Commissioners  you  are  very  much  mistaken.—  I  do  not  want  to    Charles  Goodwin. 
attempt  a  thing  of  that  kind.  : 

6076.  You  told  the  Commissioners  just  now  you  had  no  doubt  Mr.  Alderman  Brent     19th  May  1853: 

paid  it  because  he  expected  you  would  vote  for  Colonel  Romilly? — It  is  natural  to        '- '  ^  — 

suppose  a  thing  of  that  kind. 

6077.  Did  you  not  make  application  after  you  knew  Colonel  RomiUy  was  coming 
forward  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  I  did.     I  had  made  lots  of  applications  before. 

6078.  Very  likely ;  but  did  you  not  go  and  press  your  applications  after  you  knew 
Colonel  Romilly.  was  coming  forward  ? — I  might  have  asked  for  it,  which  I  have  no  doubt* 
I  did. 

6079.  Do  not  you  think  it  was  much  more  likely  you  would  be  paid  when  there  was 
a  contest  expected  ivith  Mr.  Vance  ? — Yes,  no  doubt. 

6080.  You  are  coming  exactly  to  the  point  we. wish  to  bring  you  to.  Did  you  not 
press  your  application  when  you  knew  there  was  a  contest  expected  between  Mr.  Vance 
and  Colonel  Romilly  ? — I  did  not  press  it  more  than  I  had  done  before  ;  I  had  kept  on 
pressing. 

6081.  Did  you  not  press  it  then  ? — I  had  been  asking  for  it  aU  along. 

6082.  Did  you  not  go  for  it  then  ? — I  do  not  think  I  did ;  I  do  not  recollect  it.  I  do 
not  think  I  went  to  Mr.  Brent  then. 

6083.  Will  you  swear  you  did  not  ?— I  do  not  recollect  it  at  aU  ;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

6084.  Was  it  paid  when  Mr.  Vance  was  in  the  field  as  an  opponent  to  Colonel 
Romilly  ? — That  I  cannot  tell  you  ;  I  think  it  wds  paid  afterwards. 

6085.  What  makes  you  think  that  ? — I  really  forget  whether  it  was  paid  afterwards 
or  before. 

6086.  You  see  what  inconsistencies  you  fell  into.  You  state  you  have  no  doubt 
Mr.  Alderman  Brent  paid  it  in  the  hope  of  getting  your  vote  for  Colonel  Romilly  ;  now 
you  say  the  election  was  over  when  he  paid  it.  That  coidd  not  be. — My  memory  will 
not  enable  me  to  say,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to  commit  myself,  or  to  tell  an  xmtruth  on 
the  matter. 

6087.  Do  you  remember  the  election  day,  when  Colonel  Romilly  was  elected  unop- , 
posed,  was  on  the  4th  of  March  ? — I  know  it  was  on  the  Monday,  I  have  not  got  the' 
date. 

6088.  We  have  got  it,  the  4th  of  March,  and  yoiu-  receipt  for  the  payment  of  tliis; 
money  is  dated  the  2d  of  March,    Now,  sit,  have  you  any  doubt  but  what  that  mon^y 
was  paid  to  you  when  Mr.  Vance  was  in  the  field  to  oppose  Colonel  Romilly  ? — I  do  not , 
think  I  had  received  the  money  then. 

6089.  Look  at  yovr  own  receipt,  with  your  own  name  to  it,  in  your  own  writing,  of 
the  date  of  the  2d  of  March,  QtcmdiTig  the  receipt  to  tlie  witness)  ? — I  might  have  left 
it  with  Mr.  Friend. 

6090.  I  think  you  were  rather  too  knowing  to  leave  a  receipt  without  having  touched 
the  money  ? — No,  not  at  all  in  that  caise. 

6091.  You  were  still  upon  honour  with  the  party  ? — I  should  say  with  Mr.  Friend  at 
all  Events  ;  he  is  a  very  honourable  man. 

6092.  What  makes  you  think  you  left  the  receipt^  and  did  not  touch  the  money  ? — For- 
him  to  get  it  for  me  if  possible. 

6093.  Had  you  an  assurance  from  Mr.  Friend,  at  the  time  you  wrote  that  receipt,  you 
sbbould  have  the  money  ? — ^Yes,  I  had. 

6094.  Now,  sir,  I  ask  you,  have  you  any  doubt  but  what  that  money  was  promised 
to  you  in  tlfe  expectation  of  having  your  vote  for  Colonel  Romilly  ? — It  might  be  in 
the  expectation.  - 

6095.  Have  you  any  doubt  about  it  knowing  what  you  do,  what  was  going  on  in 
Canterbury  ? — I  cannot  have  any  doubt  but  what  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  would  expect, 
of  course,  that  would  keep  me,  as  T  had  been  with  Mr.  Smythe  and  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham  previously.    No  dqUbt  in  his  own  mind. 

6096.  In  the  election  of  1852,  .did  you  take  any  part  besides  voting  last  year  ?— No. 

6097.  Did  you  canvass  at  all  ?— Only  for  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe. 

6098.  Did  you  not  canvass  for  Mr.  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Qipps  ?— Oh  dear  no. 

6099.  You  did  not  1—JtHo, 

6100.  Did  you  go  to  their  committee  room  ? — I  do  not  recollect  going  near  it  at  alL 

6101.  Did  any  pass  into  your  hands  in  the  election  of  1852  ?— No,  only  the  amoimtsu 
you  have  named.  ^      ^ 

6102.  The  100/.  that  you  received  from  Dr.Lochee? — No;  I  did  not  receive  it  from. 
Dr.  Lochee.. 

.  6103.  Who  did  you  receive  it  from  ? — From  Mr.  James  Delmar. 

6104.  Is  that  the  only  money  that  passed  through  yoiu*  hands  ?-T-That  is  the  only 
money. 

i  6106.  I  see  in  Mr.  Rutter's  book  that  three  payments  of  15/.  lOs.,  22/.  16«.,  apd 
4/.  25.  have  been  allowed  and  ordered  by  the  conmiittee  in  1847.  I  understand  from  your 
statement  that  what  you  allege  yourself  to  have  incurred  at  the  same  time  at  the 
Victoria,  and  wldch  they  disallowed,  was  incurred  by  you  at  the  house  or  inn  wjiich  is 
called  in  this  list  the  Victoria.   There  ia  no  other  inn,  is  there,  of  that  name  ?^-Na 
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200    EVIDENCE  taken  befoke  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  inquire  into 

Jamti  Kelmi.  j^^  Kelson  recaUed,  and  examined. 

19th  May  1853,         gj^jg    ^j^^^  ^^  y^^  ?— Surveyor  and  builder. 
""""""""""^  6107.  What  are  your  politics  ?— Conservative. 

6108.  Always  ? — Always  have  been. 

6109.  Are  you  yourself  an  elector  of  Canterbury  ? — I  am. 

6110.  Freeman  or  householder  ? — Both. 

6111.  How  long  have  you  been  a  voter  for  Canterbury  ?— The  first  time  I  voted  was 
in  1847 

6112.  Were  you  concerned  in  that  election  besides  voting  ? — A  little. 

6113.  In  what  way  ? — I  had  some  money  from  Mr.  Bennett  to  pay  away. 

6114.  From  whom? — Mr. Edward  Bennett. 

6115.  How  much  had  you  from  Mr.  Bennett  ? — I  am  sure  I  cannot  tell. 

6116.  How  much  about  ? — It  is  impossible  for  me  to  teU  that. 

6117.  What  were  you  to  do  with  that? — A  few  that  he  told  me  to  go  and  see  as  they 
came  up  to  vote.     I  went  to  take  the  money  to  them. 

6118.  For  what  ? — For  their  votes. 

6119.  How  nvany  did  you  pay? — Perhaps  seven  or  eight. 

6120.  Give  me  their  names  ? — I  cannot  recollect  them  all ;  I  can  a  few. 

6121.  Give  me  the  names  you  recollect  ? — There  is  one  named  Page,  the  man  that  keeps 
the  Windsor  Castle. 

6122.  What  did  you  give  him  ? — I  think  he  had  10?. ;  he  had  previously  promised,  T 
think,  the  candidates  without  anything ;  he  had  been  up.  I  promised  Lord  Clinton  and 
Mr.  Vance,  and  on  the  morning  of  the  election  at  11  o'clock  I  went  to  him,  and  he  said 
he  should  not  vote  unless  he  had  money  ;  they  had  been  and  offered  him  on  the  other 
side,  I  think  he  said  8?.  or  10?.,  and  I  immediately  went  to  Mr.  Bennett  and  told  him  of 
it  "  Well,"  he  said,  "  we  must  have  him."  He  consulted  his  wife  whether  he  should 
take  that  amount. 

6123.  Mr.  Bennett  was  the  man  of  whom  you  received  the  money  ? — ^Yes.  I  am  not 
quibe  certain  as  to  the  amount. 

6124.  Mr.  Bennett  told  you  he  must  have  it? — ^Yes. 

6125.  Then  you  went  and  paid  him  ? — I  went  back,  and  told  him  he  could  have  it;  what 
he  asked  me. 

6126.  And  then  you  paid  him  and  he  voted  ? — He  consulted  his  wife  whether  he  should 
stand  out  for  a  little  more  or  not. 

6127.  And  did  he  stand  out  for  more  or  not  ? — As  well  as  I  can  remember  his  wife  told 
him  to  take  it,  and.  I  saw  him  poll.     I  think  his  name  is  Henry  Page. 

6128.  When  did  he  get  the  money  ?— I  think  he  had  it  the  same  day,  about  an  hour 
or  two  afterwards. 

6129.  From  you  ? — ^Yes,  from  me. 

6130.  What  is  Page  ? — He  is  a  licensed  victualler. 

6131.  Where  does  he  live? — In  Bridge  Street,  Canterbury. 

6132.  Give  me  any  other  name  ? — I  think  there  is  a  man  named  Henry  Wood.  I  think 
he  had  4Z.  or  bl. ;  I  will  not  be  certain. 

6133.  From  you  ? — From  me. 

6134.  For  his  vote  ? — For  his  vote. 

6135.  Did  you  consult  Mr.  Bennett  about  that  ? — Mr.  Bennett  told  me  to  look  up  as 
many  as  I  could ;  the  case  was  getting  desperate,  he  said. 

6136.  Can  you  give  me  another? — I  had  better  explain  about  Wood  first.  The  man 
was  gone  to  bed  and  did  not  want  to  vote  at  all,  and  I  tempted  him  with  the  4Z.  or  5?., 
and  then  he  went  and  voted  and  had  the  money. 

6137.  Have  you  got  another  name  ? — I  am  sm-e  I  cannot  recollect ;  I  know  there  were 
several.     I  should  say  long  since. 

6138.  You  cannot  remember  any  voter  in  1847  ? — No,  I  cannot. 

6139.  There  were  altogether  seven  or  eight  you  think  ?— Yes. 

6140.  How  much  money  do  you  suppose  you  paid  away  ? — I  might  have  paid  away 
about  40/.  or  50/.  I  have  no  recollection  of  the  amount,  because  as  soon  as  one  voted  I 
went  and  received  the  money  and  paid  them.     I  kept  no  account. 

6141.  They  were  not  all  so  dear  as  Page? — No  ;  I  think  he  was  the  dearest  bargain 
we  had. 

6142.  When  you  had  gone  through  the  list,  had  you  any  money  to  return  to  Mr.  Bennett  ? 
— No. 

6143.  You  were  at  liberty  to  keep  the  rest,  were  you  ? — I  had  none  to  keep. 

6144.  How  did  you  get  the  money  of  Mr.  Bennett  ?— He  paid  me  as  I  brought  the 
return  of  the  amount. 

6145.  Man  by  man  ? — Man  by  man. 

6146.  I  am  to  understand  every  one  of  those  you  bribed  you  obtained  Mr.  Bennett's 
personal  sanction  for  ? — I  ^expect  so. 

6147.  Is  Mr.  Bennett  alive  or  dead  ? — I  believe  he  is  alive  in  London. 

6148.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? — I  do  not  know  his  Chiistian  name. 

61 49.  Where  does  he  live  in  London  ? — That  is  not  in  my  possession. 
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6150.  What  is  he  ?— He  used  to  keep  a  tavern  here.  "  James  Kelson. 

6151.  What  is  he  in  London  ? — I  do  not  know.  

6152.  What  was  the  name  of  the  tavem  he  kept  there  ?— He  used  to  keep  the  Globe     19th  May  1853, 
Tavern,  it  was  called  then  ;  now  it  is  the  Victoria.  ■ 

6153.  This  was  in  1847  ? — Yes,  I  think  so.  I  am  not  certain  he  kept  it ;  he  was  there 
very  often. 

6154.  You  heard  Mr.  Goodwin's  evidence  just  now ;  was  it  the  Victoria  that  Mr.  Good- 
win was  speaking  of? — He  was  frequently  there ;  I  am  not  certain  whether  he  kept  it 
or  not.  • 

6155.  In  1850? — I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 

6156.  In  1852  did  you  take  any  part  for  the  Reds  ?— That  is  the  last  election. 

6157.  Yes  ?— Very  active. 

6158.  As  what? — ^As  canvasser. 

6159.  And  bribery  agent  again  ? — Yes ;  the  same. 

6160.  Who  appointed  you  to  that  post  ? — I  do  not  think  any  one  appointed  me. 

6161.  Who  gave  you  the  money? — Mr.  Pout  gave  me  the  money. 

6162.  How  much  did  he  give  you?— I  think  about  150/.  or  160/. 

6163.  It  was  spent  in  bribery  ? — Yes  ;  it  was  in  messengers,  and  things  of  that  sort. 

6164.  Presents,  and  payments  to  persons  ?— Yes. 

6165.  You  had  nothing  to  do  with  any  other  part  of  the  expenses  but  paying  voters 
and  messengers  ? — Yes,  I  think  I  paid  a  few  others. 

6166.  To  any  great  amount? — About  10/. ;  what  we  call  "  the  rougha" 

6167.  What  is  the  meaning  of  that?— I  think  the  night  previous  to  the  election  it 
was  said  the  Blues  were  going  to  get  all  the  roughs  together  and  kick  up  a  row,  because 
they  had  no  other  chance  to  kick  up  a  row  at  the  poll. 

6168.  Had  the  roughs  votes  or  not  ? — No  votes ;  not  at  all 

6169.  Their  business  is  to  kick  up  a  row  ?— No  ;  they  were  men  employed  to  protect 
the  voters  if  they  should  kick  up  a  row ;  strong  able  men. 

6170.  Sworn  in  as  special  constables  ?— Not  exactly ;  but  their  orders  were  on  no 
occasion  to  attempt  to  make  a  disturbance,  but  if  they  saw  any  voters  interrupted  they 
were  to  protect  them. 

6171.  And  retaliate  ?— No ;  he  gave  them  strict  orders  not  to  do  that. 

6172.  if  10  to  the  roughs  ?— It  might  be  8/.  or  10/. 

6173.  With  the  exception  of  8/.  or  10/.  among  the  roughs,  the  whole  of  the  rest  went 
to  the  voters  ? — Yes. 

6174.  Will  you  give  a  list  of  the  voters  to  whom  you  paid  this  money  for  their  votes  ? 
—  If  I  am  obliged  to,  I  suppose  I  must.  It  is  only  from  memory ;  I  have  written  one 
out  fix)m  memory. 

6175.  Have  you  got  a  list  by  you  ? — I  have. 

6176.  Have  the  goodness  to  give  it  in? — ReboUect,  gentlemen,  this  is  only  from 
memory ;  there  may  be  one  or  two  nustakes,  and  there  may  be  one  or  two  I  have 
omitted. 

6177.  You  are  speaking  to  the  best  of  your  belief  ? — Yes  ;  I  do  not  know  the  Christian 
names  of  those  men,  not  of  all  of  them  (the  Witness  handed  in  a  list). 

6178.  Here  is  W.  Hadley  ?— Yes  ;  WilUam  Hadley. 

6179.  What  did  he  get  ?— ^5. 

6180.  For  his  vote  ?— Yea 

6181.  Wood ;  what  is  his  Christian  name  ? — There  are  three  of  them ;  they  had  5/.  each. 

6182.  What  are  their  Christian  names? — I  do  not  know  their  Christian  names. 

6183.  Where  do  they  live  ?— I  think  some  of  them  in  Ivy  Lane. 

6184?.  Two*  of  them  ?— I  do  not  know  where  they  live ;  I  know  some  of  them  live  there. 

6185.  These  tliree,  you  do  not  know  where  they  live  ? — No. 

6186.  Two  of  them  live  in  Ivy  Lane  ? — Yes. 

6187.  Perhaps  all  three  of  them  live  in  Ivy  Lane  ? — I  cannot  say.  They  came  to  me, 
and  said  they  could  get  it  on  the  other  side,  but  they  would  rather  go  on  our  side,  so  I 
gave  it  them. 

6188.  They  had  5/.  apiece  for  their  votes,  and  they  were  sent  to  you  by  Mr.  Wilcox  ? — 
No ;  they  said  Wilcox  had  sent  a  person  of  the  name  of  Mr.  Watkins  to  them  and  say 
that  they  could  have  it  of  him.     Some  money,  I  suppose,  is  the  meaning  of  it. 

6189.  And  they  voted  accordingly  for  your  side  ? — Yes. 

6190.  E.  Hayward  ? — Edwin  Hay  ward,  yea 

6191.  What  did  he  get  ?— He  got  5/.  I  think  he  had  1/.  on  the  night  he  agreed  to 
have  it,  and  4/.,  I  think,  on  the  day  that  he  polled. 

6192.  Who  sent  Edwin  Hayward  to  you  ?— I  met  Mr.  Southee  in  the  street,  and  he 
said  some  one  wanted  to  see  me  at  the  Bricklayers  Arms.  I  went  roimd  there  and  saw 
Edwin  Hayward,  and  he  said  he  wanted  something  for  his  vote,  and  Southee  got  up  and 
left  the  room,  and  said,  "  I  will  leave  you  two  together."  I  asked  him  what  he  wanted. 
He  said  61  I  said,  "  That  is  rather  a  large  sum,'*  or  something  of  that  sort ;  and  he  says, 
"  Well,  5i  and  two  colourman's  tickets." 

6193.  Did  he  say  who  was  to  get  part  of  his  bribe?— No  ;  but  I  fiincy,  from  what  I 
have  heard  since,  that  Mr.  Blinks  had  part  of  it.  I  think  he  was  sent  down  there  as  a 
plant  upon  me. 
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Janus  KeUan.  6194  Did  Mr.  Blinks  send  him  to  you  ?— It  strikes  me  he  did  from  what  I  have  heard 

since. 

>  19th  May  1863.         6195.  On  this  occasion  it  was  Southee  was  said  to  have  sent  him  ? — Southee  took  me 
-: :-^       to  him. 

6196.  T.  Brown  ?— 5/. 

6197.  For  his  vote  ?— Yea 

6198.  E.  Jennings,  messenger  ? — Yes ;  he  had  part  of  that  before  the  election,  and  the 
other  soon  after. 

6199.  He  got  51  ?— To  the  amoimt  of  51. 

6200.  Altogether  ? — Altogether  perhaps  his  duty  might  have  been  worth  21  or  SL  ; 
they  pay  a  little  higher  in  election  times. 

6201.  Does  that  observation  apply  to  all  the  messengers  that  got  5/.  each? — ^Yee,  I 
suppose  it  did.     I  dare  say  they  got  about  double  pay. 

6202.  For  their  votes  ? — I  suppose  it  was  for  that.  They  wanted  to  be  put  down 
for  something  or  another  ;  they  wanted  money  or  emplojonent. 

6203.  You  have  made  this  list  of  persons  who  received  money  for  their  votes  ? — As 
messengers. 

6204.  Who  received  money  or  money's  worth  for  their  votes  ? — I  suppose  they  asked 
for  it ;  they  wanted  some  money,  and  they  would  rather  be  put  down  as  messengers  and 
do  a  little  something  for  it,  as  they  were  out  of  work,  than  take  it  as  a  direct  bribe. 

6205.  That  being  so,  there  are  three  more  messengers  each  receiving  51  ? — ^Yes. 

6206.  One  called  H.  Jennings  ? — Henry  Jennings  ;  yes. 

6207.  Another  called  T.  Taylor  ?— Yes  ;  Thomas  Taylor. 

6208.  And  another  called  S.  Pond  ?— Samuel  Pond. 

6209.  A.  Brett,  hiring  room,  6i.  lOs. ;  how  do  you  explain  that? — I  had  one  for  the 
messengers.  It  was  near  the  polling  booth,  so  that  they  could  go  in  and  out,  or  any  of 
the  voters. 

6210.  What  is  the  fair  value  of  that  room? — I  cannot  say ;  they  aak  such  an  extra- 
vagant price  at  election  times  for  their  rooms. 

6211.  How  many  days  was  it? — Two  or  three  days ;  perhaps  a  day  preparing  before. 

6212.  Was  it  a  committee  room? — No,  it  was  not  a  committee  room  ;  a  room  for  the 
voters  to  go  in. 

6213.  A  tally  room  ? — Anything  you  like  to  call  it. 

6214.  Did  you  hire  it  of  A.  Brett  to  induce  him  to  vote  ? — No,  I  do  not  think  it  was 
with  that  understanding. 

6215.  Did  he  vote  for  you  ? — I  believe  he  did ;  I  do  not  remember. 

6216.  There  is  Allwright  4i.  or  51,  ? — I  do  not  know  exactly  what  that  man  had ;  he 
had  it  during  the  day  of  the  election.  He  came  bothering  me  all  over  the  place  ;  he  had 
been  hanging  out,  and  over-stepped  his  market. 

ff  217.  That  was  for  his  vote  ? — Yea 

6218.  What  is  the  Christian  name  of  Allwright  ? — I  do  not  know. 

6219.  Then  there  are  two  men  of  the  name  of  Parsons ;  what  are  their  Christian 
names  ? — I  think  Charles  and  John. 

6220.  Had  they  51  apiece  ?— Yes. 

6221.  For  their  votes?— Yes. 

6222.  M.  Austen  ? — Minter  Austen. 

6223.  And  G.  Austen  ?— Yes. 

6224.  Wliat  is  that  ?— The  same. 

6225.  George  Austen  ?— Yes. 

6226.  They  had  4Z.  a  piece  ? — ^That  is  the  same,  as  well  as  I  can  recollect. 

6227.  For  their  votes  ? — For  their  votes. 

6228.  There  is  J.  Terry  ;  is  that  John  Terry  or  James  Terry  ? — I  think  that  has  no 
business  to  be  in  that  list.  It  is  money  that  I  lent  the  man  privately.  I  am  not  certain 
whether  I  gave  Mr.  Pout  an  account  of  that  or  not 

6229.  How  much  was  it  you  lent  him  ? — I  think  about  51,  or  6L  I  lent  it  him  at 
different  times. 

6230.  Did  you  lend  it  him  to  secure  his  vote  ? — No,  I  did  not. 

6231.  When  did  you  lend  it  him  ? — Previous  to  the  election  ;  a  part  he  has  borrowed 
since.     It  is  more  like  a  gift  of  charity  than  anything  else. 

6232.  How  long  before  the  election  ? — It  might  be  three  or  four  months. 

6233.  But  how  long  before  the  election  ? — Perhaps  three  or  four  months.  I  am  telling 
as  far  as  I  know. 

6234.  Here  is  E.  Bi-adford  ;  what  is  his  Christian  name  ? — Edwin. 

6235.  He  is  down  for  71.  ? — There  is  a  gang  of  them  there. 

6236.  Is  this  for  his  vote  ? — Yes  ;  the  whole  of  those  that  are  down  there  are  for  their 
votes. 

6237.  Here  are  three  Bradfords  immediately  after  without  Christian  names  ;  can  you 
give  their  Christian  names  ? — I  do  not  know  the  Christian  names. 

6238.  They  are  each  down  for  7i.  ?— Yes. 

6239.  There  are  eight  down  there  for  7L  ? — ^They  all  went  for  7Z.  in  a  lot.. 

6240.  You  have  only  four  ? — There  are  some  other  names. 

6241.  There  are  eight  seven-poimders  ? — Yes. 
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6242.  Four  of  whom  are  Bradford's  ?— Yes.  jg,^^^^  Eehon. 

6243.  What  were  you  going  to  explain  about  the  seven  pounders  ? — Why  they  all  

hung  out  together,  and  would  not  take  less ;  they  said  they  knew  they  could  have  it  on     IStk  May  185S-. 

the  other  side,  and  I  think  they  expected  more.     There  are  the  Jeanes'.     I  think  it  was       

one  of  the  Jeanes'  came  to  me. 

6244.  Which  of  the  three  Jeanes'  ? — I  think  it  was  Dennis  ;  I  am  not  quite  certain.  He 
said,  "  Mr.  Cooper  said  why  do  you  want  to  go  on  the  other  side,  you  can  have  what  you 
want  on  our  side  ?"     That  was  Mr.  George  Cooper. 

6245.  The  stonemason  ? — Yes.  He  said,  "  You  can  have  what  you  want  on  our  side, 
what  do  you  want  to  vote  for  the  Tories  for  Y*  that  is  what  the  man  told  me  ;  and  he 
answered  and  said,  "  No  ;  for  the  last  you  promised  we  had  trouble  to  get  it."  He  said, 
"  It  was  only  a  pound,  and  we  had  in  &.  at  a  time  ;  and  we  had  to  hunt  liim  about  to 
get  it." 

6246.  Did  you  try  and  induce  them  to  be  more  moderate  in  their  deftiands  ? — I  did.     -     ' 

6247.  What  did  you  offer  him  ?— I  forget.  I  think  they  asked  lOi,  for  the  lot,  at  first, 
apiece. 

6248.  And  you  bate  them  down  to  7i.  ? — No  ;  they  drove  it  off  so  long  that  at  last 
one  of  tiiem  (SB«ne  to  me  and  said  they  would  take  7Z.  apiece  if  I  could  get  it  for  them. 

6249.  He  spoke  for  the  rest  ?— Yes. 

6250.  Did  they  all  go  up  in  a  tally  ? — ^No,  they  voted  at  different  places.  I  did  not 
see  them  vote,  but  they  all  polled. 

6261.  When  Jennings  came  to  you  did  you  consult  anybody  about  what  he  had 
said  ? — I  do  not  remember  it. 

6252.  You  have  named  the  four  Bradshawes  and  Dennis  Jeanes ;  that  is  five  of  the 
seven  pounders.     T.  Wilkinson  ;  is  that  Thomas  Wilkinson  ? — ^Yes,  that  is  it. 

6253.  Then  there  is  J.  Jeanes  ? — James  Jeanes  that  is. 

6254.  What  Thomas  Wilkinson  is  that  ? — He  is  one  among  the  party ;  that  is  the 
house  where  they  met ;  he  used  to  keep  a  public-house. 

6255.  What  house  is  it ;  what  is  the  name  of  it  ? — The  Woolpack,  I  think,  is  the 
name.     I  think  he  got  a  lot  together. 

6256.  The  seven  pounders  met  at  the  Woolpack  ? — Yes. 

6257.  And  were  paid  there  by  you  ? — Yes,  paid  there  by  me. 

6258.  The  last  of  the  seven  pounders  is  another  Jeanes  ;  what  is  his  Christian  name  ? — 
I  do  not  know  ;  there  are  so  many  of  the  Jeanes'  I  do  not  know  which  it  is. 

6259.  Where  does  he  live  ? — I  do  not  know.  I  only  saw  one  or  two  of  the  parties  on 
the  business  till  they  were  paid. 

6260.  What  is  this  Jeanes  ? — A  labouring  man  I  think. 

6261.  Cannot  you  give  us  any  indication  of  him ;  where  to  find  him  ? — Oh  yes  ;  you 
can  find  him  ;  there  are  one  or  two  of  them  at  work  for  me  at  the  present  time. 

6262.  Which  of  those  two  is  that  Jeanes  ? — I  do  not  know.  It  might  be  Bradford 
made  the  agreement  with  me,  or  it  might  have  been  Wilkinson  ;  I  am  not  certain  which. 

6263.  There  is  T.  Best,  what  is  his  Christian  name,  is  it  Thomaa  ? — Thomas  Best. 

6264.  Where  does  he  live? — In  Canterbury. 

6265.  Do  you  know  what  he  is  ? — A  labourer. 

6266.  What  did  he  get? — I  think  it  was  IL  ;  that  was  some  time  after  the  election. 

6267.  For  his  vote  ? — Yea  I  think  he  was  to  have  had  5i.,  but  I  found  he  had 
promised  through  his  master,  and  I  was  ordered  to  give  him  1 1,  some  time  after  the 
election.  He  had  promised  another  way  ;  he  had  already  promised  when  he  spoke  to  me 
about  it. 

6268.  Do  you  mean  he  had  promised  the  other  side  ? — No ;  he  had  promised  Gipps  and 
Johnstone  before  he  spoke  to  me  about  any  money. 

6269.  He  had  therefore  no  promise  to  sell  when  he  spoke  to  you  ? — No  ;  I  do  not  know 
that  that  man  did  sell  it.  I  made  him  a  present  of  a  sovereign  afterwards.  I  do  not 
know  that  the  man  did  sell  his  vote. 

6270.  You  said  just  now  that  was  for  his  vote  ? — I  gave  it  him  with  that  intention. 
I  dare  say  he  thought  it  was  such.     It  was  a  fortnight  after  the  election. 

6271.  You  did  not  owe  him  any  money  ? — No. 

6272.  You  said  just  now  that  was  for  his  vote.  You  had  bargained  with  him  before 
the  election  ? — He  spoke  to  me  about  it,  and  he  said  he  should  want  some  money.  I  did 
not  know  that  he  had  promised.     I  said,  "  You  shaU  have  the  same  as  the  others." 

6273.  Who  told  you  to  pay  him  the  11.  ? — I  think  I  applied  to  Mr.  Pout,  and  I  said, 
"  I  think  the  man,  as  he  has  voted,  ought  to  have  something.''' 

6274.  And  he  told  you  to  pay  him  ? — He  did. 

6275.  There  is  a  man  of  the  name  of  Wilson  ? — Yes. 

6276.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? — I  do  not  know  his  Christian  name  ;  he  is  a  tailor.     ^ 

6277.  What  did  he  get  ? — He  had  SI.  for  voting  against  us. 

6278.  Explain  that  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  I  went  to  him,  or  he  came  to  me  ;  he 
was  to  have  51,  for  his  vote  if  he  voted  early  in  the  morning.  I  met  him  in  the  after- 
noon and  I  said,  "  Have  you  voted  ?"  and  he  said  "  No.''  Then  I  said  "  You  will  not  have 
yoTir  money,  for  you  have  not  acted  up  to  your  bargain."  After  he  had  voted  he  came  to 
me  in  the  evening  and  said,  that  unless  I  gave  him  something,  he  should  go  to  the  blue 
committee  and  spUt  all  that  he  knew,  and  tell  aU  that  he  knew. 

Cc  2 
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Jbmet  Kelson.  6279-  So  that  you  gave  him  SI  to  stop  his  tongue  ?— That  was  it ;  SLot  Zl  10s.    That 

—  waa  about  it. 

19th  May  1853.         6280.  Did  you  ask  anybody's  advice  about  that  ? — I  do  not  believe  I  did. 

; — _.  6281.  Did  you  pay  him  the  3i.  without  anybody's  authority  ? — I  did. 

&282.  Without  authority  ? — Yes  ;  because  I  was  sure  it  would  be  allowed  to  me. 
6288.  You  said  that  man  voted  agains  tyou  ? — He  did. 

6284.  *T.  Boorman  ;  what  is  his  Christian  name  ? — Thomas. 

6285.  What  did  he  get  ?— ^5. 

6286.  For  his  vote  ? — For  his  vote. 

6287.  There  are  some,  you  say,  not  in  this  list  ? — There  might  be  some,  I  say,  but  what 
I  do  not  remember  any  more ;  I  think  it  is  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 

6288.  You  say  Williamson  voted  for  the  Blues  ? — I  believe  so. 

6289.  He  voted  for  the  Blues  after  having  obtained  a  promise  from  you  of  5i  for  hia 
vote  ? — He  did  soi^ 

6290.  Did  he  get  nothing  from  the  Blues  for  his  vote  ? — I  think  it  is  very  likely  he 
did  get  something. 

6291.  Do  you  know  whether  he  did  or  not  get  something  ? — I  do  not  know  mysd£ 

6292.  Do  you  know  a  body  of  electors  called  the  Butter  Market  Troop  ? — I  have  heard 
of  such  a  lot. 

6293.  Whom  did  they  vote  for  at  the  last  election  ? — I  suppose  they  voted  for  Colonel 
RomUly  and  Sir  William  Somervilla 

6294.  Were  there  any  inducements  held  out  to  them  to  give  their  support  to  the  other 
side  ? — Not  to  my  knowledge.  I  believe  there  was  a  split  some  time  back  that  was 
made  up  in  some  way  or  other  that  I  do  not  know  of  only  by  rumour. 

6295*  Was  there  a  meeting  held  at  Ald^man  Neame's  ? — I  believe  there  have  been 
such  public  rumours. 

6296.  You  do  not  know  anything  of  it  youi^self  ? — Not  of  my  own  knowledge,  only  by 
rumour. 

6297.  What  are  the  names  of  the  Butter  Market  Troop,  as  you  call  them  ? — I  think  the 
gentleman  sitting  on  your  right  is  the  chief  of  them,  now  a  magistrate,  Mr.  Matthewa 

6298.  Go  on  ?— There  is  a  Mr.  Austen. 

6299.  Either  of  the  Messrs.  Austen's  you  bribed  in  1847  ? — I  should  think  not.  In 
feet,  I  do  not  know  their  names.  I  think  they  live  near  the  Butter  Market ;  that  is  the 
reason  they  go  by  that  name. 

6300.  How  many  of  them  ? — I  should  think  tliere  is  a  strong  party  from  the  split  in 
them,  as  there  has  been  inducements  held  out  to  them  to  join  the  other  party. 

6301.  Do  you  mean  they  were  formerly  Red  ? — No. 

6302.  What  were  they  before  they  joined  the  other  party? — All  Blues ;  but  I  think 
there  was  some  misunderstanding  in  the  camp  about  some  civic  honours  or  another. 

6303.  Who  did  they  vote  for  ?  —  I  suppose  they  voted  for  Colonel  Romilly  and 
Sir  William  SomervDle. 

6304.  Then  there  was  no  split  ? — No ;  previous  to  the  election,  there  had  been. 

6305.  They  were  going  for  the  Reds  ? — No ;  they  were  g.")ing  to  bring  a  man  down  of 
their  own,  an  independent  man ;  a  Mr.  Vincent,  I  think.  1  dare  say,  if  you  call  on 
Alderman  Neame,  he  can  tell  you  all  about  it 

6306.  Do  you  mean  by  Mr.  Vincent  the  gentleman  who  was  examined  here  the  other 
day  ? — No.    I  believe  he  is  a  radical  or  free  trader. 

6307.  A  chartist  ? — Yes,  I  believe  so. 

6308.  Can  you  tell  how  many  voters  there  are  belonging  to  that  troop  altogether  ? — 
I  cannot.  I  think  there  is  some  account  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  gave  the  other  >day,  con- 
nected with  some  bills  to  be  paid. 

6309.  Are  there  100  of  them  ? — Very  likely  they  might  influence  100. 

6310.  You  told  us  in  your  first  examination  that  you  went  to  the  Isle  of  Man  ? — I  did. 

6311.  From  whom  did  you  get  the  money  to  go  to  the  Isle  of  Man  ? — I  think,  previous 
to  my  answering  that  question,  if  you  will  allow  me  to  ask  a  question  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, whether  the  Commission  of  Inquiry  touches  upon  that  subject,  or  whether  I  can 
be  allowed  to  defer  answering  that  question  until  Mr.  Eingsford  has  been  examined.  I 
should  like  to  leave  it  if  you  will  allow  me.  I  shall  be  most  willing  to  give  you  all  the 
information  that  lies  in  my  power,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  implicate  other  pai*ties  imtil  I 
am  obliged  to  do  so. 

6312.  The  disclosures  which  are  in  your  power  to  make  may  very  much  assist  us  when 
we  come  to  examine  Mr.  Kingsford ;  and  as  that  gentleinan  has  shown  a  disinclination  to 
produce  the  papers,  we  are  called  upon  to  ask  you  to  answer  the  question  ? — I  imderstood 
you  last  evening  that  you  would  give  him  till  Friday  to  consider  it. 

6313.  To  produce  papers.  Do  you  know  if  there  is  anything  of  importance  in  those 
papers  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  of;  I  never  saw  them. 

6314.  Then  what  difficulty  have  you  in  answering  a  very  simple  question? — I  can 
tell  you  ;  I  have  no  objection  to  tell ;  I  mean  to  tell  you  everything  I  know  upon  both 
sides. 

6315.  From  whom  then  did  you  receive  the  money  to  go  to  the  Isle  of  Man  ? — I 
made  up  my  mind  to  go  away  previous  to  the  committee  of  inquiry  coming  on  before  the 
House  in  London. 
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6316.  The  committee  in  London  ? — Yes :  because  I  should  not  answer  the  questions  I  Jamti  Kebon* 

am  answering  you  to-day,  for  I  did  not  wish  to  see  the  members  imseated.     I  went  to  

Mr.  Pout  on  the  Saturday  that  I  had  made  up  my  mind  to  go  away,  and  I  told  him  tha  19th  I^ay  1855. 
I  had  never  received  a  penny  for  my  expenses,  trouble,  nor  the  money  that  I  had  spent       — ^-— 
in  treating  at  the  last  election  ;  all  that  I  had  done  out  of  my  own  pocket ;  that  I  had 

not  been  paid  for,  although  I  expected  that  I  should  have  been.     I  said,  "  I  am  going 
away  now,  and  on  this  occasion  you  must  give  me  lOL  "  and  he  gave  me  a  lOt  note. 

6317.  Can  you  tell  how  long  that  was  before  the  committee  met  ? — I  do  not  knpw  how 
long  it  was  before  the  committee  met.  I  think  it  was  three  or  four  days  previous  to  the 
inqiury  coming  on. 

6318.  You  hiBtd  been  served  with  the  Speaker's  Warrant  ?— No  ;  I  do  not  think  there 
was  any  one  wanted  for  me  ;  I  was  never  called  on  to  the  House.  I  had  a  notice  some 
time  before,  but  it  did  not  give  any  date. 

6319.  Did  you  return  after  the  inquiry  was  over  ? — Yea 

6320.  Did  you  get  any  more  money  ? — I  wrote  twice  while  I  was  there. 

6321.  How  much  did  you  get  altogether  ? — I  had  two  51  while  I  was  away,  and  I 
wrote  for  51.  to  come  home  with  ;  I  went  many  hundred  miles,  and  my  expense  were 
192.,  which  I  charged,  and  I  had  an  overplus  of  a  sovereign, 

6322.  Which  you  have  repaid  since?— No. 

6323.  You  have  kept  that  ?— Yes,  I  have  kept  that. 

6324.  You  are  allowed  to  keep  it  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  I  am  allowed  to  keep  it 
or  not. 

6325.  That  is  20?.  you  had  altogether  from  Mr.  Pout  ? — I  do  not  know  where  the  two 
5{.  came  from. 

6326.  To  whom  did  you  write  while  you  were  away  for  this  money  ?— To  Mr.  Pilcher, 
under  cover. 

6327.  Under  cover  to  whom  ? — ^When  I  wrote,  I  wrote  to  different  parties ;  and  I 
suppose  you  do  not  want  those  who  had  no  connexion  with  the  election  brought 
into  it. 

6328.  Under  cover  to  whom  ? — Merely  an  envelope  directed  to  the  party.  I  wished 
to  receive  the  letter. 

6329.  Who  is  that  party  ? — I  think  I  wi'ote  one  to  Mr.  Hollands.  I  think  I  wrote 
another  to  a  gentleman  of  the  name  of  Buckley  or  Buckler,  a  stranger  to  Canterbury, 
knowing  that  he  would  find  means  of  getting  the  letter  conveyed. 

6330.  Conveyed  to  whom  ? — ^To  the  parties  they  were  meant  for. 

6331.  Who  were  those  parties? — My  wife  principally,  and  I  think  two  letters  to 
Mr.  Pilcher.     I  am  not  quite  certain. 

6332.  Did  the  money  you  received  in  your  absence  from  Canterbury  come  from 
Mr.  Pout  or  from  Mr.  Pilcher  ? — I  do  not  know  where  they  came  from  ;  there  was  no 
name  in  the  letters. 

6333.  Who  told  you  to  write  to  Mr.  Pilcher  ? — I  told  him  my  direction  before  I  went 
away. 

6334.  To  whom  ? — Mr.  Pilcher.     I  told  him  I  was  going  to  the  Isle  of  Man. 

6335.  Was  it  arranged  you  were  to  get  ftirther  remittances  from  Mr.  Pilcher  ? — No. 

6336.  Is  this  Mr.  Pilcher  the  same  gentleman  as  Lady  Conyngham  s  steward  ? — Not 
very  likely  I  shoidd  think. 

6337.  Who  is  this  Mr.  Pilcher  ? — He  is  a  clerk  or  assistant  clerk  of  Messrs.  Kingsford 
and  Wightwick. 

6338.  Did  Mr.  Pilcher  write  to  you  ? — I  do  not  know  who  wrote,  because  I  destroyed 
the  letters  as  soon  as  I  got  them,  and  I  do  not  remember  there  being  any  signature  to 
either  of  them. 

6339.  Why  did  you  write  to  Hollands  ? — Knowing  he  was  a  friend  of  mine.  I  had 
been  well  acquainted  with  him  for  many  years,  and  that  he  would  forward  the  letter. 

6340.  He  knew  before  you  went  away  that  you  were  going  ? — I  told  liim  a  week 
before  I  intended  going  away,  and  told  lum  I  thought  Brown  was  going  as  well  some- 
where about  that  time. 

6341.  Did  you  tell  him  anything  about  John  Wliite  ? — I  do  not  know  him.  I  never 
saw  him  in  my  life  to  my  knowledge. 

6342.  I  do  not  exactly  see  what  difficulty  you  had  in  answering  that  question.  How 
does  it  implicate  Mr.  Kingsford  in  what  you  have  told  us  ? — Only  fi-om  the  remarks 
that  he  made  here  yesterday.  He  did  not  seem  to  like  to  give  up  his  papers,  and  I 
dare  say  among  those  papers  there  is  something  connected  with  the  inquiry.  He  said 
something  about  a  brief,  and  I  dare  say  my  name  is  mentioned  in  it,  and  others. 

6343.  Were  you  afruid  the  entries  of  those  payments  to  you  might  appear  in  those 
papers  ? — ^Very  likely ;  I  could  not  tell. 

6344.  Was  that  all  the  apprehension  you  had  ? — That  was  all  the  apprehension  I  had. 

6345.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Kingsford  since  yesterday  afteraoon 
when  the  commission  broke  up  ? — No.  I  do  not  think  I  have  seen  him  since  to  my 
knowledge. 

6346.  Nor  with  Mr.  Pilcher?— No,  nor  with  Mr.  Pilcher. 

6347.  Nor  with  Mr.  Scoones  ?— No,  nor  with  Mr.  Scoones. 
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Jam^  KeUoH.  6348.  Nor  with  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  ? — Nor  with  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone.     I  mis 

— —  have  said  "  good  afternoon  "  to  him  as  he  went  out  yesterday,  that  is  aU. 

IdtkMay  1853i         6349.  I  wish  you  to  explain  what  I  suppose  is  an  error.     You  say  the  Butter  Market- 
•       Troop  are  a  very  numerous  body.     Are  you  sure  you  are  not  corSbunding  your  body 
with  the  Financial  Reform  Association  ? — I  may  be. 

6360.  Does  the  Butter  Market  Troop  consist  of  the  following  names :  the  mayor, 
Mr.  Matthews  ? — I  think  Mr.  Matthews  is  considered  one  of  them. 

6351.  The  mayor,  Mr.  Matthews,  Mr.  Austen,  Mr.  Williamson,  and  Mr.  Jackson ;  does 
it  contain  more  names  than  those  ? — Yes ;  I  think  the  principal  part  of  them  are  the 
dissenters  belonging  to  the  liberal  party. 

6352.  Are  there  more  of  them  besides  those  I  have  read  to  you  ? — I  do  not  know,     i 

6353.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  Mr.  Matthews  is  a  gentleman  wlio  takes  bribes  for  hir 
votes  ? — No,  I  never  heard  such  a  thing. 

6354.  Or  Mr.  Austen?— No. 

6355.  Or  Mr.  Williamson  ?— No. 

6356.  Or  Mr.  Jackson  ? — No  ;  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  say  so. 

6357.  Or  any  of  those  other  gentlemen  whose  names  have  been  mentioned  ? — No. 

6358.  Do  you  mean  Mr.  Matthews,  Mr.  Austen,  Mr.  Williamson,  and  Mr.  Jad^son  ara 
gentlemen  who  take  an  active  part  on  the  liberid  dissenting  side  ? — Most  likely. 

6359.  And  are  these  persons  called  the  Butter  Market  Troop  because  several  of  those 
gentlemen  happen  to  live  there  and  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Butter  Market  ?—  That  is 
it,  I  suppose. 

6360-  I  suppose  these  gentlemen  are-  gentlemen  of  considerable  influence  ? — Not  the 
least  doubt  of  it. 

6361.  From  their  position  and  respectability  they  have  considerable  influence  with 
many  other  voters  ? — No  doubt  of  it. 


Maurice  Saunden.  Maurice  Saunders  recalled  and  examined. 

6362.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Goodwin's  charge  for  services  done  in  municipal 
matters  ? — I  have  been  connected  with  Mr.  Goodwin  for,  perhaps,  six  or  seven  years  in 
municipal  matters. 

6363.  Were  you  aware  that  he  had  a  large  demand  against  the  liberal  party  for 
services  done  in  those  matters  ? — No,  not  the  liberal  party. 

6364.  The  red  party  ? — To  a  party  he  had  a  demand,  but  not  the  liberal  party. 

6365.  Which  party  was  it  ? — The  conservative  party. 

6366.  How  long  did  that  demand  date  from? — I  should  say  from  1841  to  1845. 

6367.  Do  you  know  if  he  had  ever  applied  for  it  ? — He  had,  upon  several  occasions. 

6368.  You  know  that  of  your  own  knowledge  ? — Yes,  I  do. 

6369.  Who  had  he  applied  to  ? — To  the  committee. 

6370.  Was  it  recognized  ? — It  was  always  recognized  and  carried  on  as  a  debt  owing 
to  him. 

6371.  How  came  it  not  to  be  paid  in  1847?— I  believe  there  was  something  of  a 
compensation  to  him  in  1847. 

6372.  By  whom  ?— That  I  cannot  say. 

6373.  Who  did  you  get  that  information  from  ? — You  take  me  rather  at  a  nonplus  ; 
out  if  you  will  allow  me  a  second  or  two,  I  will  recollect  it.     No,  it  went  beyond  1847. 

6374.  Up  to  when  ? — I  think  it  went  nearly  up  to  1850. 

6375.  Tell  us  all  you  know  about  it. — He  paid  the  expenses  on  several  occasions,  and, 
to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  there  was  a  debt  of  78Z.  which  he  claimed  for  municipal 
purposes,  but  how  or  in  what  way  he  was  paid  I  know  not. 

6376.  Do  you  know  that  in  1850  he  got  a  compensation? — He  had  a  compensation  in 
1850,  I  believe  ;  at  least  I  heard  so. 

6277.  From  the  conservative  party  ? — That  I  cannot  say,  who  it  was  from. 

6378.  From  the  other  party  ? — That  I  cannot  tell  you.  I  imderstood  he  had  a  com- 
pensation in  1850. 

6379.  That  his  debt  was  wiped  off? — He  had  a  compensation ;  how  I  do  not  know. 

6380.  Did  that  compensation  equal  his  demand  ?— I  do  not  think  it  did.  He  was  a 
man  of  a  very  liberal  mind,  and  spent  his  money  freely. 

6381.  Was  it  above  the  78?.  ? — 78/.  was  what  he  claimed,  to  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion.    I  do  not  think  it  is  adequate  to  what  he  spent. 

6382.  You  say  in  1850  he  had  a  compensation  ? — Yes. 

6383.  Did  that  compensation  amount  to  78/.  ? — I  cannot  tell  you  what  compensation 
he  had  ;  but  I  understood  he  had  a  compensation.  I  do  not  know  from  whom  or  what 
it  was.     I  only  go  by  hearsay  about  it. 

6384.  Did  you  never  talk  to  him  about  it  ? — No,  not  to  him. 

6385.  Although  you  acted  with  him  ? — I  have  not  spoken  to  Mr.  Goodwin.  We  have 
not  been  on  friendly  terms  since  1850.  Mr.  Goodwin  came  over  with  Mr.  Smythe,  the 
same  as  I  did,  in  1847,  and  because  I  would  not  be  with  Mr.  Goodwin  in  1850  we  dis- 
agreed, and  in  1852  the  same. 
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6386.  From  the  circumstance  of  your  disagreeing  in  1850  you  are  quite  certain  he  had  Maurtce  Samden. 
the  compensation  as  long  ago  as  1850  ? — I  heard  he  had  compensation.  ^ 

6387.  As  long  ago  as  1850  ? — Yes.    A  thing  occurred  to  me  this  morning  which  I  i;^ish    I^^  May  1*W. 
to  explain  with  respect  to  my  evidence  on  Tuesday.     I  told  you  then  there  were  two       ■ 

other  persons  I  thought  of ;  one  I  had  a  faint  recollection  of,  of  the  name  of  Roberts.  I 
then  gave  you  wrong  information  with  respect  to  Roberts.  It  is  a  man  of  the  name  of 
Roberts,  but  another.  This  morning  I  met  a  man  in  the  street,  who  said,  "  I  expect  to 
be  called  with  respect  to  what  took  place/'  I  said,  "  What  ?"  He  said,  "  The  lOZ.  note 
which  you  gave  me,  which  was  for  my  son,  and  Roberts.''  That  is  the  man  who  lives 
in  Ivy-lane.     I  wish  to  put  this  straight  to  show  there  is  nothing  kept  back  on  my  part. 

6388.  What  is  his  name  ? — I  think  it  is  James  Roberts  and  James  Qruby. 

6389.  Are  you  sure  it  is  not  John  Lavender  Gruby  ? — That  is  it. 

6390.  What  election  was  he  bribed  ? — In  1 847.     I  had  nothing  to  do  with  money 
matters  at  any  time  but  then. 

6391.  Who  did  he  vote  for  ? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe. 

6392.  What  did  he  get  ? — ol     I  gave  it  to  his  fa^er  for  him. 

6393.  Had  he  been  a  Red  before  that  ? — I  believe  he  had  always. 

6394.  Are  you  sure  it  is  John  Lavender  Gruby  ? — Yes.     I  gave  the  money  to  his 
father. 

6395.  Is  he  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

6896.  Do  you  know  of  his  voting  at  the  election  of  1841.  when  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson 

stood  ? I  cannot  say  how  he  voted  before.     I  thought  it  right  to  explain  that  to  you, 

with  respect  to  the  son,  that  I  could  not  recollect. 

6397.  Do  you  know  Bartholomew  Bernard  ?— Yes. 

6398.  Where  does  he  live?— In  St.  Dimstan. 
'     6399.  What  is  his  office  ?— An  ex-supei-visor. 

6400.  Who  did  he  vote  for  on  the  last  election  ?— He  voted  for  the  two  Conservatives. 

6401.  Whom  did  he  promise  ?-^He  promised  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William  Somer- 

ville. 

6402.  Did  he  sign  the  requisition  to  Colonel  Romilly  ?— No. 

6403.  Did  he  sign  a  requisition  at  all  ?— I  believe  he  signed  a  requisition  to  Mr.  Smythe ; 

he  told  me  so.  i»         .  .       i . 

6404.  Did  he  tell  you  whether  he  had  received  any  money  for  gomg  agamst  his  pro- 
mise ? — I  do  not  think  he  would  do  so. 

6405.  Did  he  receive  anything  ? — I  cannot  say. 

6406.  Do  you  know  Abraham  Abrahams  ? — Yes. 

6407.  Did  he  note  for  Lord  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe  in  1847  ^-•I  think  it  is 

6408.  Did  he  get  anything  for  his  vote  ?— That  I  know  not ;  I  do  not  believe  he  would 

6409.  Did  he  get  anything  at  aU,  whether  for  his  vote  or  not  ?— That  I  cannot  say ; 
but  I  think  him  above  it. 


Frederick  Freeman  Cobb  sworn  and  examined.  Frederick  F.  CM* 

6410.  You  come  from  Dover  to  attend  the  inquiry  to-day,  do  you  ?— Yes. 

6411.  Were  you  a  voter  at  the  last  election  1 — No. 

6412.  Were  you  a  voter  at  the  election  of  1847  ?— I  was. 

6413.  Which  side  were  you  of  ?— The  blue  side. 

6414.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  Mr.  Butter  ?— I  believe  I  did.     I  have  quite 
forgotten  it ;  but  I  am  informed  that  I  did,  and  I  have  no  doubt  I  did. 

6415.  For  what  purpose  did  you  receive  that  money  ?— For  bribery. 

6416.  How  much  did  you  receive  ?— 35?.     I  am  not  positive  as  to  the  amount. 
6417*  Did  you  send  in  an  account  to  him  ? — No,  I  do  not  remember  that  I  did. 

6418.  Should  you  know  it  if  you  saw  it  (a  paper  was  handed  to  the  witness)  ?— Oh  yes, 
I  remember  I  did  send  an  account. 

6419.  Is  that  your  writing  ?— Yes.  ^     .       i..  .  a  a  ^i.    ^ki  o 

6420.  Is  that  the  account  you  sent  m  of  the  mode  m  which  you  expended  the  35^.  ?— 

6421    I  see  the  name  of  Doree ;  what  does  that  mean  ?     Read  the  first  and  second 
name. — Doree  it  appears  to  be.  t  i  i,- 

6422.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Doree  ?— I  do  not  know  hmi. 

6423.  l5id  you  then  ?— 1  did  most  likely. 

6424.  Do  not  you  now  ? — I  do  not ;  I  cannot  remember. 

6425.  Would  that  Doree  be  a  voter  if  there  was  such  a  man  ?— Yes.  . 

6426.  Did  you  give  a  voter  of  the  name  of  Doree  any  money  ?— Yes,  I  did,  if  it  is  there. 
ItisBoree. 

6427.  Now  do  you  recollect  ?— Yes  ;  now  I  do  recoUect. 

6428.  There  is  a  Boree  in  St.  Peter's  and  a  Boree  in  St.  Alphage  ;  which  was  it  ?— 1  do 
not  remember. 

6429.  But  one  of  the  two  ?— Yes,  one  of  them. 
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Frederick  F.  CM.       6430.  You  are  unable  to  .say  which  ?— Yes. 
—  6431.  What  did  you  give  him  ? — 4Z. 
19th  May  1853.         6432.  What  for  ?— For  his  vote. 
6433.  Now  the  next  name  ? — Lee,  of  Ramsgate. 

6434.  Wa«  he  an  out  voter  ? — He  wa& 

6435.  Did  you  see  him  at  Ramsgate  ? — I  did. 

6436.  Did  you  give  him  anything  for  his  vote  ? — 5/. 

6437.  What  is  the  next  name  ? — Coppins,  of  Broad-street. 

6438.  That  would  be  George  Coppins  ? — I  do  not  remember  his  Christian  name. 

6439.  He  is  dead,  I  believe  ? — I  do  not  know. 

6440.  What  did  you  give  him  ? — 4/. 

6441.  For  his  vote? — Yes. 

6442.  Any  other  ? — A  man  of  the  name  of  Royoe. 

6443.  Does  he  live  in  the  Archbishop's  Palace  ? — I  think  he  did  at  that  time. 

6444.  Was  it  James  or  Henry,  do  you  know  ? — I  do  not  know. 

6445.  One  or  the  other  ? — One  or  the  other. 

6446.  What  did  you  give  him  ? — 5/.,  it  appears  here. 

6447.  For  his  vote  ?— Yea 

6448.  What  is  he  in  the  Archbishop's  Palace  ?^-He  was  a  shoemaker,  a  very  poor 
shoemaker,  and  a  man  in  great  distress,  I  believe. 

6449.  The  next  ?^-The  next  is  a  man  of  the  name  of  Beale,  a  shoemaker,  who  lived  in 
Burgate-street. 

6450.  He  would  have  been  a  householder,  and  not  a  freeman  ? — No. 

6451.  What  did  you  give  him  ?— 3/. 

6452.  For  his  vote  ? — For  his  vote,  and  a  pair  of  straps. 

6453.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  bought  a  pair  of  straps  for  3Z.  ? — Yes,  that  is  right ;  a 
pair  of  leather  straps. 

6454.  I  suppose  you  keep  them  as  a  curiosity  ? — No  ;  I  believe  they  are  worn  out  by 
this  time. 

6455.  I  thought  you  pointed  to  them,  as  though  you  had  got  them  ? — No,  similar  to 
them. 

6456.  Was  that  the  nature  of  the  transaction  ? — Precisely. 

6457.  He  perfectly  well  understanding  that  his  vote  was  to  go  with  the  straps  \ — Yes. 

6458.  What  is  the  next  ? — The  next  is  Tom,  at  Mr.  Jacobs.  He  is  a  silly  sort  of  fellow. 
They  call  him  Tom. 

6459.  You  knew  him  by  the  name  of  Tom  ? — ^Nothing  else. 

6460.  He  ^as  to  be  found  at  Mr.  Jacob's  ? — He  was  living  at  Mr.  Jacob's  in  Sim-street. 

6461.  Do  you  know  his  name  was  Thomas  Mount  ? — ^No. 

6462.  What  did  you  give  him  ?— 2/. 

6463.  For  his  vote  ? — For  his  vote. 

6464.  Have  you  any  other  ? — I  have  the  name  of  Mr.  Clarris,  that  I  paid  4Z.  to  for 
the  ribbons  for  the  parties. 

6465.  That  would  be  a  fair  transaction  ? — Certainly. 

6466.  They  were  not  sold  on  the  same  scale  as  the  straps  ? — No. 

6467.  He  is  a  very  respectable  linen  and  silk  mercer  in  this  town? — Yes. 

6468.  You  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  that  was  otherwise  than  a  fair  business 
charge,  regard  being  had  to  the  circumstances? — Nothing  at  alL  I  believe  Mr.  Clarris 
out  it  rather  low,  because  we  should  have  a  good  show. 

6469.  Any  other  name  ? — The  next  is  the  name  of  Groombridge. 

6470.  For  pink  bows  and  rosettes  ? — ^Yes  ;  they  were  made  up. 
/                                  6471.  100  blue  and  pink  bows  at  a  shilling,  U,  ? — ^That  is  right. 

6472.  That  is  not  out  of  the  way  ? — I  do  not  think  it  is. 

6473.  What  is  the  next  ? — The  next  is  the  name  of  Golding. 

6474.  He  would  be  also  a  woollen  and  linen  draper  ? — Yes. 

6475.  And  silk  mercer  ? — Yes. 

6476.  Was  that  for  blue  ribbons  ? — Yes ;  they  made  up  some  of  the  blue  ribbons 
afterwards.     I  think  they  found  the  ribbon  and  made  them  up  also. 

6477.  \l.  19«.  ?— Yes. 

6478.  The  next  is  ? — The  name  of  Burch,  18s.     I  do  not  remember  what  it  was  for. 

6479.  You  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  is  bribery  ? — No  ;  it  was  some  contingent 
expense  to  the  election ;  and  the  next  is  treating,  \l,  1«. 

6480.  And  that  closes  your  account  ? — That  is  the  whole  of  the  account  I  have  anytliing 
to  do  witL 

6481.  Do  you  know  anything  else  ? — Nothing  else.  * 

6482.  Is  that  the  only  occasion  you  were  employed  in  that  way  ? — The  only  ona 

6483.  Were  you  here  in  1850  ? — Yes  ;  but  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  election. 

6484.  Were  you  here  in  1852  ? — No ;  I  did  not  vote.     I  went  away  altogether. 

6485.  Were  you  asked  to  go  away  ? — ^No  ;  I  went  away  of  my  own  accord,  because  I 
did  not  feel  at  all  disposed  to  interfere  in  the  election  as  I  had  previously, 

6486.  Did  you  vote  ? — No  ;  I  did  not  vote. 

6487.  As  to  these  Borees  ;  did  you  know  them  ? — I  did  at  that  time  ;  I  do  not  now. 

6488.  Was  it  father  and  son  ? — I  cannot  telL 
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6489.  Was  one  of  them  a  barber  ? — I  cannot  tell.     I  do  not  remember. 

6490.  Do  you  know  a  man  called  by  the  name  of  the  drunken  barber  ? — I  do  not. 

6491.  You  do  not  know  which  cf  the  Borees  it  was? — No,  I  do  not. 


Frederick  P.  Cohb. 
19th  May  185»» 


Charles  Goodwin  recalled  and  examined. 

6492.  You  referred  us  to  Maurice  Saunders,  who  you  said  would  explain  your  claim 
about  the  municipal  matters.  We  have  asked  Maurice  Saunders,  and  Maurice  Saunders 
tells  us  you  received  compensation  for  those  matters  in  1850  ;  is  that  so  ? — No. 

6493.  It  is  nJt  so?— No. 

6494.  Had  you  any  compensation  in  1850  with  reference  to  any  party  or  claim? — I 
never  received  anything,  only  the  amounts  that  I  told  you,  at  any  one  election,  either  for 
Compensation  services  or  anything  else. 

6495.  You  have  told  us  nothing  about  lOOZ.  you  got  in  September  last  ? — And  the 
1502.  and  the  two  bills. 

6496.  And  the  35Z.  ?— That  is  the  two  bills. 

6497.  Which  were  paid  by  Mr.  Brent's  order  in  1850  ? — Yes. 

6498.  Do  you  think  that  Mr.  Saunders  may  be  confounding  that  sum  which  you  got 
with  reference  to  the  Victoria  and  Queen's  Head  taverns  in  1850  with  your  claim  in 
respect  to  the  municipal  elections  ? — I  cannot  tell.  I  have  told  you  the  trutL  I  do  not 
know. 

6499.  Then  Saunders  does  not  much  assist  you  with  regard  to  that  ? — I  have  not 
spoken  to  Saunders  for  a  length  of  time  imtil  tliis  morning.  I  told  him  as  he  was  my 
agent  at  the  time  I  should  certainly  call  on  him  to  explain,  because  he  must  know  it. 
I  know  that  I  have  not  received  any  further  sums  than  what  I  have  told  you,  neither 
for  services  nor  in  any  other  way. 


Charles  Goodwitu 


Edwakd  Southee  recalled  and  examined. 

6500.  You  were  examined  here  on  Monday  ? — Yes. 

6501.  Have  you  any  further  information  to  give  besides  the  little  that  you  gave  on 
Monday  ? — Since  that  time  I  have  endeavoured  to  ascertain  some  parties  who  received  a 
portion  of  the  money  which  Mr.  Goodwin  had  received,  and  in  the  inquiries  I  have  made 
firom  different  parties  I  find  that  there  are  two  or  tliree  who  at  that  time  I  could  not 
think  o£ 

6502.  Who  are  those  parties? — One  is  a  person  of  the  name  of  William  Waind,  of 
Northgate. 

6503.  Who  else  ? — Another  voter  of  the  name  of  Wilding ;  I  believe  William  Wilding ; 
I  am  not  quite  positive  as  regards  his  Christian  name. 

6504.  Do  you  know  where  he  lives  ? — In  Pond-lane,  Westgate. 

6505.  Who  else  besides  Wilding  and  Waind  ? — William  Gold,  living  in  De  Lasaux- 
square,  I  believe  ;  in  fact  I  know  he  lives  there. 

6506.  Any  other  name  ? — No  ;  they  are  the  whole  of  the  parties  I  can  possibly  think 
o£  Since  I  last  appeared  before  you  I  have  tried  all  I  possibly  could  to  recollect.  I  am 
aware  there  were  many  others,  still  I  cannot  charge  my  memory  with  them. 

6507.  What  enables  you  to  remember  the  names  of  those  three  persons  ? — By  being 
with  Goodwin  at  the  time  we  were  canvassing  and  looking  after  voters  for  that  purpose. 

6508.  Did  you  refer  to  any  document  or  writing  in  your  possession  ? — No,  not  at  all. 
I  have  no  document  at  alL  I  an\  sure  I  have  not ;  not  the  slightest  scratch  of  a  pen.  I 
should  have  been  glad  if  I  had. 

6509.  This  is  the  election  of  1847  ?— Yes. 

6510.  Do  you  know  what  money  Waind  received  ? — I  think  Waind  received  Zl.  or  3t  1  Oa. ; 
I  will  not  be  positive  ;  I  think  3Z. 

^511.  Just  look  at  that  list  Qtanding  a  paper  to  the  witness)  ;  have  you  seen  it  before  ? 
— ^Yes,  I  have. 

6512.  When  did  you  see  it? — It  is  my  writing.     I  wrote  it  last  night. 

6513.  Was  Goodwin  witlji  you? — Yes. 

6514.  Did  you  copy  it  firom  anything  ? — No. 

6515.  Did  you  remember  all  those  names  in  the  list? — No  ;  only  those  three  since  I 
last  saw  you  here.  I  believe  I  mentioned  another  name  or  two  on  Monday.  I  think  I 
inentioned  the  name  of  Jennings  on  Monday.  I  mentioned  all  the  names  I  could  possibly 
recollect  at  that  time. 

6516.  Were  there  any  other  names  mentioned  last  night,  when  you  and  Goodwin  were 
together^  besides  those  names  ? — No.  I  have  been  trying  all  I  possibly  could  to  recollect 
Inore.  I  am  quite  satisfied  there  were  a  great  number  more  received  money ;  but  I 
cannot  recollect  at  all  beyond  those  names  at  present.  I  shall  endeavour  to  do  so  if  I 
possibly  can,  you  may  depend  upon  it.  I  do  not  want  to  confine  or  to  keep  anything  to 
mysel£ 


Edward  Southee. 
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Edward  Sauihee.  6517.  Did  you  suggest  any  names  to  Mr.  Goodwin,  and  Mr.  Goodwin  any  names  to 

■  you,  in  maJdng  this  fist  ? — I  suggested  those  three  names  that  I  have  just  spoken  about 
19th  May  185S»  The  other  parties  I  knew  nothing  at  all  about.     They  are  the  only  three,  with  the 

■  exception  of  Jennings  that  I  mentioned  before,  I  had  some  knowledge  o£ 

6518.  Did  you  introduce  the  parties  to  Goodwin  at  this  election  of  1847  ? — No. 

6519.  What  part  did  you  take  with  respect  to  bribery? — With  Mr.  Goodwin.  We 
were  together  canvassing  of  different  parties  together. 

6520.  Had  you  any  money  in  1847  ? — No,  not  a  shilling. 

6521.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  Mr.  Rutter,  or  from  any  other  person  ? — No^ 
not  a  shilling. 

6522.  Did  you  pay  any  money  yourself,  or  see  any  money  paid  to  voters  in  1847  ? — I 
am  sure  I  can  hardly  say. 

6523.  First  recollect  whether  you  paid  any  money  yourself — No,  I  could  not  say  I 
recollect  paying  any  monies,  not  to  votei^s,  myself  I  paid  various  sums  of  money  as 
regards  treating  and  expenses  that  are  generally  incurred  by  parties. 

6624.  In  1847  ?— Yes. 

6525.  About  what  amount  do  you  think  you  paid  in  treating  ? — I  cannot  say ;  possibly 
might  have  been  a  good  round  siun.    I  gave  no  account  of  the  monies  I  spent  at  all  events. 

6526.  You  can  recollect  somewhere  about  the  amoimt  ? — I  might  have  spent"  during 
the  election  20i.     I  might  have  done  so.     I  cannot  say  whether  I  spent  more  or  less. 

6527.  Who  furnished  you  with  that  money  ?— My  own  money. 

6528.  Have  you  never  been  repaid  ? — No. 

6529.  Have  you  never  made  application  for  repayment  ? — Not  a  fitrthing. 

6530.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  anybody  during  the  election  ? — Not  to  my 
knowledge. 

6531.  Not  to  your  knowledge  ?-^I  do  not  recoUect  having  received  any. 

6532.  That  you  will  swear? — I  do  not  recollect  it. 

6533.  Have  you  been  in  the  habit  of  spending  money  out  of  your  own  pocket  at 
previous  elections  ? — I  have  done  so.  I  may  say  I  have  spent  a  good  deal  of  money  out 
of  my  own  pocket. 

6534.  At  previous  elections  ? — At  previous  elections. 

6535.  Did  you  never  apply  to  anybody  for  repayment  of  those  monies  which  you  l^ad 
spent  out  of  your  own  pocket  ? — Do  you  mean  in  the  election  of  1847,  or  any  other  ? 

6536.  Take  the  election  of  1847.— No. 

6537.  Did  you  spend  any  money  out  of  your  own  pocket  at  the  election  of  1841,  when 
Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  were  candidate  ? — Yes,  1  spent  money  out  of  my 
own  pocket  at  that  election. 

6538.  How  much  ? — I  cannot  say  how  much.  We  were  about  on  electioneering  matters 
day  after  day,  perhaps  for  two  or  three  weeks  or  a  montL  You  can  hardly  say  without 
you  keep  an  account  of  the  money  you  do  spend.  I  have  no  figures  to  show  what  I 
spent ;  it  possibly  might  have  been  20Z.  or  30Z.,  or  more.  I  may  haVe  been  perliaps 
rather  foolish  in  getting  rid  of  my  money  in  that  way. 

6539.  Did  you  apply  to  anybody  for  reimbursement  of  what  you  spent  ? — I  believe  I 
made  a  small  demand  on  the  Conservative  Club  upon  that  occasion  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection,  some  few  old  accounts  that  I  paid  to  the  best  of  my  recollection ;  at  any  rate 
Mr.  Pout  paid  me  the  amount. 

6540.  Did  you  make  a  similar  demand  on  the  Conservative  Club  for  reimbursement  of 
20?.,  or  about  20i,,  you  had  spent  ? — ^No.  It  had  nothing  to  do  with  casual  monies  that 
I  had  spent  These  were  small  items  for  perhaps  a  little  treating  at  different  houses  whei^ 
I  might  perhaps  have  given  something  to  voters;  at  any  rate  that  amount  did  not 
exceed  15i.,  and  I  should  say,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  about  Hi. 

6541.  You  say,  in  1841  you  spent  between  20i.  and  30i.  out  of  your  own  pocket? — 
Very  likely  more,  and  more  likely  more  than  less. 

6542.  Were  you  ever  reimbursed  any  of  that  money? — No;  not  of  that  money.  I 
was  paid  a  small  amount. 

6543.  But  that  did  not  form  a  portion  of  the  money  you  had  spent  out  of  your 
own  pocket  ? — No. 

6544.  Did  you  apply  to  anybody  for  reimbursement  of  that  money  ? — No. 

6545.  In  1841  I  am  talking  of? — No.  I  applied  for  nothing  beyond  the  small  amount 
I  have  stated  here. 

6546.  Shortly  after  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson's  contest  with  Mr.  Smythe  there  was  a 
general  election,  and  another  contest  ? — There  was. 

6547.  Were  you  equally  liberal  in  that  contest  in  spending  between  20/.  and  30L  ? — I 
have  been  generally  on  the  wrong  side  as  regards  spending  my  money. 

6548.  In  1841,  at  the  general  election,  when  Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  were  the 
candidates,  I  believe  you  supported  them  ? — I  did. 

6549.  Were  you  equally  liberal  in  your  expenditure  ? — Yes  ;  much  about  the  same. .  I 
followed  out  my  usual  custom  and  practice  in  spending  my  own  money. 

6550.  You  spent  between  20Z.  and  30Z.  at  the  general  election  ? — ^I  dare  say  I  might 
have  down  quite  that.  We  have  generally  been  pretty  warm,  and  not  been  r&FY  niofe 
about  money. 
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6551.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  Mr.  Southee,  in  1841  you  spent  between  40i.  and  6W.  out    Edward  Sauthee. 
e£jour  own  pocket,  and  that  you  never  applied  to  any  person  for  the  reimbursement  of  . — ~ 
that  sum,  or  any  portion  of  it  ?— With  the  exception  of  the  small  amoimt  I  have  spoken  o£     1^^  May  18?5S. 

6552.  You  have  told  us  that  small  amoimt  did  not  form  any  portion  of  the  money  ? —  "   .  . 
No.     I  should  say  I  have  spent  quite  that  money,  or  more. 

6553.  Understand  my  question.  You  have  stated,  in  the  year  1841  you  spent  in 
treating  at  the  two  elections  between  401.  and  60?.  out  of  your  own  pocket  ? — I  should 
think  so.     I  do  not  mean  to  say  positively. 

6554.  Do  you  mean  to  tell  the  Commissioners  that  you  never  appUed  to  any  person 
for  the  reimbursement  of  that  sum,  or  of  any  portion  of  it  ? — I  do,  to  the  best  of  my 
tecollection.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  making  any  application  for  those  monies  beyond 
the  little  amoimt  that  Mr.  Pout  paid  me.     I  cannot  say  what  that  was. 

.  6555.  You  say  in  1847  you  spent  about  201.  out  of  your  own  pocket  ? — Yes ;  I  should 
say  quite  that. 

6556.  Did  you  apply  to  anybody  to  reimburse  you  that  money  ? — No,  no  application. 
No  doubt  I  should  have  had  any  money  if  I  had  felt  disposed,  and  if  I  had  made  the: 
application. 

6557.  As  you  had  no  doubt  you  could  have  had  the  money  had  you  felt  disposed  to. 
make  the  application,  how  was  it  that  you  did  not  make  that  application  ? — My  spirit 
was  a  little  above  asking  for  any  consideration  for  what  I  had  done  as  regards  my  own 
Services,  and  also  spendiug  my  own  money. 

6558.  What  are  you  ? — Parchment  manu&cturer  is  a  part  of  my  trade,  and  also  in  the 
wool  line,— wool  and  fell  monger. 

6559.  Anything  else  ? — I  am  a  little  in  the  leather  also.  Fellmonger  and  leather- 
dresser.     General  business  connected  with  the  wool  and  skin  trade. 

6560.  Are  you  in  a  large  way  of  business  ? — No,  not  particularly  ;  as  much  as  most 
country  people  are  doing  ;  perhaps  more  than  many. 

,  6561.  How  many  persons  do  you  employ  ? — Thirty.  Perhaps  forty ;  sometimes  more.' 
On  an  average  thirty. 

6562.  Did  you  employ  as  many  as  that  number  in  184J  ? — ^Yes,  quite  that  number  ; 
more  I  think  than  we  have  at  the  present  time. 

6563.  Now  we  come  to  the  election  of  1852.  Did  you  support  then  Mr.  Gipps  and 
Mr.  Johnstone  ? — I  did.     I  voted  for  them. 

'   6564.  Did  you  spend  any  money  out  of  your  own  pocket  at  that  election  ? — I  did. 

6565.  How  much  ? — Not  less  than  201.  at  any  rate. 

6566.  Did  you  apply  to  anybody  for  the  repayment  of  that  money  ? — No. 

.  6567.  Previous  to  1852  you  had  been  Mr.  Smythes  friend  always? — I  had  from  the 
<K)mmencement  of  his  representing  Canterbury.     I  supported  him. 

6568.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe  ? — I  did. 

6569.  Did  you  continue  to  be  a  friend  of  Mr.  Smythe's  in  1852  ? — Yes. 

6570  When  was  it  you  promised  to  give  your  vote  to  Mr.  Gipps  and  Mr.  Johnstone  ? 
— I  never  promised  at  all. 

6571.  Were  you  canvassed  for  your  vote  ? — I  was. 

6572.  By  whom  ? — By  both  the  candidates,  Mr.  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps ;  and  in  fact 
the  whole  party  as  far  as  regards  that, — SomerviDe  and  RomiUy  I  was  canvassed  by  the 
whole  of  them. 

6573.  By  Gipps  and  Johnstone  ?— Yes. 

.  6574.  What  did  you  say  to  them  when  they  applied  to  you  ? — I  said  I  could  not  pro- 
mise them.  Mr.  Smythe  was  my  friend,  and  our  position  was  this : — We  expected  the 
blue  party  would  have  withdrawn  one  man,  and  then  we  should  have  supported  the  party 
as  we  had  done  in  the  last  election. 

6575.  Did  you  give  the  same  reply  to  Sir  William  Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly  ? — 
It  is  very  likely.  I  cannot  exactly  say  what  I  said  to  them.  I  said  I  could  not  promise. 
Very  likely  I  might  have  said  so. 

6576.  You  say  you  employ  thirty  or  forty  men  ? — Men,  women,  and  boys. 

6577.  Were  there  any  voters  in  your  employment  in  1852  ?— Three  I  believe.  I  do 
not  know  that  there  were  more  than  three. 

6578.  What  were  their  names  ? — Robert  Powell  was  one ;  James  CaUow  and  John  Bailey. 

6579.  Freemen  ?— Powell  a  householder  ;  Callow  and  Bailey,  I  believe,  are  freemen.  I 
do  not  know  whether  there  were  two  Callows  on  the  list.  At  any  rate  there  were  only 
three  at  the  establishment  I  had  there  myself 

6580.  How  did  they  vote  in  1 852  ? — I  hardly  know.  I  believe  they  voted  both  ways. 
I  think  that  Bailey  and  Callow  voted  for  the  two  conservatives. 

6581.  And  PoweU  ? — ^And  Powell,  if  he  voted  at  all  voted  on  the  other  side ;  but 
lam  not  positive  whether  he  did  vote  ;  I  forget  whether  he  did  or  did  not, 

6582.  Did  you  ask  any  of  these  men  for  their  votes  previous  to  the  election  ? — ^No. 

6583.  Quite  sure  ? — Quite  sure  of  that.  I  have  never  done  so.  I  always  allow  my 
men  to  use  their  own  discretion  and  their  own  judgment  as  to  voting. 

6584.  Did  you  do  that  in  1847  ?— I  did. 

6585.  How  many  men  had  you  who  were  voters  then  in  your  employment  ? — About 
the  same.    There  might  have  been  three  or  four  ;  I  cannot  exactly  say  now  who  they  were. 

Dd  2 


Digitized  by 


Google 


.il2   EVIDENCE  taken  before  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  iNQtJiKEJNTO 

Edward  SmUhee.        6586.  You  took  an  active  part  in  1847.     Did  you  not  canvass  any  of  those  voters 
—  then  ? — No.     I  never  touched  my  own  establishment ;  never  say  anything  to  my  own 

19th  May  185S,     men  as  regards  voting. 
' 6587.  Did  you  ask  them  which  way  they  intended  to  vote  ? — I  did  not. 

6588.  Were  they  canvassed  by  any  persons  in  your  presence  ? — No.  When  the  can- 
didates have  called  in,  and  if  they  have  made  inquiries  about  my  men,  I  have  directed 
them  to  the  various  shops  where  they  have  been  at  work  ;  and  I  believe  they  have  all 
received  the  same  courtesy — one  party  the  same  as  the  other. 

6589.  Did  any  of  them  receive  money  in  184?7  ? — Not  to  my  knowledge.  I  am  not 
aware.     I  cannot  say. 

6590.  I  am  not  asking  you  whether  you  saw  them,  or  whether  you  gave  it  to  them  ? 
— I  cannot  say. 

6591.  Have  you  heard  from  them  themselves  ? — I  never  heard  that  they  had  received 
money. 

6592.  Never  heard  they  had  received  money  in  1852  ? — No  ;  never  heard  that.  It  is 
not  likely  they  would  tell  me  a  circumstance  of  that  kind  at  any  rate. 

6593.  Do  I  imderstand  you  ?  You  did  not  receive  any  money  from  Mr.  Pilcher  ot 
Mr.  Rutter,  or  any  other  person  in  the  election  of  1847  ? — Yes ;  exactly  so. 

6594.  You  did  not  ?— I  did  not. 

6595.  Nor  from  any  person  else  ? — Not  to  my  recollection. 

6596.  You  took  an  active  part  in  1 847 ;  just  tell  us  what  that  part  consisted  in  doing  ? 
— The  principal  part  of  my  capacity  was  in  bringing  voters  to  the  poll  on  the  day  of  the 
election,  and  previous  to  that  mixing  up  with  them  a  good  deal,  and  of  course  soliciting 
for  the  parties  we  were  connected  with. 

6597.  I  suppose  that  was  before  the  polling ;  on  the  day  of  polling  ? — Before  thd 
polling  ;  on  the  day  of  polling. 

6598.  Were  you  active  in  canvassing  before  the  election  ? — I  took  no  particular  part 
in  what  I  call  the  general  canvass.  Of  an  evening,  and  after  business,  I  have  devoted  a 
large  portion  of  my  time  to  see  the  various  voters  I  was  connected  with. 

6599.  You  used  to  call  now  and  then  privately  upon  some  of  the  voters  by  yourself  in 
1847? — I  might  have  done  that.  Any  party  I  thought  likely  to  assist,  most  likely  I 
should  have  done  so. 

6600.  Have  you  any  doubt  you  did  ? — Most  likely  I  did. 

6601.  Have  you  any  doubt  you  did  ? — No  doubt  at  all.  I  did  not  lose  any  chance 
of  securing  a  voter. 

6602.  Having  no  doubt  you  called  on  some  voters  privately  during  the  election  of 
1847,  perhaps  you  will  just  refi^h  your  memory  and  tell  us  who  some  of  those  were  ? — I 
can  hardly  say  the  parties  I  might  have  called  on. 

6603.  Make  a  clean  breast  of  it ;  do  as  Mr.  Kelson  did. — I  can  hardly  say  who  the 
parties  were. 

6604.  Yes,  you  know.  I  know  by  your  manner  you  can  ? — K  I  could  I  should  not 
hesitate,  I  assure  you. 

6605.  Some  of  them.     Mention  one  of  them  ? — I  cannot. 

6606.  Did  you  keep  any  memoranda  ? — No,  I  never  kept  any  account  of  any  pro- 
ceedings of  mine. 

6607.  Try  and  see  if  you  cannot  recollect  one  or  two  of  the  names  of  the  parties  ? — I 
cannot  charge  my  memory.  I  might  have  called  on  a  variety  of  parties,  of  course,  that 
did  not  promise  me  their  votes.    I  recollect  calling  on  Halsey,  I  myself  calling  upon  him. 

6608.  Was  that  in  1847?— Yes. 

6609.  What  is  he  ? — He  is  a  plumber  and  glazier.     I  do  not  know  who  he  voted  for. 

6610.  Is  he  a  freeman  ? — I  believe  he  is  ;  I  think  he  is. 

6611.  A  master  plumber  or  a  working  man? — A  working  man. 

6612.  You  called  upon  him  in  1847  about  his  vote,  did  you  not  ? — Exactly  so. 

6613.  Do  you  remember  what  you  said  to  him,  or  what  took  place,  when  you  called 
upon  him  about  his  vote  ? — Nothing  beyond  the  usual  conversation  that  takes  place  as 
regards  soliciting  votes.  I  solicited  him  for  the  blue  candidates,  the  Honourable 
Mr.  Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

6614.  Tell  me  what  took  place  between  you  and  Halsey. — Nothing  whatever  beyond 
simply  asking  him  to  support  the  two  candidates  I  was  canvassing  for. 

6615.  Was  that  all  that  took  place  ? — That  was  all  that  took  place. 

6616.  Did  nothing  pass  about  money  ? — Nothing  ;  no,  nothing  about  money. 
6617   Is  Halsey  alive  ? — Yes,  he  is. 

6618.  Is  he  in  Canterbury? — Yes,  he  ia 

6619.  Now  consider  before  you  answer  this  question.  Was  anything  said  about  money  ? 
— Not  a  word.  He  is  not  a  man,  I  should  say  myself^  who  would  be  likely  to  receive 
money  for  his  vote.  I  should  say  he  never  received  any  money  for  his  vote  ;  in  fiwjt,  my 
connexion  has  been  with  the  class  of  men  of  that  kind.  I  believe  I  have  been  very 
much  misrepresented  as  regards  my  bribing  qualifications. 

6620.  Now,  be  cautious  before  you  answer.  I  have  given  you  every  opportunity. 
When  you  called  at  Halsey's  was  nothing  said  about  money  for  his  vote  ? — ^Not  one 
•entence. 
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6621.  Or  money's  worth  ? — Not  one  sentence.  Edward  Sauiket^ 

6622.  You  say  Halsey  was  not  a  likely  person  to  take  a  bribe.     Just  recollect  whether  — 
you  did  not  call  upon  other  persons  at  that  election  who  were  likely  to  take  bribes  ? — Nor    ^^  ^W  1 WS* 
I  do  not  particularly  recollect  any  of  the  other  parties  ■  '- 

6623.  You  said  you  did  not  particularly  recollect  anybody  that  you  had  called  upon 
privately,  and  then,  after  a  little  time,  you  recollected  Halsey. — And  I  might  possibly, 
after  a  Uttle  time,  recollect  some  other  parties. 

6624.  You  knew  what  I  meant  when  I  put  the  question.  Did  you  understand  the 
question  to  mean  whether  you  did  not  call  on  certain  voters  privately  by  yourself  who 
were  likely  to  receive  bribes  for  their  votes  ? — No. 

6625.  Did  you  not  understand  the  meaning  when  you  mentioned  Halsey? — I  mis- 
understood you  then. 

6626.  Did  you  not  mention  Halsey  for  the  purpose  of  putting  me  on  a  wrong  scent  ? — • 
I  beg  your  pardon,  I  misunderstood  your  question. 

6627.  Did  you  mention  Halsey  for  the  purpose  of  putting  me  on  the  wrong  scent  ? — • 
No,  decidedly  not.  I  understood  you  to  ask  me  whether  I  could  recollect  any  parties  I 
called  upon  to  solicit  for  their  votes  upon  that  occasion. 

6628.  I  said  privately? — Yes,  you  did.  I  did  not  take  it  you  meant  for  corrupt 
purposes. 

6629.  Now  you  perfectly  understand  the  question.  Did  you  call  upon  any  persons 
during  the  election  of  1847  who  were  likely  to  receive  bribes  for  their  votes  ? — No.  I 
do  not  know  of  anything  beyond  what  I  have  stated  to  you  with  respect  to  those  last 
three  names  I  have  given  you.     I  do  not  know  of  any  other  parties,  not  privately. 

6680.  Or  with  Mr.  Goodwin  ? — No.  I  have  given  you  those  tliree  names ;  me  and 
Mr.  Goodwin  were  together  in  the  transaction. 

6631.  You  and  Mr.  Goodwin  were  together  when  you  called  upon  those  three  persons  ? 
* — Yes. 

6632.  Try  and  recollect  whether  you  and  Mr.  Goodwin  were  not  together  when  you 
called  on  some  other  persons  ? — I  really  cannot.  I  really  cannot  recollect.  I  had  but; 
little  to  do  as  regards  the  dirty  part  of  the  business,  very  little  indeed. 

6633.  You  have  admitted  that  you  were  with  Mr.  Goodwin  when  he  paid  money  to 
voters  for  the  purpose  of  getting  their  votes  ? — I  have. 

6634.  And  you  have  done  that  which  renders  you  liable  to  a  criminal  indictment  ? — 
I  am  quite  aware  I  am  in  that  position. 

6635.  The  Commissioners  have  power,  if  they  think  proper,  and  witnesses  tell  the 
truth,  do  not  conceal  or  suppress  what  they  know,  even  although  it  may  criminate  them- 
selves, of  giving  those  persons  a  certificate  which  will  indemnify  them  from  the  consequences 
of  their  evidence ;  but  if  there  are  persons  who  are  called  before  them  who  eitlier  conceal 
or  suppress  the  truth,  the  Commissioners  have  the  power  of  refusing  the  certificate,  and 
leaving  those  persons  to  the  legal  consequences  of  their  conduct. — I  am  quite  aware  of 
the  serious  position  I  should  place  myself  in  by  not  giving  to  you  every  truth  I  possibly 
can.  Of  course  I  am  giving  you  the  truth,  as  far  as  I  possibly  can  and  I  can  charge  my 
memory  with  it. 

6636.  Now,  Mr.  Southee,  having  considered  of  what  I  have  just  told  you,  tell  me 
whether  you  did  not  call  during  the  election  of  1847  privately  on  other  peraons  besides 
those  you  have  mentioned  who  were  likely  to  receive  bribes  for  their  votes  ? — I  do  not 
recollect  any.  I  do  not  indeed.  If  I  could  I  should  not  hesitate  a  moment  in  handing 
the  names  to  you.  I  do  not  recollect  it.  I  might  have  done  so,  and  yet  have  no 
recoUection  of  it.  If  I  could  charge  my  memory  depend  upon  it  I  should  keep  nothing 
from  you. 

6637.  If  you  have  done  so  your  best  way  is  to  tell  us  all  about  it  ? — Yes.  I  have 
given  you  the  truth  as  far  as  my  recollection  possibly  can  carry  me. 

6638.  Can  you  give  us  any  further  information  than  that  which  you  have  already 
furnished  in  respect  to  the  election  of  1847,  or  the  election  of  1852  ? — I  do  not  know 
that  I  can,  not  with  reference  to  canvassing. 

6639.  Or  anything.     Did  you  see  Mr.  Smythe  in  1847  ? — Oh  yes,  frequently. 

6640.  Did  you  have  frequent  conversations  with  him  ? — Very  frequent. 

6641.  Had  these  conversations  reference  to  the  election  ? — Yes,  geneitdly  so. 

6642.  Was  anything  said  then  about  purchasing  votes  with  Mr.  Smythe  ? — Not  to  my 
recollection. 

6643.  Had  you  any  interview  or  conversation  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  in  1847  ? 
—No. 

6644.  I  ask  you,  Mr.  Southee,  whether,  although  you  did  not  apply  to  be  reimbursed 
the  sums  about  which  you  have  been  asked,  whether  you  have  in  feet  been  reimbursed 
by  anybody  ? — I  have  already  stated  that  I  have  not  received  a  shilling. 

6645.  Not  at  any  one  election  ? — I  thought  you  were  speaking  of  1847.  I  stated  some 
amount  I  received  in  1841. 

6646.  What  other  elections  have  you  been  reimbursed,  although  you  did  not  apply  for 
reimbursement  ? — None,  to  my  recollection. 
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£Aoard  Stmtkee.        6647.  Bo  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  have  made  a  foolish  and  lavish  expenditure 

of  your  own  money  at  any  election  at  which  you  have  taken  part  ? — Yes,  you  are  quite 

iVOi  May  1858^     right ;  that  has  been  my  position. 

-■  ■■■  ■  6648.  You  never  took  any  of  the  money  whicli  passed  through  your  own  hands  or  the 

hands  of  Mr.  Goodwin  to  pay  yourself? — No. 


James  Holland.  Ja>I£S  Holland  recalled. 

**^*'""""""  The  Witness, — Will  you  allow  me  amend  some  portion  of  my  former  evidence  ? 

6649.  Do  you  remember  at  the  close  of  your  last  examination  I  desired  you  to  attend 
here  to-day,  and  to  occupy  the  interval  in  refreshing  your  memory  upon  certain  points  on 
which  you  alleged  it  to  be  defective.  You  have  heard  a  very  proper  notification  which 
the  Commissioner  has  made  to  the  last  witness,  and  to  all  witnesses,  of  the  position  in 
which  they  stand  towards  this  Commission.  Having  that  in  your  mind,  you  will  now 
be  so  good  as  to  answer  the  questions  I  am  going  to  put  to  you.  The  first  of  which  is,— 
did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Pout  or  from  any  other  person  at  the  last  election  a  sum  of  money 
to  be  expended  in  corrupt  purposes  ? — I  did. 

6650.  How  much  did  you  receive  ? — I  received  61  lOs. 

6651.  What  did  you  do  with  that  money? — I  paid  4i.  lOs.  to  a  person  of  the  name  ot 
Thomas  Taylor,  Abbot's-place. 

6652. .  For  his  vote  ? — For  his  vote. 

6653.  And  you  secured  his  vote  ? — Yes. 

6654.  Was  he  a  red  or  a  blue  ? — The  last  time  he  was  blue,  and  this  time  he  was 
red. 

6655.  And  he  voted  this  time  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone  ? — Yes. 

6656.  What  else  did  you  receive  ? — .£  2  more,  which  I  paid  to  a  man  of  the  name  of. 
John  Lewin. 

.    6657.  Did  you  receive  that  from  Mr.  Pout  too  ? — Yes,  I  did. 

6658.  Was  John  Lewin  a  red  or  a  blue  ? — Red.     He  has  always  been  red. 

6659.  Always  red  i — I  think  he  has. 

6660.  Was  he  red  in  1847  ?— I  believe  he  was. 

6661.  Having  received  this  21,  did  he  vote  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone  ? — Yes,  I  believe 
He  did. 

6662.  You  gave  him  the  2Z.  for  his  vote  ?— I  did. 

6663.  What  more  did  you  receive  ? — Not  anything  more. 

6664.  Is  John  Lewin,  the  man  of  Staplegate,  the  only  Lewin  in  the  poll  book  of  1847  i 
— I  do  not  know  which  way  he  voted. 

6665.  You  stated  he  voted  red  in  1847?  —I  thought  he  did.  There  is  only  one  John 
Lewin,  I  believe,  in  Canterbury. 

6666.  He  voted  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe  ? — So  did  many  of  the  red  party.  They 
went  that  way  that  year. 

6667.  I  asked  you  whether  he  voted  red  in  1847  ?  —We  consider  being  with  Mr.  Smythe 
that  it  was  red,  and  I  considered  myself  the  same. 

6668.  Do  you  wish  the  Commissioners  to  understand  all  your  previous  answers  as  to 
the  election  of  1847  in  the  sense  that  red  meant  blue  ? — I  voted  for  Mr.  Smythe  when 
he  came  in  as  a  conservative,  and  I  voted  for  him  then. 

6669.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  any  other  person  besides  Pout  ? — Only  the  10?. 
I  mentioned  before. 

6670.  In  1852  ?— No  ;  it  was  in  1847. 

6671.  You  were  speaking  of  1852  just  now  ? — The  two  last.  You  asked  me  if  I  had 
ever  received  any  other  money. 

6672.  At  the  last  election  the  amoimt  you  received  was  6Z.  10a.,  which  you  expended 
in  bujdng  two  votes  ? — Yes. 

6673.  You  have  heard  Mr.  Kelson's  evidence  ? — Yes. 

6674.  It  appears  then  you  have  some  information  to  give  with  respect  to  Brown  and 
Mr.  Kelson  ;  proceed  to  give  it  ? — I  stated  before  that  I  had  heard  from  current  report 
that  Brown  was  going  away,  and  I  could  not  recollect  at  the  time  where  I  got  that 
information  from.  I  have  since  recollected,  and  I  am  satisfied  where  I  heard  it  from  was 
Irons  or  Kelson,  or  both. 

6675.  And  you  did  receive  letters  from  Mr.  Kelson  in  his  absence? — I  received  one 
letter.  When  I  opened  it,  it  was  a  letter  inside  an  envelope.  There  was  not  a  word  of 
writing  in  that  letter,  and  the  letter  was  directed  to  his  wife. 

6676.  And  any  directed  to  Mr.  Pilcher  ?—  I  did  not  receive  any  for  Mr.  Pilcher. 

6677.  Were  you  similarly  employed  to  receive  letters  from  the  gentlemen  who  were 
at  Hull  ? — Oh  no.  I  was  not  aware  I  should  have  any  from  Mr.  Kelson  when  he  went 
away. 

6678.  Did  you  receive  any  letter  from  Mr.  White  or  Mr.  Brown? — I  never  knew 
him. 

6679.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  that  list  of  voters  which  you  handed  in  at  your  last  exa- 
mination was  not  prepared  by  you,  and  given*  to  Mr.  Blinks  ? — ^Every  name  of  those  that 
is  in  that  list  I  put  them  down  as  he  brought  them  to  me,  and  I  took  them,  three  or  four,  as 
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they  came^  to  the  eanvassing  clerk,  to  ask  if  those  names  had  promised,  and  as  they  said    James  Holland 

they  were  promised  I  oame  back  and  said,  "  These  men  have  promised,''  and  the  pen  was  .  -r— r 

put  across  them.  l?th  May  ISSS.  - 

6680.  You  have  had  an  opportunity  of  refreshing  your  memory  with  regard  to  that  . 
list.     How  many  of  those  persons  received  or  were  promised — I  do  not  say  from  you  or 

by  you— money  for  their  votes? — I  cannot  answer  that  question.     I  do  not  know  the 
men  at  alL     Never  saw  them. 

6681.  Do  you  know  whether  any  one  of  them  received  or  was  promised  anything  from' 
or  by  anybody  for  his  vote  ? — That  I  cannot  answer.  I  do  not  mean  I  never  saw 
them. 

6682.  I  ask  you  generally,  have  you  any  further  information  to  give  the  Commission 
upon  the  subject  on  which  you  were  examined  on  a  previous  day  ? — If  you  Avill  mention 
anything  to  lead  me  on  I  will  tell  you,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  anything. 

6683.  Can  you  give  us  the  names,  for  instance,  of  any  more  bribery  agents,  or  any 
more  persons  who  were  bribed  or  who  were  promised  ? — I  can  assure  you  I  do  not  know 
of  any  other  than  what  I  have  heard  reported  to-day.  I  do  not  know  of  any  more  than 
what  I  have  stated  myself 

6684.  Mr.  Pout  has  distinctly  stated,  that  according  to  his  course  of  business  he  would 
certainly  have  paid  you  money  for  any  votes  which  you  reported  yourself  to  have  secured; 
that  shows  you  were  a  recognized  bribery  agent  upon  the  red  side  ? — I  never  bribed  any - 
man  in  my  life. 

6685.  In  that  capacity,  what  fiirther  information  have  you  to  give  the  Commission  ? — 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  other  information,  otherwise  I  would  give  it  with  a  great  deal  of 
pleasure. 

6686.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  should  like  very  much  to  see  you  upon  some  ftiture ' 
occasion  ? — I  will  give  any  information  I  can  possibly  give  you. 

6687.  Who  is  Thomas  Taylor,  and  where  does  he  live  ?  the  person  you  gave  4sl.  lOs.  to 
for  the  vote  ? — Abbot's-place ;  the  same  as  Mr.  Mutton  spoke  of 

6688.  Is  he  a  shoemaker  ? — Yes. 

6689.  There  are  fether  and  son  ? — There  is  father  and  two  sons. 

6690.  Was  it  the  father,  or  one  of  the  sons  ? — One  of  the  sons. 


James  Kelson  recalled. 

6691.  You  gave  5/.  to  a  Thomas  Taylor ;  was  that  father  or  son  ? — Not  the  same 
party ;  not  the  same  family,  to  my  knowledge. 

6692.  Where  did  the  Thomas  Taylor  live  to  whom  you  gave  the  51  ? — I  think  he  lived 
at  Westgate. 

6693.  This  is  Thomas  Taylor  of  Abbot's-place,  shoemaker,  and  yours  is  a  Thomas 
Taylor  of  the  Black  Griffin-lane.  There  is  another  Thomas  Taylor  besides  the  two 
Thomas  Taylors  you  have  mentioned  ? — I  expect  there  are  a  great  many  Thomas  Taylors 
in  Canterbury. 

6694.  Voters  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  a  voter  or  not, — one  that  was  a  clerk 
to  Mr.  Pout  at  the  time. 


James  Kebon^ 


James  Holland  recalled. 

6695.  Do  you  know  which  Taylor  it  was  to  whom  Mutton  gave  the  money  ? — ^The 
same  man. 

6696.  The  same  man  that  you  gave  money  to  ? — Yes. 

6697.  At  the  same  election  ?--No ;  a  diflTerent  election. 

6698.  Yours  was  the  election  of  1852  ?— Yes. 

6699.  And  the  other  was  in  1847  ?— I  think  it  was  in  1847. 

6700.  And  not  in  1852  ?— Mine  was  in  1852. 


James  HMmeL 


John  Vincent  sworn,  and  examined. 

6701.  What  are  you  by  trade  or  profession  ? — I  am  a  bricklayer  by  trade,  and  a 
licensed  victualler. 

6702.  Do  you  keep  a  public-house  ? — Yes. 

6703.  What  is  the  name  ? — The  Bricklayers'  Arms,  Orchard-place,  St.  Dimstan's. 

6704.  How  long  have  you  been  a  voter  for  the  city  of  Canterbury  ? — Since  1841. 

6705.  Have  you  taken  an  active  part  in  the  elections  which  have  occurred  since  1841  ? 
— I  have. 

'    6706.  What  side  have  you  been  upon  ? — ^The  conservative  interest 

6707.  Is  that  synonymous  with  the  reds  ? — Yes. 

6708.  You  do  not  draw  the  distinction  which  Mr.  Holland  did,  that  whatever  side 
Mr.  Smythe  was  on  was  red  1 — ^No^  certainly  not.  > 

Dd  4 
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John  Vincent.  6709.  In  1841  wei-e  you  on  the  committee,  or  did  you  take  an  active  part  beyond  that 

! — —  of  an  active  canvasser  ? — An  active  canvasser ;  I  was  not  on  the  committee. 

19th  May  185S.         6710.  In  1847  were  you  on  the  committee  ? — No. 
^ 6711.  Did  you  know  Pout  in  1847  ?— I  did. 

6712.  Did  you  know  the  part  that  Pout  took  in  the  election  ? — 1  could  not  say  I  did 

6713.  You  do  now? — I  do  now. 

6714.  In  1847  were  you  aware  that  Pout  was  a  very  active  man  in  distributing  money 
bribes  ? — No,  I  was  not. 

6715.  Were  you  brought  in  communication  with  Pout  in  1852  ? — Yes. 

6716.  You  did  not  know  what  his  habits  were  ;  it  was  rather  ticklish  ground  to  go 
upon  ;  what  brought  you  first  in  communication  with  Pout  ? — I  was  solicited  to  assist  in 
the  canvass  by  Mr.  Thomas  White  Collard. 

6717.  That  would  be  nothing  more  than  an  ordinary  canvass  ? — That  is  true. 

6718.  Did  Collard  refer  you  to  Pout  ?— No. 

6719.  Did  you  get  into  closer  intimacy  with  Pout? — I  received  money  from  Mr.  Pout. 

6720.  When  was  that  ? — After  the  election. 

6721.  You  received  money  after  the  election  ? — Yes. 

6722.  How  much  ? — I  received  altogether  to  the  amount  of  60i. 

6723.  In  respect  of  what  did  you  receive  that  sum  of  601.  ? — I  received  151.  in  remune- 
ration for  my  services  for  about  five  or  six  weeks'  canvass  as  canvassing  clerk  ;  the  rest 
of  the  money  I  have  spent  for  the  purchase  of  votes  ;  some  portion  of  that  money  I  spent 
for  that. 

6724.  Had  you  come  to  any  arrangement  with  Mr.  Pout  previous  to  the  election  that 
you  were  to  secure  votes  by  the  promise  of  money  ? — No. 

6725.  Was  that  a  volunteer  on  your  part  ? — I  considered  it  was. 

6726.  Was  it  the  first  time  you  had  been  engaged  in  such  a  transaction  ?:— -The  first. 

6727.  How  did  you  know  that  your  paying  would  be  honoured  by  Mr.  Pout  ? — This 
sort  of  thing  generally  got  rumoured  about,  that  he  was  the  party  who  would  pay  for 
such  purposes.     I  cannot  say  that  I  received  any  information  from  any  one. 

6728.  I  suppose  you  knew  perfectly  well  you  would  be  paid  ? — Yes,  satisfied  of  that. 

6729.  If  you  had  gone  up  and  poUed  them  on  the  other  side  you  knew  also  perfectly 
well  you  would  have  been  paid  ? — I  have  never  had  any  connexion  with  the  other  side, 
so  that  I  cannot  answer  for  their  transactions. 

6730.  Who  told  you  that  Mr.  Pout  would  pay  ? — I  do  not  know ;  I  caimot  tax  my 
memory  with  any  individual. 

6731.  You  say  that  15/.  was  the  price  for  your  own  services  for  six  weeks  ? — ^Yes. 

6732.  Have  you  any  list  of  those  whom  you  paid  ? — I  have.  {The  witness  hands  in  a 
list)     That  is  all  I  can  recollect. 

6733.  Did  you  give  a  man  named  Thomas  Finn  5/.  ? — I  did. 

6734.  For  his  vote?— Yes. 

6735.  Who  is  Thomas  Finn  ? — I  do  not  know  exactly  where  he  resides.  At  that  time 
he  was  in  the  coal  trade ;  a  coal  carrier.     I  think  he  resides  at  Wincheap. 

6736.  Did  you  give  a  man  called  George  Broadbridge  5/.  ? — Yes. 

6737.  For  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

6738.  Where  does  he  live  ? — In  Ruttington  Lane. 

6739.  Did  you  pay  these  two  men  before  you  drew  the  money  from  Pout  ? — Yes. 

6740.  When  the  bargain  was  struck,  did  you  hand  them  the  money  ? — No ;  when  they 
had  voted  I  paid  them. 

^  "     -  6741.  Was  it  perfectly  well. understood  between  you  that  the  money  they  were  to 

receive  was  the  price  for  voting  ? — ^Yes. 

6742.  John  Goodwin ;  did  you  pay  him  51.  i — Yes. 

6743.  For  his  vote  also  ? — Yes. 

6744.  Where  does  he  live  ? — He  lives  at  the  Eight  BeUs  in  St.  Dunstan's. 

6745.  Is  he  a  licensed  victualler  ? — No  ;  a  lodger  there. 

6746.  Did  you  pay  James  Woollett  51,  for  his  vote  ? — I  could  not  recollect  whether  it 
was  51.  or  4Z.  10«. 

6747.  Was  it  one  or  the  other  ? — ^Yes.     It  is  only  taken  from  memory. 

6748.  Where  does  Woollett  live  ? — I  believe  he  lives  in  Ivy  Lane. 

6749.  Given  for  his  vote  ? — Yes. 

6750.  Did  you  pay  George  Woollett  51.  or  4tL  10s.  for  his  vote  ? — Yes. 

,..     .  6761.  Did  you  pay  George  Ells  51.  or  U.  10s.  for  his  vote? — Yes;   I  cannot  tax  my 

memory  which. 

6752.  Are  you  sure  it  was  George  Ells  ? — I  am  not  sure  whether  it  was  George  or 
Thomas  ;  his  name  was  Ells  ;  he  is  a  young  man. 

6758.  Does  he  live  in  Ivy  Lane  ? — Yes. 

6754.  Thomas  James  ?— Yes,  51 

6756.  For  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

6766.  How  much  had  you  got  left  for  yourself? — I  was  nothing  in  pocket  by  ii 

6757.  You  charge  canvassing  151.  and  expenses  5?.;  that  makes  20i.  for  you? — » 
Mr.  Kelson  in  his  examination  reminded  me  of  some  parties  I  engaged  the  same  as 
Hr.  Kelson  did. 

6768.  What  was  that  ? — Some  parties  to  defend  and  support  our  colours,  and  so  on. 
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6759.  Roughs  ? — Roughs.  John  Vincent 

6760.  One  item  which  he  put  down  you  omitted  ? — I  omitted.     I  knew  there  were             -— 
other  little  things  I  could  not  account  for.     Hearing  Mr.  Kelson  mention  it  this  morning,     19th  May  IS5S. 
it  reminded  me  of  it.  — — 

6761.  That  would  square  the  account,  probably  ? — This  I  paid  at  my  own  house. 

6762.  Did  you  give  bribes  to  any  other  voters  besides  those  you  have  mentioned  ? — 
Not  to  my  recollection, 

6763.  You  may  have  done,  but  you  do  not  recollect  ? — I  cannot  recollect ;  I  have  been 
trying.  I  made  no  memorandum  of  anything,  and  this  I  have  done  entirely  from 
memory. 

6764?.  This  exhausts  your  60Z.  ? — It  does  not  exactly,  because  I  forgot  one  sum.  There 
is  10/  here  ;  I  did  not  expend  all  that  money  in  employing  the  roughs.  I  might  have 
paid  otlier  little  things ;  I  cannot  tax  my  memory. 


George  Frederick  Smith  sworn,  and  examined.  George  F.  SmUk. 

6765.  Are  you  a  coachmaker  ? — Yes.  — — 

6766.  And  voter  of  the  city  of  Canterbury  ? — Yes. 

6767.  Freeman  or  householder,  or  both  ? — Both. 

6768.  Have  you  taken  an  active  part  in  the  elections  ? — Yes. 

6769.  When  did  you  first  begin  to  take  that  part  ? — Before  I  was  of  age. 

6770.  Which  was  the  first  election  in  which  you  took  an  active  part? — T  do  not 
recollect  the  date. 

6771.  1818?— No. 

6772.  Not  so  soon  as  that  ? — No. 

6773.  Did  you  take  an  active  part  in  elections  in  1841  ? — Yes. 

6774".  The  first  election  in  1841  ;  the  bye-election  between  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson  and 
Mr.Smythe?-Yes. 

()77»>.  What  was  the  part  you  took ;  have  you  always  acted  upon  the  Conservative 
side  ? — Yes  ;  in  the  distribution  of  the  colour  tickets. 

6776.  Did  you  take  any  other  part  besides  the  distribution  of  the  colour  tickets  ? — Not 
any  other  part  at  all. 

6777.  I  am  now  referring  to  the  first  election  of  1841  ? — In  any  election. 

6778.  Did  you  distribute  the  colour  tickets  in  1841  ?— Yes. 

6779.  Did  you  pay  the  colour  tickets  in  1841  ? — I  did. 

6780:  About  what  amount  of  colour  tickets  do  you  think  you  distributed  upon  that 
occasion  ? — I  cannot  say  exactly  ;  between  1,200?.  and  1,600/.  ;  I  should  think  so  ;  I  do 
not  know  exactly  ;  I  do  not  recollect  the  sum. 

6781.  What  were  those  colour  tickets  a-piece  ? — That  I  cannot  tell  you  now  ;  they 
varied  in  price  ;  thej'  have  not  always  been  the  same  ;  they  varied  at  different  elections  ; 
the  price  has  never  been  settled  until  after  the  election  is  over. 

6782.  Between  1,200/.  and  1,600/.  you  disbursed  at  that  election? — I  think  that  was 
the  amoimt ;  it  might  not  be  more  than  1,200/. 

6783.  Have  you  the  accounts  of  that  election  with  you? — liave  not  any;  it  might 
not  have  been  more  than  1,200/.,  and  it  might  have  been  1,600/.  I  may  confuse  it  in 
this  way  ;  I  was  concerned  in  the  county  elections  as  well,  and  I  took  precisely  the  same 
part  in  the  countj''  elections. 

6784.  Have  you  the  least  doubt  at  least  1,200/.  was  paid  by  you  for  colour  tickets  at 
the  election  in  1841  ;  the  single  handed  one  ?-  I  think  there  was  as  much  as  that. 

6785.  At  the  general  election  in  1841,  which  was  a  few  months  after  this  election, 
were  you  engaged  in  the  same  capacity  ? — Precisely  the  same. 

6786.  About  what  sum  of  money  did  you  expend  in  the  colour  tickets  at  that  election  ? 
—I  cannot  tell  you  the  amount ;  if  I  were  to  say  a  sum  it  would  be  chance. 

6787.  What  do  you  tliink  ?— i?700/.,  800/.,  or  900/. 

6788.  In  1847  did  you  take  the  same  part? — What  election  was  that  ? 

6789.  The  election  in  wliich  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe  were  upon  the 
one  side,  and  Lord  Pelham  Clinton  and  Mr.  Vance  upon  the  other  side.  About  what  sum 
of  money  do  you  think  you  expended  at  that  election  ? — I  cannot  recollect  the  amount. 

6790.  Not  the  exact  amount,  but  a  rough  calculation  ?— About  the  same  as  the  last. 

6791.  i^700,  800/.  or  900/.?- Yes. 

6792.  In  the  last  election  of  1852  you  took  the  same  part  again  ? — Precisely. 

6793.  What  sum  of  money  did  you  pay  then  in  colour  tickets  ? — I  can  give  you  the 
exact  amount ;  that  is  fresh  in  my  memory.     The  colour  tickets  were  365/.  108. 

6794.  You  have  only  that  one  item  ?— Yes,  and  refreshment  tickets. 

6795.  How  much  refreshment  tickets  ? — £59  lOs. 

()796.  Have  you  any  other  items  that  you  expended  ? — No ;  only  the  money  I  received 
and  the  balance  struck. 

6797.  Did  you  take  this  from  any  books  in  your  possession  ? — No ;  only  from  memory. 

6798.  Did  you  pay  425/.  for  colour  tickets  and  refreshment  tickets,  and  did  you  receive 
cash  from  Dr.  Lochee,  420Z.  ? — Yes. 

6799.  Leaving  due  to  you  5/.  ? — Yes  ;  that  is  right. 
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O    O  Two    holes 
punched  in  ^  card. 


•218    EVIDENCE  taken  bi3x>re  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  inquibe  into 

6800.  And  were  there  refreshment  tickets  at  the  other  elections  you  have  mentioned, 
besides  colour  tickets  ? — They  have  always  been  given.  Those  refreshment  tickets  are  for 
the  bearers  of  the  colours  ;  they  do  not  go  when  the  colour  tickets  are  issued. 

6801.  When  are  those  refreshment  tickets  given  ? — I  promise  a  refreshment  ticket  when 
the  procession  is  arranged  in  the  morning,  if  they  bring  the  colours  home,  and  behave 
well ;  that  they  shall  have  a  refreshment  ticket  at  niglit. 

6802.  Is  it  the  practice  to  issue  refreshment  tickets  to  all  the  persons  to  whom  you 
give  colour  tickets  ? — Certainly  not.  I  think  you  will  .find  the  number  in  that  paper  I 
have  delivered  in  does  not  correspond. 

6803.  I  see  at  the  first  election  you  paid  731  colour  tickets  ? — Yes.  Now  each  man  has 
two  refreshment  tickets ;  a  refreshment  ticket  on  eaoh  day,  one  on  the  nomination  day 
and  the  polling. 

6804.  The  refreshment  tickets  are  here  l,190i? — Yes;  it  should  be  l,500i  It  gave 
great  offence  to  many  who  did  not  attend,  that  I  would  not  give  them  refreshment 
tickets.  • 

6805.  As  &r  as  you  could  you  restricted  the  distribution  of  the  refi'eshment  tickets  to 
persons  whom  you  believed  were  actually  engaged  in  carrying  the  colours  ? — As  far  as  I 
could  judge. 

6806.  In  carrying  and  defending  the  colours  ? — Yes.  This  ticket  which  has  been  put 
into  my  hand  has  not  been  paid. 

6807.  Is  that  a  refreshment  ticket  ? — No ;  this  is  a  colour  ticket. 

[The  ticket  was  handed  in,  and  was  as  follows :] 


(l.S.) 


O        O 


fV^  Pitcher. 


6808.  Have  you  a  refreshment  ticket  ? — Yes. 

[It  was  handed  in,  and  was  as  follows :] 


(l.8,) 


Mackelden. 


Tliey 


This  ticket  has  not  oeen  paid  ;  that  has  been  bought  by  somebody,  and  kept  back 
endeavoured  to  trip  us  up.     Mr.  Aris  had  two  or  three  of  these  in  his  pocket. 

6809.  How  do  you  know  a  ticket  that  has  been  paid  from  one  that  has  not  ? — As  soon 
as  I  pay  a  ticket  I  tear  the  seal  off. 

6810.  Does  that  represent  one  that  has  been  paid? — No  ;  this  has  not  been  paid. 

6811.  And  this  {holding  up  a/nother)  ;  has  that  been  paid  ? — No. 

6812.  When  they  are  paid  you  tear  off  the  seals  ? — Yes. 

6813.  From  whom  did  you  receive  in  1847  the  money  which  you  expended  in  the 
pajrment  of  the  colour  tickets  ? — Who  were  the  candidates  ? 

6814.  Lord  Albert  Conjmgham  and  Mr.  Smythe  on  the  one  side,  and  Mr.  Vance  and 
Lord  Pelham  Clinton  on  the  other  ? — I  cannot  say  exactly  whether  it  was  Mr.  Walker  or 
Mr.  Pout ;  I  have  been  concerned  for  so  many,  and  received  moujey  from  so  many,  at 
different  elections. 

6815.  Did  you  receive  it  at  different  times  or  at  one  time  ? — All  in  one  amoimt  after 
the  election  ;  some  time  after.  When  I  get  the  tickets  in,  then  I  count  them  over,  and  see 
what  money  I  want. 

6816.  Have  you  got  any  accounts  of  the  election  of  1847  ? — No,  not  of  that  election. 

6817.  You  kept  accounts  at  the  time,  I  suppose? — No,  I  did  not. 

6818.  Did  you  set  down  the  names  of  persons  who  applied  for  tickets  ? — ^Yes. 

6819.  Did  you  put  them  down  in  a  book? — They  did  not  apply  to  me  for  tickets. 
Reconmiendations  were  sent  in  from  all  the  different  parts  of  the  city  by  different  trades- 
people and  gentlemen  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  they  went  to  the  committee-rooms.  I 
know  when  a  recommendation  has  been  to  the  committee-room,  and  then  it  is  brought 
to  me. 

6820.  All  you  had  to  do  with  it  was  to  pay  the  ticket  ? — After  a  recommendation  had 
gone  to  the  committee-room,  I  always  knew  whether  it  had  or  not  by  a  mark,  and  then 
I  issued  that  ticket.  I  would  not  issue  a  ticket  without  it  had  gone  to  the  conmiittee- 
room. 

6821.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  colour  tickets  previous  to  the  election  ? — They 
were  all  issued  previous  to  the  election. 

6822.  You  issued  them  yourself? — Yes,  T  did  ;  every  ticket,  I  believe. 

6823.  What  took  place  when  you  issued  the  tickets  ? — In  what  way  ? 
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6824.  Did  a  person  apply  to  you  for  a  ticket  ?— -These  recommendations  would  go  to   Cht^ge  F:  9mA. 
the  conunittee-room,  and  the  parties  would  bring  the  recommendations  to  me,  and  I  gav€  ■ 

them  a  ticket.  19th  May  1  SfiS. 

6825.  What  did  you  do  with  the  recommendations  ? — Threw  them  in  the  fire  as  sooh        - 
as  I  delivered  the  ticket ;  they  were  of  no  use  afterwards. 

6826.  You  did  not  put  down  in  a  book  the  name  of  the  party  to  whom  you  gave  the 
ticket  ? — Yes  ;  a  little  memorandum. 

6827.  Have  you  the  memorandum  ?^— No  ;  those  were  all  burnt  with  the  tickets. 

6828.  In  1847  ?— Yes,  soon  after  the  election. 

6829.  Have  you  a  memorandum  of  the  names  in  1852  ? — Oh  no. 

6830.  Were  they  burnt  in  the  same  manner  ? — Yes,  aU  destroyed.  It  was  no  use  my 
keeping  them  after  the  tickets  were  issued. 

6831.  The  same  sjrstem  that  you  pursued  in  1841  ? — Nearly  the  same.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  was  exactly  ;  there  might  be  some  variation. 

6832.  Why  did  you  destroy  them  ? — After  I  issue  the  ticket  the  reeonmiendation  is  of 
no  use  to  me.  They  are  like  bank  notes  ;  they  are  sure  to  come  in ;  they  know  where 
they  are  made  payable. 

6833.  Did  you  not  think  it  as  well  to  destroy  them  in  case  that  investigation  should 
be  made  before  a  committee  ? — No  ;  there  was  no  service  to  keep  them. 

6834.  At  any  of  these  elections  have  you  had  anything  to  do  with  direct  bribery  ? — 
Not  at  all.  • 

6836.  No  monies  passed  through  your  hands  for  the  purpose  of  direct  bribery  ? — No. 

6836.  You  understand  what  I  mean  ? — Yes  ;  money  bribery. 

6837.  Were  you  in  communication  with  either  of  the  cancfidates  at  the  last  election  of 
1852  ? — In  what  way  ?     I  frequently  saw  them  at  the  committee-rooms. 

6838.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  them  ? — Oh  yes,  frequently,  and  in  the  street 
too  ;  frequently  met  them. 

6839.  Am  I  to  take  it  at  all  the  elections  you  have  mentioned  you  have  been  a 
member  of  the  committee  ? — Yes.  I  have  mentioned  the  county  elections ;  I  have  not 
been  a  member  of  that  committee,  but  I  have  taken  some  part  in  those. 

6840.  Look  at  that  list.  {Handing  a  list  to  the  witness.)  That  I  understand  is  the  list 
given  in  on  the  part  of  the  petitioners  before  the  Election  Committee,  as  containing  the 
names  of  persons  who  are  alleged  to  have  been  bribed  by  receiving  colour  tickets  ? — ^All 
these  names  are  very  familiar  to  me ;  they  have  been  before  me  at  so  many  elections ; 
the  same  thing  over  and  over  agaia.     I  do  not  know  the  parties. 

6841.  Does  that  list  contain  the  names  of  the  persons  or  many  of  the  persons  to  whom 
you  gave  colour  tickets  in  1852  ? — Yes,  many  of  them. 

6842.  Look  over  the  other  page  ? — Yes  ;  all  these  names  are  very  £ajniliar.  They  have 
got  more  names  down  than  I  have,  I  think.  These  names  are  very  familiar  ;  I  have  had 
them  under  my  eyes  almost  every  election. 

6843.  What  we  wish  to  know  is,  do  you  see  any  name  there  which  you  know  is  not 
the  name  of  a  man  who  received  a  colour  ticket  at  the  last  election  ? — It  is  impossible 
for  me  to  telL 

6844.  Do  you  think  that  represents  a  correct  list  of  them  ? — I  cannot  say  that. 

6845.  A  pretty  correct  list  ? — Yes ;  these  names  have  been  over  and  over  again  before 
me.  We  are  upon  the  city  election  now  ;  but  many  of  these  came  imder  my  eye  at  the 
county  elections.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  recollect  which  of  the  three  elections  last 
year ;  whether  at  the  two  coimty  elections,  or  the  one  city  election. 

6846.  Are  they  voters,  or  persons  who  receive  colour  tickets  not  being  voters  ? — That 
I  do  not  know. 

6847.  Do  the  countrymen  have  colour  tickets  also  ? — Just  the  same. 

6848.  At  county  elections? — Yes;  precisely  the  same ;  there  \a  nothing  new  in  this ;  it 
has  all  been  known  to  everybody ;  these  two  last  county  elections  the  same ;  I  distributed 
colour  tickets  in  precisely  the  same  way. 

6849.  The  names  of  the  persons  on  those  colour  tickets,  are  those  the  names  of  the 
voters,  or  the  names  of  the  persons  reconmiended  ? — The  names  of  the  persons  recom- 
mended.    I  do  not  know  the  Christian  names,  and  they  might  be  sons  for  what  I  know. 

6850.  The  persons  upon  that  list  are  the  voters  who  are  alleged  to  have  been  bribed 
by  taking  these  colour  tickets  ? — That  I  cannot  say. 

6851.  Not  persons  recommended  ? — Do  you  find  a  Christian  name  on  that  ? 

6852.  I  thought  you  said  you  burnt  them  all  ? — The  recommendations  I  have  burnt. 

6853.  Where  are  the  colour  tickets  ? — There  is  one. 

6854.  Where  are  the  others  ? — All  burnt ;  I  have  paid  them. 

6855.  You  destroyed  them  after  you  paid  them  ? — Yes. 

6856.  Look  again  at  those  names  in  that  list ;  those  are  the  names  of  persons  alleged 
to  have  been  bribed  for  receiving  colour  tickets  ? — That  I  cannot  say  anything  about. 
Every  colour  ticket  I  delivered  I  asked  the  person  if  he  was  a  voter  ?  If  he  said,  "  Yes," 
I  did  not  give  him  a  ticket.     I  did  not  give  a  ticket  to  a  voter  without  he  told  me  a  lie. 

6857.  How  came  you  to  say,  on  looking  over  that  list,  you  believed  it  to  contain  a 
pretty  correct  accoimt  of  persons  who  had  received  colour  tickets  1 — Yea  I  see  the 
name  of  James  Claggett  here  for  instance  ;  that  ticket  would  be  made  out  in  the  name 
of  William  Claggett  lor  what  I  know.     I  do  not  know  James  from  William.    . 
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(Smrge  F,  Smith.         6858.  It  would  be  generally  the  sons  of  the  voters  that  came,  would  it  not  ? — Yes,  the 

sons  might  come  for  them. 

19th  May  1858,         6859.  Then  you  did  not  object,  did  you  ?— Not  at  alL     If  a  vote  was  to  have  been 
■  obtained  it  would  have  been  obtained  by  giving  the  colour  ticket. 

6860.  I  understand  you  even  if  you  had  the  tickets  that  would  not  give  us  the 
infonnation  in  respect  of  what  voter  they  were  given  to  ? — Not  at  all 

6861.  The  only  papers  or  documents  which  would  give  us  that  information  would  be 
the  applications  ? — Certainly. 

6862.  And  those  applications  are  all  burnt  I — I  burnt  them  as  I  delivered  the  tickets. 

6863.  Are  you  enabled  to  give  us  the  names  of  any  voters  who  made  applications  for 
colour  tickets  at  any  of  the  elections  in  which  you  were  ? — They  did  not  apply  to  me. 

6864.  They  sent  you  applications  ? — The  applications  go  to  the  committee. 

6865.  And  you  do  not  know  anything  about  them  ?— After  it  has  passed  the  committee 
— I  know  whether  the  application  has  gone  to  the  committee  or  not — after  it  has  passed 
the  committee,  I  issue  the  ticket,  and  that  takes  all  the  responsibility  off  my  shoulders. 

6866.  Used  you  to  keep  in  your  possession  the  colours  in  the  intervals  between  the 
different  elections  ?— Yes,  and  have  them  now,  the  whole  of  them,  for  the  county  and 
city  both. 

6867.  Is  there  any  understanding  with  reference  to  those  colours,  or  anything  said  in 
reference  to  those  colours  to  the  candidates  who  come  forward  in  the  Conservative 
interest  ? — In  what  way  ? 

6868.  With  respect  to  any  money  being  given  for  the  use  of  them  ? — No. 

6869.  None  ? — They  belong  to  the  candidates  ;  they  are  in  my  custody. 

6870.  Mr.  Gipps  and  Mr.  Johnstone  were  the  candidates  on  the  Conservative  side  then  ? 
—Yes. 

6871.  Perhaps  at  another  election  those  two  gentlemen  might  not  be  the  candidates, 
but  two  other  gentlemen  on  the  Conservative  side  ;  what  woidd  be  then  the  course  ? — 
The  committee,  or  a  portion  of  the  committee,  would  come  and  look  over  them,  and  see 
what  would  do  for  them  then,  and  for  those  that  would  not  do  they  would  order  new 
ones. 

6872.  Would  any  communication  take  place  between  the  committee  and  the  candidates 
as  to  the  course  that  might  be  adopted  with  reference  to  the  price  of  those  colours  ?— 
Many  elections  back  they  used  to  be  valued  to  the  different  candidates  that  came  forward. 
I  used  to  put  a  price  upon  them  ;  the  value  of  them.     Of  late  years  it  has  not  been  so. 

6873.  What  is  the  value  of  the  colours  in  your  possession  now  ? — I  could  not  tell  you, 
I  have  got  so  many ;  they  would  cover  an  acre  of  groimd  and  more. 

6874.  Silk?— Yes. 

6875.  How  much  would  it  cost  to  replace  them  ? — The  whole  of  them  ? 

6876.  Yes  ? — It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say  ;  a  large  amount. 

6877.  <f  500  or  600i.?— More  than  that. 

6878.  jg>l,000  ?— Yes. 

6879.  Is  nothing  paid  by  the  candidate  for  the  use  of  those  colours  ? — There  used  to 
be  ;  they  used  to  be  valued  to  them,  and  then  they  became  their  propeiiy. 

6880.  The  colours  that  are  in  your  possession  now  consist  partly  of  new  colours  that 
were  supplied  at  the  last  election,  and  partly  of  colours  tliat  had  been  used  at  the 
previous  election  ? — Yes. 

6881.  Was  any  thing  paid  by  the  candidates  at  the  last  election  for  the  use  of  the 
colours  that  had  been  employed  in  the  previous  elections  ? — No. 

6882.  Was  any  money  paid  in  184)7  upon  thai>  account  ? — No.  That  was  Mr.  Smythe's 
election? 

6883.  No ;  Lord  Pelham  Clinton  and  Vance's  election.  Were  they  used  in  1847  ? — 
Conyngham  and  Smythe,  at  that  election  ? 

6884.  Conyngham  and  Smythe  were  against  those  two  gentlemen  ? — There  was  notliing 
paid  then. 

6885.  Was  anything  paid  in  1841  for  the  use  of  the  old  colours  ? — I  cannot  recollect 
now.     For  Mr.  Lushington  they  were  valued  ;  from  liim  to  the  next  candidate. 

6886.  Who  was  the  next  candidate  ;  do  you  know  ?—  I  do  not. 

6887.  Do  you  know  whether  they  were  valued  to  Mr.  Smythe  in  1841  when  he  first 
stood  ? — ^No. 

6888.  You  do  not  know  ? — No  ;  there  was  nothing  valued. 

6889.  In  1837  Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr.  Gipps  were  the  candidates ;  that  was  after 
Mr.  Lushington  retired.  Do  you  know  whether  the  colours  were  valued  to  them  ? — I  have 
some  faint  recollection  that  they  were. 

6890.  Have  you  a  faint  recollection  of  what  the  sum  was  at  which  they  were  valued  ? 
— It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say. 

6891.  I  do  not  mean  the  exact  sum  ? — I  do  not  recollect  what  it  was. 

6892.  And  you  do  not  know  whether  they  were  valued  to  Mr.  Smythe  in  1841  ? — Yes. 
They  were  not  valued  to  him. 

6893.  Nor  were  they  valued  at  any  subsequent  election  on  your  side,  to  the  best  of 
your  knowledge  ? — No. 

6894.  Is  that  so  ? — I  do  not  think  they  were  valued  after  that. 

6895.  You  do  not  think  they  were  valued  since  Mr.  Smythe  came  ? — No. 
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6896.  Can  you  tell  me  how  much  was  charged  in  the  election  accounts  in  1852    George  F.  Smith. 
to  Gipps  and  Johnstone  for  colours  ? — It  stands  in  my  ledger.     You  can  have  that,  if  — . 

you  choose.  19th  May  1853. 

6897.  I  do  not  mean  the  colour  tickets,  but  the  colours  by  that  name  ? — That  is  in 

my  ledger. 

6898.  Have  you  got  it  here  ?— No. 

6899.  Can  you  not  recollect  in  round  numbers  what  it  was  ?— I  could  not.  I  can  tell 
you  what  amount  it  is  the  last  election. 

6900.  That  is  what  I  ask  you ;  Messrs.  Gipps  and  Jolmstone  ? — I  can  tell  you  that 
amount. 

6901.  What  did  you  charge  them  for  colours  ?— That  was  February  1841. 

6902.  No ;  that  is  Smythe  ?— Then  this  is  what  was  charged  to  Smythe :  I  think 
Mr.  Smythe,  in  his  evidence  said  sometliing  like  1,000Z.  was  charged. 

6903.  What  was  it  ?— The  amount  was  ISSl.  19«. 
6904..  In  1841  ?— Yes. 

6905.  Which  election  was  that  ? — The  single-handed  contest. 

6906.  The  first  or  second  ? — The  second. 

6907.  The  bye  election  ?— Yea 

6908.  Are  you  sure  of  that  ? — That  is  the  extract  fi:om  my  ledger ;  you  may  see  it. 

6909.  Tell  me  how  much  it  cost  Messrs.  Gipps  and  Johnstone  in  1852  ? — I  could  not 
without  I  have  my  ledger  here  ;  I  think  it  was  about  113/. 

6910.  Colours  ? — Colours,  and  ribbons  for  decorating  them. 

6911.  Did  you  not  say  just  now  that  to  purchsae  a  new  set  of  colours  would  be  some- 
thii^  like  700/.  or  1,000/.  ?— That  is  what  Mr.  Smythe  states. 

6912.  Supposing  you  were  now  to  pm*chase  a  new  set  of  colours  to  replace  what  you 
have  ? — ^All  that  I  have  in  my  possession  would  cost  that  amount. 

6913.  Do  you  mean  it  would  cost  that  amount  according  to  election  prices  or  according 
to  hit  prices  ? — Fair  prices.  You  do  not  understand  what  I  mean.  The  colours  I  have 
in  my  custody  are  not  only  Messrs.  Gipps  and  Johnstone's  colours  ;  I  have  some  of  Sir 
Edward  Knatchbull  s  colom^,  and  I  have  some  of  Mr.  Deede  s  colours. 

6914.  The  conservative  colours  ? — Yes. 

6915.  And  any  gentleman  that  comes  forward  has  the  conservative  colours  brought 
out  in  addition  to  his  own  ?7-No,  not  exactly  so.  Mr.  Smythe's  colours  never  went  out 
for  anybody  else. 

6916.  Do  you  remember  his  claiming  them  ? — I  da 

6917.  Do  you  swear  that  no  charge  has  been  made  to  any  candidate,  within  your 
knowledge,  for  colours  which  had  not  been  bonH  fide  and  actually  expended  in  the 
purchase  of  them  ?— I  do  not  say  that. 

6918.  Tell  us  what  you  do  mean? — I  say  they  have  not  been  valued.  Anything  that 
came  in  and  was  of  service,  that  could  be  used,  they  were  used  for  the  next  candidate, 
altered,  and  a  charge  was  made  for  the  alteration. 

6919.  I  ask  you  what  charge  was  made.  Do  you  mean  to  say  all  the  charges  that  have 
been  made  on  the  candidates,  and  which  they  have  had  to  pay  under  the  head  of  colours, 
has  been  bon&  fide  incurred  for  the  purchase  of  those  colours  ? — Yes ;  the  fiill  value  of  what 
has  been  charged. 

6920.  I  should  like  you  to  explain  what  you  said  just  now  about  the  colour  tickets  at 
the  county  elections.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  tliat  at  the  county  elections  there  are 
as  many  colour  tickets  distributed  and  applied  for  here  in  Canterbury  as  at  the  city  elec- 
tions ? — ^Not  so  many. 

6921.  Tell  me  how  many  ? — It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say  ;  I  did  not  keep  an 
account. 

6922.  How  many  do  you  suppose,  on  an  average  ? — I  should  think  the  first  county 
election  in  the  last  year  there  were  500  or  600  issued. 

6923.  Issued,  or  applications  ;  which  ? — Issued. 

6924.  Are  they  county  electors  that  apply  for  those,  through  city  electors,  or  do  the 
coimty  electors  apply  direct  ? — Both  city  and  county  apply. 

6925.  And  to  whom  do  they  apply  ? — To  me. 

6926.  Whom  do  you  represent ;  the  county  conservative  party  or  the  city  conservative 
party  ? — Both,  on  that  occasion ;  at  least  I  send  them  to  the  committee-room,  and  they 
are  passed  there. 

6927.  Whose  committee-room  ? — Whosoever  it  is. 

6928.  Suppose  it  is  a  county  election,  to  the  county  election  committee-room  here  in 
Canterbury  ? — Yes. 

6929.  -Ajid  supposing  the  county  and  the  city  election  are  going  on  at  the  same  time  ? 
— It  never  does. 

6930.  Supposing  such  a  thing  to  happen,  would  you  still  represent  both,  do  you  think  ? 
—  Yes,  I  might  do  so. 

6931.  The  canvass  might  b<?  going  on  at  the  same  time  ? — Yes. 

6932.  Is  there  no  limit  determined  on  by  the  committee  as  to  the  issuing  of  colour 
tickets ;  as  to  what  extent  they  will  issue  them  ? — That  I  cannot  say ;  they  go  on  as  long 
as  they  please  in  the  committee-room ;  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  that, 
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George  F.  SmM.        6933.  Tell  us, — at  the  last  election, — ^to  what  extent  at  the  last  election  were  Mr.  Gipps 

and  Mr.  Johnstone's  committee  prepared  to  issue  colour  tickets  ? — That  I  cannot  say. 

Idth  May  1853.         6934.  Supposing  the  whole  constituency  had  applied  for  colour  tickets,  would  they. 
■  have  issued  them  ? — I  think  they  would.     They  were  determined  to  win,  and  a  colour 

ticket  would  not  have  stopped  them. 

6935.  And  that  was  Imown? — Oh,  generally  known;  publicly  known,  and  issued 
publicly. 

6936.  Had  you  frequent  conversation  with  the  two  candidates  before  their  election  ? — 
I  never  had  any  conversation  with  them  upon  the  colour  tickets  or  anything  of  that  sort. 
I  talked  about  the  election. 

6937.  You  avoided  the  subject  of  colour  tickets  ? — Yes. 

6938.  Why  did  you  not  communicate  to  them  the  £act  that  your  former  member, 
Mr.  Stephen  LushingtOn,  had  abandoned  the  practice  long  ago,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
having  been  advised  thereto  by  Sir  Nicholas  Tindal  ? — I  was  not  aware  of  that  advice. 

6939.  You  were  surely  aware  that  the  committee  had  made  the  opinion  of  Sir  Nicholas 
Tindal  the  ground  of  a  resolution  which  must  have  been  pretty  notorious,  one  would  think, 
to  your  party  ? — I  never  heard  it  before  he  read  it  here. 

6940.  Have  you  never  heard  that  the  practice  had  been  abandoned  ? — No. 

6941.  How  long  ago  does  your  recollection  extend  ? — I  have  a  very  bad  recollection. 

6942.  Do  you  recollect  the  malpractices  of  your  opponents  better  than  the  malprac- 
tices of  your  friends  ?--Not  at  alL 

6943.  You  recollect  the  election  of  1826  ? — Yes,  I  recollect  it.  Whose  election  wa& 
that? 

6944.  You  do  not  recollect  that  you  had  no  colour  ticket  to  distribute  in  that  year  ? — 
Was  there  a  contest. 

6945.  You  heard  what  Mr.  Lushington  said,  that  the  resolutions  were  made  that  no 
colour  tickets  should  be  issued  ? — There  were  colour  tickets  issued,  I  think,  in  1826.  I 
do  not  exactly  recollect  anything  that  occurred  then. 

6946.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  at  Mr.  Lushington's  subsequent  elections  colour  tickets 
were  issued  ? — Yes. 

6947.  After  his  election  ? — After  his  election. 

6948.  Subsequent  to  1820  ? — Oh  yes,  subsequent  to  that. 

6949.  After  the  time  .he  spoke  of  Lis  having  consulted  Mr.  Tindal  ? — I  never  heard 
anything  about  that  until  I  heard  his  evidence  here. 

6950.  After  that  time  ?— Yes. 

6951.  Did  I  understand  you  just  now  to  say  that  there  were  no  colour  tickets  issued 
unless  there  was  a  contest  ? — I  do  not  recollect  an  instance. 

6952.  Supposing  a  conservative  candidate  to  come  forward,  and  nobody  to  oppase  him, 
and  he  was  elected^  would  there  be  no  colour  tickets  applied  for  ? — There  might  be  a  few, 
just  to  carry  the  banners  about. 

6953.  You  would  issue  them  ? — Yes ;  the  men  would  be  paid  on  the  tickets. 

6954.  But  in  this  way,  by  colour  tickets ;  would  the  voters  send  in  their  applications, 
and  get  them  in  the  same  way  as  if  there  was  a  contest  ? — I  expect  not.  I  do  not  think 
they  would  be  granted  in  such  a  case  as  that,  if  there  was  no  contest. 

6955.  It  is  only  when  there  is  a  contest  ? — That  is  only  my  opinion  upon  it.  They 
are  granted  by  the  committee. 

6956.  Then  it  is,  in  point  of  fact,  intended  to  secure  their  votes  ? — Oh,  no  doubt  of  it. 

6957.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  never  thought  that  was  bribery  until  you  heard  the 
opinion  of  the  committee  the  other  day  ? — Never.  It  has  always  been  the  custom  on 
both  sides  in  this  city  and  county. 

6958.  Why  did  you  and  the  other  committee-men  allow  Messrs.  Johnson  and  Gipps  to 
remain  in  ignorance  on  those  points  ? — We  never  had  any  conversation  with  the  candi- 
date on  such  subjects. 

6959.  Why  not  ? — I  cannot  tell  you  why  not.     Why  should  we  ? 

6960.  Had  you  not  heard  your  opponents  were  not  going  to  issue  colour  tickets  ? — I 
heard  they  were. 

6961.  Had  you  not  heard  of  a  trap,  to  use  their  expression  ? — I  had  ;  I  did  afterwards ; 
several  traps  set. 

6962.  You  had  not  heard  of  it  till  you  had  committed  yourself  to  the  thing  ?—  Oh  no ; 
and  I  knew  they  were  purchasing  up  the  tickets  afterwards  for  the  purpose.  One  or  two 
I  stopped  ;  they  came  in  a  false  name.  Maurice  Saunders  sent  his  son  in  a  fiilse  name  to 
get  a  ticket,  oiJy  one  of  my  lads  about  the  premises  happened  to  know  the  boy.  I  had 
had  some  information  given  to  me  previously,  that  young  Saunders  was  coming  with  So- 
and-so's  ticket ;  so  that  it  is  evident  there  was  a  trap. 

6963.  That  was  for  the  purpose  of  proving  a  case  of  colour  tickets  against  your  party  ? 
— To  prove  they  had  received  a  colour  ticket  in  my  handwriting  ;  I  suppose  there  is  no 
doubt  about  that.  I  have  no  doubt  Mr.  Aris  can  give  you  every  information,  because 
there  were  persons  employed  to  do  it. 

6964.  No  doubt  that  it  was  done  ? — We  did  not  conceal  the  question  ;  nothing  was 
^  done  in  secret,  and  they  were  aU  paid  in  public. 

6965.  Do  you  know  Bartholomew  Barnard  ? — ^No. 
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6966.  Do  you  remember  a  recommendation  from  Bartholomew  Barnard  for  a  colour    George  F.  Smith. 
ticket  in  1852  ? — No,  I  do  not  remember  ;  he  might  have  had  one  for  ought  I  know.     I  — 

do  not  recollect  the  nama  19th  Maj  1853, 

6967.  Who  would  know  ? — No  one.  

6968.  Do  you  mean  to  say  if  any  one  unknown  to  you  were  to  send  for  a  colour 
ticket,  or  if  I  were  to  send  to  you  for  a  colour  ticket,  I  should  get  one,  although  personally 
imknown  to  you  ? — Six  or  seven  months  after  I  could  not  recollect.  If  it  had  been  the 
day  after  I  might  have  recollected  it. 

6969.  Were  any  colour  tickets  issued  in  1852  for  more  than  5«.  a  day  ? — No.  The 
price  was  not  set  until  after  the  election  ;  no  one  knew  the  price  till  I  paid  them. 

6970   Were  colour  tickets  issued  for  more  than  two  days  ? — No. 

6971.  What  could  a  colour  ticket  for  16«.  be  ? — I  do  not  know  of  one. 

6972.  Do  you  deny  there  was  such  a  ticket  as  a  15«.  ticket  ? — Yes. 

6973.  You  da  deny  it  ?— I  do. 

6974.  There  was  no  such  thing  given  by  anybody  in  1852  ? — Not  by  me. 

6975.  Was  there  anybody  else  that  could  give  them  ? — I  tell  you  why  I  think  they 
are  under  a  mistake.  To  distinguish  the  county  tickets  fix)m  the  city  tickets,  I  issueii 
blue  tickets.  They  were  caUed  coloured  tickets,  and  not  colour  tickets.  In  the  Minutes 
of  the  House  of  Commons  they  were  called  colour  tickets.  They  were  county  tickets  ; 
they  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  city. 

6976.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  never  gave  a  coloured  county  ticket  to  secure  a  vote 
for  the  dty  ?— I  do. 

6977.  Was  such  a  thing  possible  by  accident  ? — No  ;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that. 

6978.  Was  it  not  possible  that  a  coloured  ticket  would  get  into  a  box  where  the 
colour  tickets  were  kept,  and  so  get  to  a  dty  voter  ? — Oh  no.  When  I  issued  the  city 
tickets  they  were  all  in  circulation  about  the  town  before  I  issued  the  country  ones  ;  it 
was  a  broad  distinction,  that,  coming,  to  me  I  should  know  one  from  the  other  to 
pay  them. 

6979.  You  deny  you  issued  a  coloured  ticket  for  15«.  to  any  voter  at  the  dty 
election? — I  never  gave  a  I5«.  ticket  to  any  body. 

6980.  Do  you  thmk  anybody  else  could  have  done  it  ? — I  do  not  know  what  others 
could  have  done. 

6981.  Who  acted  besides  yourself? — ^No  one  in  the  ticket  department 

6982.  Then  you  do  know  whether  anybody  else  could  do  it  or  not  ? — I  do  not  believe 
there  was  such  a  thing  given  as  a  158.  ticket. 

6983.  Do  you  say  it  was  impossible  ?  —Yes. 

6984.  Is  tnere  any  difference  in  the  price  between  the  country  tickets  and  the  city? — 
I  paid  the  same  this  time  for  the  county.  I  have  paid  68.  and  79.,  ^nd  more  than  that ; 
I  have  paid  10«. 

6985.  What  is  the  highest  you  have  ever  paid  for  the  city? —  Six  shillings.  This 
election  cost  less  than  any  election  I  can  remember,  and  there  was  less  bribery  going 
on  at  this  election  than  I  ever  knew. 

6986.  In  1852? -At  the  1852  election. 

6987. — On  both  sides  ? — Where  I  have  paid  hundreds  this  election  for  colour  tickets, 
I  have  paid  thousands  before. 

6988.  What  did  you  pay  in  1847  for  colour  tickets?  You  say  between  7  or  8  and 
900  ?  -  That  is  for  the  city. 

6989.  We  are  talking  about  the  city,  in  1852.  You  paid  about  425Z.  for  colour  tickets 
and  refreshments  ? — That  is  the  smallest  sum  that  I  ever  paid  for  colour  tickets. 

6990.  Do  you  think  there  was  less  bribery  ? — I  do  ;  not  that  I  knew  what  bribery  was 
going  on.  I  knew  there  was  such  a  thing  going  on,  but  I  never  had  anything  to  do 
with  it 

6991.  Do  you  know  it  has  been  proved  before  this  commission  that  500L  more  was 
expended  on  the  election  of  1852  than  was  expended  on  the  election  of  1847  on  the  Con- 
servative side  ? — I  was  not  aware  of  that.  I  only  apeak  as  to  what  has  come  imder  my 
own  eye. 

6992.  I  am  telling  you  that  has  been  proved.  Now  you  say  you  believe  there  was  less 
bribery  in  1852  than  in  1847  ? — As  regMxis  tickets. 

6993.  As  regards  colour  tickets? — That  is  the  bribery  I  am  speaking  of;  I  know 
nothing  of  any  other. 

6994.  Taking  into  consideration  those  facts,  that  in  1852  500Z.  more  was  expended  by 
the  Conservative  candidates  than  was  expended  in  1847,  and  that  in  1847  several  hundred 
pounds  more  were  paid  for  colour  tickets  than  was  paid  in  1852,  have  you  any  doubt  that 
a  greater  amount  of  direct  bribery  existed  in  1852  than  in  1847  ? — I  never  knew  anything 
about  direct  bribery  at  aU.    I  cannot  give  an  answer  to  that.     Mine  has  been  all  indirect. 

6995.  Then  the  observation  you  made  with  respect  to  less  bribery  merely  referred  to 
less  bribery  by  the  colour  tickets  ? — Yes ;  the  smallest  number  I  have  ever  issued. 

6996.  You  issued  to  the  full  extent  of  the  applications  ? — I  did  so. 

6997.  Have  you  got  a  ledger  in  which  you  kept  an  accoimt  of  the  colours  ? — My 
T^ular  business  ledger. 

6998.  Can  you  have  it  here  ?^— I  can  have  it  here,  if  you  want  to  see.  That  copy  is 
correct. 
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George  F.  Smith.         6999.  Does  that  ledger  contain  accounts  for  1852  as  well  as  accounts  for  1847  ?—  Yes ; 

L        *     all  I  have  done  in  the  way  of  business  is  in  that  ledger. 

19th  May  1853.         7000.  We  should  like  to  have  that  ledger  ?— I  must  bring  half  a  dozen  ledgers,  if  you 
want  all  the  accounts.     What  account  is  it  you  want  ? 

7001.  1852  and  1847  ? — Is  that  Mr.  Smythe's  election  ? 

7002.  Mr.  Vance  and  Lord  Pelham  Clinton  were  on  your  side  in  1847.  Let  us  have 
the  ledgers  that  include  the  accounts  of  1852  and  1847.  Have  you  the  ledger  of  1841  ? 
—Yes. 

7003.  Let  us  have  the  ledgers  of  all  those  years  ?— I  will  put  in  a  paper  of  the  candi- 
dates' accounts.  I  should  like  you  to  see  the  ledgers,  to  clear  up  that  affair  of  Mr.  Smythe's, 
where  he  states  he  paid  l,000i.  for  colours,  and  it  is  only  133^.  It  has  been  currently 
reported  all  over  the  place. 

7004.  With  reference  to  the  county  election,  I  suppose  there  was  a  district  committee 
sitting  in  Canterbury  for  conducting  that  election  ? — I  never  was  in  it 

7005.  I  did  not  ask  you  that  I  ask  you  whether  there  is  a  district  committee  ? — I  do 
not  know  whether  there  was  a  coiumittee  of  that  kind  at  tliis  last  election ;  there  liave 
been  such  things. 

7006.  Was  there  any  committee  at  all  sitting  in  Canterbury  for  the  purpose  of  conduct- 
ing the  election  either  of  Sir  Edward  Deering  or  Sir  Brook  Bridges  ? — Yes ;  that  was  the 
election. 

7007   There  was  a  committee  on  both  sides  in  Canterbury  ? — Yes. 

7008.  Were  the  colommen  whom  you  employed  employed  on  behalf  of  Sir  Brook  Bridges 
and  his  colleague  ? — He  was  alone. 

7009.  Not  in  the  general  election  ? — Yes. 

7010.  You  return  two  for  this  district  ? — But  he  stood  alone. 

7011.  Who  were  the  candidates;  Sir  Edward  Deering ;  did  he  stand  by  himself?^ 
Yes. 

7012.  And  Sir  Brook  Bridges  ;  did  he  stand  by  himself? — Yes. 

7013.  Who  was  the  third?— Mr.  Deedes. 

7014.  Had  they  all  three  separate  committees  ? — They  had. 

7015.  For  which  of  the  two  candidates  did  you  furnish  colourmen  in  1852  ;  for  Sir 
Brook  Bridges,  Sir  Edward  Deering,  or  Mr.  Deedes  ? — Sir  Brook  Bridges. 

7016.  He  was  looked  upon  as  the  person  most  essentially  conservative  ? — He  was. 

7017.  Then  there  was  a  district  committee  here  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  his 
election  ? — Yes ;   there  was  a  polling  district 

7018.  Was  not  that  district  committee,  as  fer  as  you  know,  composed  principally  of  the 
Conservative  gentlemen  resident  in  Canterbury  ? — No. 

7019.  Where  there  not  many  Conservative  gentlemen  resident  in  Canterbury  on  Sir 
Brook  Bridges'  committee  ? — Yes;  I  do  not  know  if  they  were  aU  on  the  committee;  I  have 
met  them  in  the  committee-room. 

7020.  Did  not  the  colourmen  who  were  employed  on  the  side  of  Sir  Brook  Bridges  on 
the  last  general  election  principally  consist  of  voters  for  Canterbury  ? — I  do  not  know 
whether  they  principally  consisted  ;  there  were  a  gi-eat  number  of  them  upon  it. 

7021.  Were  there  not  a  great  nimiber  of  the  Canterbury  voters  among  the  colourmen 
of  Sir  Brook  Bridges  ? — Yes. 

7022.  Were  not  the  Canterbury  colourmen  who  were  employed  for  Sir  Brook  Bridges 
voters  who  had  a  vote  for  the  Conservatives  candidates  Mr.  Gipps  and  Mr.  Johnstone  at 
the  city  election  ? — Many  of  them. 

7023.  The  greater  part  of  them  ? — I  do  not  know  the  greater  part ;  many  of  them.  I 
had  a  great  many  rough  countrymen  come  to  me,  and  they  could  not  have  been. 

7024.  I  am  talking  about  the  Canterbury  voters  employed  ? — I  am  speaking  of  the 
remainder  part  of  the  colourmen. 

7025.  You  teU  me  that  many  Canterbury  voters  were  employed  as  colourmen  at  the 
election  of  Sir  Brook  Bridges  ? — Yes,  a  great  many. 

7026.  I  ask  you  whether  these  voters  employed  as  colourmen  at  Sir  Brook  Bridges' 
election  had  not  voted  at  the  city  election  for  the  Conservative  candidates  ? — I  dare  say 
they  had ;  they  might  have  done. 

7027.  Have  you  any  doubt  at  all  about  it  ? — No. 

7028.  Did  you  not  select  ? — I  never  selected;  it  was  not  my  department 

7029.  Who  did  select  ? — All  the  respectable  people  in  the  neighbourhood. 

7030.  And  in  the  city  ?— Yes. 

7031.  Do  you  not  suppose  that  they  were  selected  because  they  had  voted  on  the  Con- 
servative side  ? — I  dare  say  a  great  many  were. 

7032.  I  thought  you  said  you  were  not  in  Sir  Brook  Bridges'  committee  ? — I  was  fre- 
quently in  the  committee-room ;  I  did  not  consider  myself  on  the  committee. 

7033.  Of  what  committee  were  you  a  member  during  the  county  election,  when  you 
gave  the  coimty  tickets  ? — I  did  not  belong  to  any  committee ;  I  was  frequently  in  Sir  Brook 
Bridges'  committee-room, 

7034.  Whom  did  you  represent  ? — I  only  represented  myself;  no  one  else.  They  wrote  to 
me,  wishing  to  know  whether  I  would  render  any  assistance,  as  1  had  done  before. 

7035.  Who  paid  the  colour  tickets  ? — I  did. 

7036.  Who  paid  you  ? — I  received  the  money  from  Mr.  Kingsforcl 
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7037.  Mr.  Kingsfonl  manages  both  the  county  and  city  elections  ?— Yes.    1  think  I  had    Geara4t  P  <y«!vA 
it  n-om  Mr.  Kingsford.  ^^    .Ajiwtc/g, 

7038    Is  the  same  thing  done  by  the  Whigs  in  the  county  ?— I  do  not  know  what  they      19th  May  1853. 
did  ;  I  have  trouble  enough  of  my  own.  , 

7039.  In  the  way  of  purity  of  election,' there  would  not  be  much  purity  gained  by 
transfemng  these  colourmen  from  the  city  to  the  county  ?— Oh  no.  We  generally  went 
on  the  liberal  princii)le9  ;  we  did  not  profess  purity. 


John  Sneller  sworn,  and  examined.  John.  Stteiler 

7040.  Are  you  a  town  councillor  of  this  city  ? — Yes.  ' 

7041.  Have  you  long  had  a  vote  for  the  city  ? — Yes. 

7042.  How  many  years  have  you  been  on  the  register  ? — These  twenty  years, 

7043.  Have  you  always  voted  for  the  red  party  ? — No. 

7044.  Were  you  red  at  the  last  election  ? — No. 

7045.  Alv/ays  blue  ? — Yes  j  always  blue. 

7046.  What  part  did  you  take  in  the  election  of  1847;  any  i)ai-ticular  part?— I  did 
not  take  anv  particular  part  whatever  in  the  election  of  1847. 

7047.  None?— None. 

7048.  You  are  quite  sure  of  that.  You  are  quite  aware  what  we  have  come  down  to 
inquire  about  ? — I  am  quite  sure. 

70i9.  Can  you  .ii:ive  us  any  information  ?— Only  what  Mr.  Jacobs  told  you  the  other 
day. 

70  >0.  Do  you  coniinn  that  ? — Yes. 

7051.  Tell  us  what  your  part  was? — I  did  not  pay  any  money,  nor  yet  receive  any. 

7052.  What  did  you  do  or  say  ? — I  tf)ld  him  tliere  was  a  voter  he  could  get  if  he  had 
a  mind  to  go  across  for  him.     I  could  not  ask  tlie  man. 

7053.  I  suppose  you  knew  verj'  well  how  he  was  going  to  get  him  ;  did  you  not?— I 
expected  by  bribing,  no  doubt  about  that. 

7054.  Any  other  party  that  vou  recommended  him,  or  anybody  else  to  go  to  a  voter? 
—No. 

7055.  No  other  party  ? — No. 

7056.  What  made  you  suppose  that  he  would  take  the  money? — I  was  sure  the  other 
])arty  had  been  after  him  ;  in  fact,  I  was  told  of  it  by  other  people,  that  he  only  wanted 
jmying  for  his  vote  ;  that  he  was  very  poor,  and  so  on. 

7057.  Did  you  know  the  other  side  had  been  after  him  ? — I  liad  heard  so. 
.  7058.  Do  you  knov/  of  no  other  transaction  ? — No. 

7059.  Was  that  not  very  odd,  that  you  should  begin  in  1847  with  only  one  vote  ? — I 
do  not  very  often  take  any  great  part  in  electioneering  whatever. 

7060.  Did  you  ever  take  any  similar  part  in  other  elections  ? — No. 

7061.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  1850  in  the  single-handed  one  when  Colonel  Romilly 
Ciune  down  ? — I  only  gave  a  vote. 

7062.  You  were  not  called  on  then  ? — No  ;  I  was  not  called  on  then. 

7063.  You  took  no  part  ?— No 

7064.  Were  tlie  blue  side  all  ready  in  cane  Mr.  Vance  had  not  retired  ? — The  blue 
side. 

7065.  Colonel  Romilly 's  side  ;  were  they  all  ready  for  the  contest  in  case  Mr.  Vance  had 
not  retired  ? — I  have  not  the  least  doubt. 

7066.  Mr.  Jacobs,  and  all  that  crew  ;  were  they  as  busy  in  1850  as  they  had  been  in 
1847  ? — Mr.  Jacobs  went  away. 

7067.  Did  nobody  tiike  his  place  ? — A  gi-eat  many  took  his  place. 

7068.  Were  they  as  busy  in  1 850,  anticipating  a  contest  with  Mr.  Vance,  as  they  had 
l)een  in  1847  ?— Not  that  1  know  of 

7069.  Did  you  tliink  your  pai-ty  were  determined  to  win,  as  they  had  been  in  1847  ? 
— No  doubt,  if  they  could. 

7070.  Do  you  tluiik  if  Mr.  Vance  had  come  to  the  poll  you  would  have  spared  no 
exertions  to  win  ? — I  have  not  the  least  doubt. 

7071.  I  ask  you,  as  a  man  of  experience  in  the  city,  do  you  not  believe,  if  Mr.  Vance 
had  gone  to  the  poll,  your  men  would  have  had  recourse  to  the  same  practice  as  they  had 
in  1847,  to  win? — Not  the  least  doubt  of  it. 


Edward  Spb^ar  Southee  recallel,  and  examined,  Edward  Spear 

7072.  You  heard  what  a  witness  stated  to-day  about  Mr.  Hayward  ?  Were  you  not  '^^' 
l)resent  when  it  was  stated,  that  when  the  bribery  agent  came  to  talk  to  Hayward  about 

Ills  vote,  you  were  sitting  there,  and  you  said,  "  I  shall  go ;"  did  you  hear  that  ? — No,  I 
do  not  think  I  heard  that. 

7073.  I  tliink  you  stated  something  like  that  on  the  last  occasion  when  you  weye 
examined  ? — Yes, 
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Edward  Spear         7074.  Did  you  send  that  man  Hayward  to  Mr.  Kelson  on  that  occasion  ? — To  the  best 

SoHthee.  of  my  recollection,  I  thought  I  had  met  Mr.  Kelson  ;  but,  however,  it  appears  fix)m  what  1 

— —  heard  Mr.  Kelson  state,  that  I  took  Hayward  down  to  the  Bricklayers'  Arms,  and  after- 

I9th  May  1853,    wards  sent  Mr.  Kelson  to  him.  or  took  him  ;  I  cannot  say  I  recollect  that  to  be  precisely 

• the  case  ;  but  as  far  as  I  recollect  it,  it  was  in  this  way  which  I  stated  to  you  on  Monday, 

that  this  man  Hayward,  whom  I  did  not  know  at  all, — I  do  not  know  I  should  know 
him  if  I  were  to  see  him  now, — I  never  saw  him  before  to  my  knowledge, — he  came  up  to 
me,  and  said  he  was  desirous  of  voting  for  Johnson  and  Gipps,  stiU  he  wanted  something 
done  for  him,  in  the  shape  of  <»olourmen's  tickets  or  money,  or  something  of  that  kind ;  he 
wanted  something  in  the  shape  of  a  bribe,  which  of  course  I  was  aware  he  might  get ; 
and  my  impression  was  I  met  Mr.  Kelson ;  still  I  would  not  positively  say  ;  my 
impression  is  that  I  met  Kelson  very  close  to  the  committee-room  of  Johnson  and  Gipps, 
and  I  said,  "  Here  is  a  voter  who  is  desirous  of  voting  for  Johnson  and  Gipps,  and  he 
wants  to  speak  to  you  on  the  subject  of  his  vote,  with  reference  to  something  to  be  done 
for  him ;"  and  my  impression  is,  we  walked  down  to  the  Bricklayers'  Arms,  and  there 
went  into  a  room  together ;  I  believe  I  paid  for  a  glass  of  brandy  and  water,  and  I  left 
them  sitting  there,  to  make  the  best  bargain  they  possibly  could  between  one  another  ; 
that  is  my  impression. 

7075.  Did  Mr.  Blinks  get  any  portion  of  that  sum  ? — I  do  not  know  anything  at  all 
about  that. 

7076.  Did  Mr.  Blinks  concur  with  you  in  sending  Mr.  Hayward  to  Mr.  Kelson  ? — Not 
to  my  knowledge  ;  Blinks  never  spoke  to  me  on  the  subject. 

7077.  Did  Mr.  Hayward  get  anything  ? — Not  to  my  knowledge. 

7078.  Do  you  know  anything  of  Hayward  s  being  told  to  keep  out  of  the  way  ? — 
I  do  not. 


Samud  BHnhi.  Samuel  Blinks  sworn,  and  examined. 

7079.  You  are  an  elector  of  Canterbury  ? — Yes. 

7080.  What  are  you ;  a  freeman  ? — A  householder. 

7081.  How  long  have  you  had  the  franchise  ? — In  1847. 

7082.  Did  you  vote  at  the  election  of  184.7  ?— Yes. 

7083.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

7084.  Who  did  you  vote  for  in  1852  ?— Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William  SomerviUe. 

7085.  Had  you  promised  Messrs.  Gipps  and  Johnstone  before  that  ? — No,  never. 

7086.  You  thought  at  one  time  of  voting  for  them,  did  you  not  ? — Well,  I  did  not  know  ; 
I  might  vote  for  them.     I  had  not  properly  made  up  my  mind. 

7087.  You  had  done  a  good  deal  for  them  at  the  election  ? — Yes. 

7088.  Why  did  you  leave  them  ?— Mr.  Holland  did  not  act  in  a  straightforward  manner 
towards  me,  and  so  I  left  them. 

7089.  What  did  Mr.  Holland  have  to  do  with  you  i — He  employed  me  to  secure  a  list 
of  voters,  or  to  get  as  many  voters  as  I  could,  and  I  did  so. 

7090.  To  get  voters  for  Mr.  Gipps  and  Mr.  Johnstone  \ — Yes. 

7091.  And  were  you  to  get  them  for  nothing  ? — No. 

7092.  What  were  you  to  do  ?— I  was  to  get  the  prices  of  them  what  they  wanted. 

7093.  Did  you  take  them  to  Mr.  Holland  ?— Yes ;  take  their  names  ;  and  he  would  submit 
them  to  the  committee,  and  they  would  do  as  they  pleased. 

7094.  Who  was  to  pay  them  if  they  were  approved  of? — I  suppose  I  was. 

7095.  Did  you  obtain  any  money  to  pay  them  ? — Not  a  farthing ;  not  a  fraction. 

7096.  Tell  us  what  you  did  ;  you  were  employed  to  obtain  voters  ;  the  names  of  voters 
with  the  prices  affixed  ?— I  could  not  get  the  prices  affixed.  Here  is  a  list ;  not  my  list.  I 
told  Mr.  Holland  about  it.     That  is  a  man  of  the  name  of  Marsh. 

7097.  I  understand  you  to  say,  you  were  employed  by  Mr.  Holland  to  obtain  a  list  of 
the  names  of  voters,  with  the  prices  they  were  likely  to  fetch  ?— I  did  not  give  him  the 
prices  of  some. 

7098.  Give  us  the  names  you  handed  him  with  the  pricea  I  take  it  for  granted  you 
saw  those  voters  first  of  all  ? — In  my  own  list  I  saw  them  all  but  two. 

7099.  You  spoke  to  them  about  it  ?— Yea  There  is  George  Ells,  the  first  one.  Shall 
I  rive  the  prices  now  as  we  go  along. 

7100.  Yes;  the  prices?— He  wanted  6/. 

7101.  He  told  you  so  ?— Yes.  Then  afterwards  he  said  he  could  not  vote  for  6/.  ;  he 
should  have  10/.  ;  and  I  told  Mr.  Holland  what  Ells  said.  I  want  to  show  this,  because 
Mr.  Holland  says  I  wanted  to  wrong  him. 

7102.  The  next  one  ?— Edwin  Hayward,  of  the  Military  Road,  5/. 

7103.  This  he  .told  you  also  ? — This  one  I  am  going  to  mention  to  you  now 
Mr.  Holland  particularly  wished  me  to  see  ;  that  is,  William  Anderson,  Broad  Street, 
Shoemaker  ;  because  he  was  was  a  rummy  customer,  and  lie  would  not  have  anything  to 
do  with  him. 

7104.  Who  said  that?— Mr.  Holland. 

7105.  What  did  he  ask  ? — He  did  not  ask  anything.  I  saw  him  afterwards.  He  said, 
there  was  a  situation  procured  for  his  daugliter,  and  he  should  vote  for  Mr.  Gipps,  but 
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he  should  not  vote  for  Mr.  Johnstone  ;  he  did  not  think  he  was  boimd  to  it,  as  the  other     Stxmuel  Blinks. 

party  had  satisfied  him.  

7106.  Who  was  the  other  party  ?— Mr.  Gipps  ;  and  not  Mr.  Johnstone.  1^^  May  1853. 

7107.  He  voted  for  Mr.  Gipps,  for  procuring  a  place  for  his  daughter?— I  understood       '-— - 

him  so. 

7108.  Go  on? — Themext  one  is  George  Parsons,  Chauntry  Lane. 

7109.  Did  you  see  him  ?— That  man  Mr.  Holland  told  me  they  had  got,  and  had 
made  all  right  with  him.  When  I  gave  it  to  him  he  said,  I  went  and  got  names  that 
they  had  got. 

7110.  Who  had  got  hnn  and  made  it  all  right  ? — The  committee.  Then  I  found  out 
how  it  was. 

7111.  How  much  did  he  ask  for  his  vote? — He  is  a  man  that  works  for  me.  I 
said,  "  Parsons,  you  have  made  it  all  right,  have  you  V  He  says,  "  I  do  not  know 
what  they  call  aU  right.  When  they  were  on  the  canvass  they  slipped  half  a  sovereign 
into  my  hand  ;  I  do  not  know  whether  they  call  that  all  right  or  not" 

7112.  Who  was  it  that  slipped  half  a  sovereign  into  his  hand  ? — Thomas  Taylor. 

7113.  What  Parsons  is  this  ? — George  Parsons. 

7114.  What  did  Parsons  say  he  should  expect  ? — He  was  to  have  6/.  from  me. 

7115.  That  you  told  Mr.  Holland  ? — That  I  told  Mr.  Holland.  The  next  is  a  man  of  the 
name  of  Finn.    He  lives  at  Selling.    This  man  I  have  never  seen  ;  a  man  from  the  country. 

7116.  You  say  you  did  not  see  Mr.  Finn  ? — No. 

7117.  How  did  you  get  at  him  then  if  you  had  not  seen  him  ? — Through  a  man  that 

was  a  grocer  there  at  Selling.  • 

7118.  You  will  remember  him  presently,  and  if  so ;  give  it  in  ? — Yes,  I  will  give  it 
presently. 

7119.  Did  you  give  his  name  to  Mr.  Holland  ? — I  did. 

7120.  Did  you  ascertain  from  the  grocer  what  he  expected  ? — No,  I  did  not. 

7121.  He  expected  something? — He  expected  something,  and  he  came.  I  told  him, 
when  he  came  on  the  day  of  the  election,  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  At  the  time 
I  was  getting  into  the  fly  to  vote.  I  was  blowed  up  by  the  grocer,  because  the  man  had 
come  in,  and  I  had  deceived  him,  he  said. 

7122.  Give  us  another  ? — James  WooUett,  Ivy  Lane.  I  did  not  exactly  agree  for  any 
price  for  that  man. 

7123.  What  did  you  differ  about  ? — We  did  not  come  to  any  price  ;  not  particular ;  only 
I  found  out  that  he  wanted  money,  and  I  submitted  the  name  to  Mr.  Holland. 

7124.  Was  any  sum  named  between  you  ? — I  do  not  think  there  was. 

7125.  Did  you  see  James  Woollett  again  after  that  ? — I  did  not. 

7126.  You  handed  over  his  nume  to  Mr.  Holland  ? — I  did. 

7127.  Was  he  to  see  them  ?— No. 

7128.  Was  Mr.  Holland  to  see  any  one  of  these  men  ? — No. 

7129.  You  were  to  continue  to  see  them,  were  you  not  ? — I  understood  I  was  to  do  so. 

7130.  Now  teU  us  another  name  ? — James  Birt.     He  was  a  man  I  never  saw. 

7131.  How  did  you  get  at  him  ? — It  was  through  his  father.  He  had  left  Canterbury  at 
that  time,  through  a  warrant  or  something  that  was  out  aft«r  him.  I  never  went  aiter 
him ;  his  father  came  to  me. 

7132.  What  was  it ;  a  speaker's  warrant  ? — No  ;  about  some  children. 

7133.  How  did  you  get  him  back  ? — I  had  nothing  to  do  with  him ;  his  father  came  down 
to  me  on  the  Monday  night.  I  came  up  with  this  Birt  at  the  same  time  to  Mr.  Holland, 
and  Mr.  Holland  and  I  then  parted  that  very  night. 

7134.  Did  his  father  make  any  offer  to  you  ? — No.  All  he  said  was,  he  wanted  money  to 
fetch  his  son  home ;  he  wanted  him  to  come  into  Canterbury  ;  he  did  not  want  him  to  stop 
away,  and  that  he  must  have  money  if  he  came  home. 

7135.  Did  you  mention  that  to  Mr.  Holland  ? — I  did,  and  Mr.  Holland  said  if  he  was 
sure  the  other  party  would  not  give  him  money  and  fetch  him  home,  and  he  would  stpp 
away,  he  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  him. 

7136.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  brought  back  ? — No. 

7137.  Do  you  know  James  Birt  himself? — I  do  not  know  him  personally ;  I  know 
some  of  the  Birts,  but  I  am  not  certain  of  the  man. 

7138.  Go  on  to  the  next  name  ? — Greorge  Woollett ;  that  man  I  do  not  know 
much  of 

7139.  Where  does  he  live  ? — He  lives  in  Ivy  Lane. 

7140.  What  was  he  to  have  ? — No  agreement  with  him  at  all ;  no  money  at  all.  I  did 
not  agree  to  give  him  anything. 

7341.  What  did  he  ask  ? — The  brother  and  Mr.  Ells  were  going  to  bring  him,  there 
fore  I  do  not  know  what  he  did  want.     I  am  showing  you  the  names  that  I  then  sub- 
mitted to  Mr.  Holland. 

7142.  Was  he  to  have  anything? — He,  expected  it,  of  course. 

7143.  Give  us  the  next? — John  Carpenter,  Military  Road. 

7144  What  was  he  to  have  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  I  promised  him  51  or  61 ;  that 
I  would  not  say. 

7145.  One  or  the  other? — One  or  the  other;  I  think  it  was  SL  The  next  man  is 
Edward  Watson. 
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Samuel  Blinks.         7146.  What  was  he  to  have  ? — That  was  a  name  I  gave  to  Mr.  Holland.     He  wanted 

" monev  ;  but  he  seemed  to  hang  off  rather,  and  somebody  else  was  ffoing  to  rive  him  more 

19th  May  1853.     money. 
7147.  He  seemed  to  hang  off,  from  what  ? — He  was  going  to  get  some  more  money. 

7148.  Which  side  ? — A  man  of  the  name  of  Smithson. 

7149.  From  which  side  was  he  to  get  more  money? — From  ^he  Torj^  side ;  Jolmson 
and  Gipps. 

7150.  How  much  more? — I  do  not  know. 

7151.  How  much  did  you  offer  him  ? — I  do  not  know  I  offered  him  any. 

7152.  How  much  was  named  between  you? — I  do  not  know  I  offered  liim  any 
stated  sum. 

7153.  How  did  you  know  he  was  going  to  get  money  fi'om  Mr.  Smithson? — Because 
he  told  me  he  should. 

7154.  Why? — Mr.  Smitlison  would  do  better  for  him,  because  he  had  known  him  for 
many  years. 

7155.  Do  better  than  what  ? — Than  what  I  should  do  for  him. 

7156.  How  did  he  know  he  was  to  get  more  ? — I  do  not  know  that. 

7157.  Did  he  know  what  you  were  likely  to  offer  him  ? — I  could  not  tell  him  that.  I 
would  mark  these  sums  ;  but  I  only  submitted  to  Mr.  Holland  what  they  really  wanted. 

7158.  He  thought  Mr.  Smitlison  a  better  paymaster  than  Mr.  Holland ;  was  that  it? 
— It  might  be  so. 

,  7159.  Now  give  us  the  next  name  ? — This  is  a  man,  Heniy  Royce,  rather  a  particular 
•  gentleman.     He  wished  his  money  to  be  put  in  a  letter,  and  sent  to  him,  and  then  he 

would  come  and  poll. 

7160.  Who  was  to  put  the  money  in  the  letter  and  send  it  to  him  ? — I  do  not  suppose 
he  cared  who,  so  as  he  got  it. 

7161.  How  much  was  it  ? — 5Z.,  I  believe,  or  as  much  as  he  could  get. 

7162.  What  is  Mr.  Royce  in  the  world  ? — He  is  a  shoemaker. 

7163.  What  is  the  next  name  ? — Of  this  list  I  can  give  you  but  very  little  information 
of  the  biggest  part  of  the  names  ;  I  cannot  give  you  the  parties.  This  is  a  list  that  belongs 
to  Mr.  Marsh.  There  arc  only  three  men  out  of  the  whole  list  I  have  had  any  conver- 
sation with  on  the  subject. 

'7164.  Who  is  Mr.  Marsh  ? — A  shoemaker  in  Broad  Street. 

71 65.  Was  he  employed  as  you  were  emploj^ed,  or  as  Mr.  Holland  was  employed  ? — 1 
understood  Mr.  Marsh  he  polled  these  men  in  1847  at  10/.  each,  and  he  could  do  the  same 
now,  and  I  told  Mr.  Holland  so. 

7166.  What  was  Mr.  Marsh  employed  at  in  1852  ?—  In  1847. 

7167.  But  in  1852  ;  in  the  same  year  you  were  ? — In  1852  Mr.  Marsh  gave  me  his  list 
in  his  own  handwriting,  and  I  gave  it  to  Mr  Holland. 

7168.  Was  Mr.  Marsh  employed  in  1852  ? — I  cannot  say  what  he  was  after wai-ds. 

7169.  This  was  to  help  you  that  he  gave  you  the  list  ? — He  would  have  paid  them.  I 
should  have  had  nothing  to  have  done  with  that. 

7170.  Give  us  the  list? — The  first  one  on  the  list  is  William  Lemar,  Ruttington 
Lane. 

7171.  I  tliink  you  say  all  these  are  10  pounders,  or  were  in  1847? — Yes. 

7172.  Given  you  by  Mr.  Marsh  ? — I  imderstood  him  ixs  such. 

7173.  Give  us  the  next  one  ?— The  next  is  John  Ratcliffe.  He  was  an  active  man  with 
Mr.  Marsh. 

7174.  Another? — The  next  was  Edward  Marsh  himself 

7175.  He  told  you  he  was  ready  to  take  his  10/.,  I  suppose  ? — I  tliink  there  was  a  blank 
left  to  the  names.  I  submitted  the  list  in  his  own  handwriting  to  Mr.  Curtis,  and  I 
believe  he  handed  it  over  to  Alderman  Brent.  That  list,  what  has  become  of  it,  I  do  not 
know  ;  it  was  in  his  own  handwriting. 

7176.  Did  you  hand  over  this  list  to  Mr.  Holland  with  the  rest  ?^— I  handed  over  the 
list.     Not  in  Mr.  Marsh's  handwriting.    I  kept  that  myself 

7177.  Have  you  got  it  here  ? — No.  I  handed  it  over  to  Mr.  Curtis,  and  he  delivered  it 
to  Alderman  Brent. 

7178.  Have  you  finished  your  list  ? — No,  not  yet. 

7179.  Go  on? — James  Crouch,  Longport. 

7180.  What  was  he  to  have  ? — 10/.,  I  suppose.  I  cannot  give  you  but  veiy  little  infor- 
mation on  this  list. 

7181.  Read  your  names  off? — The  next  is  John  Crouch,  Longport. 

7182.  Go  on  ? — The  next,  John  Wood,  Ruttington  Lane.  That  man  I  had  some  conver- 
sation with.  I  told  liim  he  would  never  get  his  10/.  what  he  talked  about.  He  said  he 
should,  because  if  he  could  not  get  it  from  the  Tory  party  he  coidd  get  it  from  Mr.  Wilcox. 

7183.  Who  is  Mr.  Wilcox  ?— He  keeps  the  Kings  Arms. 

7184.  What  is  he  ?— A  Liberal ;  a  Blue. 

7185.  Did  he  expect  10/.  ? — Yes ;  he  would  vote  for  nothing  else. 

7186.  Go  on  ?— Charles  Wood,  Ruttington  Lane. 

7187.  Tell  me  when  you  have  finished  Mr.  Marsh's  list? — Richard  Wood,  Ruttington 
Lane,  Richard  Millgate,  Dargate,  Charles  Parsons,  North  Lane ;  that  is  the  whole  of  the 
list* 
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7188.  Is  that  Mr.  Marsh's  list  ? — Yes.  Samuel  Jilinks. 

7189.  All  the  others  are  yours  ? — Yes.  

7190.  Did  you  see  any  others  of  Mr.  Marsh's  list  besides  those  you  have  mentioned  ? —  19th  May  1853. 

Only  three  of  them ;  John  Ratcliffe,   Edward  Marsh,  and  John  Wood.    In  fact  I  do  not 

know  who  the  others  are  ;  hardly  to  be  certain. 

7191.  Did  you  hand  over  your  Kst  and  a  copy  of  Mr.  Marsh's  to  Mr.  Holland  ? — 
did. 

7192.  Did  you  see  him  again  after  that  on  the  subject  ? — Yes  ;  and  he  said  he  would  go 
to  the  committee,  and  see  whether  they  wo\ild  have  them ;  but  he  did  not  suppose  they 
would  buy  Ned  Marsh's ;  he  was  a  damned  rascal,  and  he  would  have  notlung  io  do 
with  them. 

7193.  Did  he  p;ive  the  same  flattering  opinion  about  your  list  ? — I  asked  him  what  he 
said  about  my  list,  and  he  said  they  would  not  take  them,  and  neither  would  they 
Mr.  Marsh's. 

7194.  He  had  seen  the  committee  in  the  meantime,  had  he  ?  —Yes,  he  had,  two  or 
three  times.  He  went  that  day  to  the  committee,  and  he  called  ^t  my  house  frequently,  to 
ask  me  whether  I  had  any  more  names  to  give  him,  although  he  said  just  now  I  was  not 
employed. 

7195.  Look  at  that  list  Qianding  Mr.  HollancUa  list  to  tlie  witness)  ? — This  is  the  list 
Mr.  Holland  made  out  in  my  house. 

7196.  That  is  not  the  list  you  have  been  speaking  of  hitherto,  is  it  ? — They  are  inter- 
mixed, the  names. 

7197.  Point  out  any  name  in  that  that  are  in  yom-  list? — There  is  Parsons  in  this  list 
(referring  to  Mr.  Holland*s). 

7198.  Is  that  George  Parsons  ? — It  is  William  Pai-sons  ;  that  man  I  never  saw. 

7199.  Is  WiUiam  Parsons  on  the  other  list  you  have  given  in? — That  man  I  never 
saw,  so  I  cannot  answer  for  him  ;  only  his  brother  told  me  he  wanted  money. 

7200.  Is  there  anybody  in  that  list  that  is  in  your  list  ? — There  is  WooUett,  George, 
and  Woollett,  James,  and  Anderson,  and  Parsons,  George. 

7201.  Is  George  Parsons  the  man  who  had  the  lialf  sovereign  from  Mr.  Taylor  on  the 
canvass  ? — He  is. 

7202.  Is  there  any  more  ? — No,  I  cannot  find  any  more. 

7203.  Tell  me  under  what  circumstances  was  it  that  Mr.  Holland  prepared  that  list  ? 
— He  prepared  this  list  to  submit  to  the  committee. 

7204.  When  did  he  do  that  ? — It  might  be,  perhaps,  a  week  before  the  election. 

7205.  Did  you  give  him  the  information  ? — Yas. 

7206.  The  whole  of  it  ? — All.  There  are  some  parties  here  I  do  not  know  much  about ; 
in  fact  nothing,  some  of  them. 

7207.  Is  it  true  you  brought  him  the  names  ? — Some  of  them  are  crossed  out ;  I  can 
hardly  see  what  they  are. 

7208.  Those  that  are  not  crossed  out ;  did  you  bring  him  all  the  names  that  are  not 
crossed  out  ? — I  did. 

7209.  The  names  that  are  crossed  out ;  can  you  make  them  out  ?— Millgate  is  one ; 
that  is  the  name  I  gave  you,  I  think.  .  x        i 

7210.  For  what  purpose  was  that  list  prepared  ? — To  submit  to  the  committee ;  to  see 
•whether  they  would  take  the  list  at  a  price. 

7211.  What  was  the  price  to  be  ?— I  cannot  say  no  further  than  I  have  told  you.  I 
have  given  you  the  prices. 

7212.  There  are  some  in  that  list  {refei^nng  to  Mr,  Holland's  list)  that  are  not  m  the 
one  you  have  given  in  ?— Yes,  there  may  be  some  there.  I  have  not  seen  them ;  I  only 
heard  by  other  parties.  Some  of  these  men  that  are  here  {Mr,  Holland's  list)  really  wanted 
money,  but  I  cannot  answer  for  them  ;  I  only  gave  him  their  names.  I  did  not  care 
whether  I  saw  them  or  Mr.  Holland  saw  them. 

7213.  Did  you  give  them  to  Mr.  Holland,  that  Mr.  Holland  might  see  them?— Yes. 

7214.  And  he  took  those  down?— Yes.  ,   .     xt  .    1   i,        x      x-i 

7215.  Did  you  hear  any  more  of  him  about  that  list  afterwards  ?— Not  at  all ;  not  until 
I  left  him  ;  at  the  time  I  left  him  he  said  the  committee  would  not  take  the  list,  Mr.  Marsh's 
ten  pounders,  and  of  course  they  would  not  take  mine ;  they  could  do  them  themselves 

7216.  That  list,  the  one  he  made  out,  did  you  hear  any  more  of  that  list  after  he  had 
prepared  it  on  any  subsequent  occasion  ? — No. 

7217.  Were  you  paid  for  these  services  ? — Not  at  all. 

7218.  When  did  you  cease  to  act  in  this  way  for  the  Reds  ?— On  the  Monday  as  the 
election  was  on  the  Thursday,  I  think.  i -,  -,     xu       xu 

7219  Why  did  you  leave  them  ?— He  said  that  the  committee  would  do  them  them- 
selves, and  they  were  much  obliged  to  me  for  what  I  had  done,  and  by  those  means  I  left 
them,  and  I  never  saw  them  any  more.  ,     ,    ,       ^     xt         x     r  -xi.- 

7220.  And  did  they  pay  you  any  money  for  what  you  had  done?— No,  not  a  larthmg. 

7221.  You  were  dissatisfied  ? — I  was. 

7222.  Did  you  see  Alderman  Brent  on  the  subject  ? — I  did  not. 

7223    Had  you  any  communication  from  him  ? — I  had  not.  ^  ,. ,  .t 

7224.  Any  remuneration  at  all  from  the  Blues  ?— Not  a  farthing ;  neither  did  they 
know  I  was  going  to  vote  for  them  until  I  did  vote  for  them. 
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Samuel  Blinks.         7225.  Did  you  get  employment  from  them  ? — Yes  ;  afterwards  I  went  to  work,  and  pro- 

cm*ed  evidence  against  the  Tories.     They  did  not  employ  me  till  I  spoke  of  how  the  other 

19th  May  1853.     parties  had  used  m  . 

—  7226.  At  what  period  were  you  employed  to  get  up  evidence  against  the  Tories  ?— It 

might  be  some  fortnight  or  three  weeks  after  the  election. 

7227.  Was  there  any  talk  of  a  petition  during  the  election  ? — There  was. 

7228.  You  fully  expected  there  would  be  a  petition? — I  did;  I  mentioned  it  to 
Mr.  Holland. 

7229.  At  the  time  that  you  prepared  this  list  of  yours,  did  you  think  there  would  be 
a  petition  ? — I  did. 

7230.  I  will  ask  you,  was  it  ever  in  your  mind,  by  giving  in  these  names,  to  get  the 
Tories  into  a  mess,  to  induce  them  to  bribe  them,  and  then  you  would  be  able  to  make 
it  known  ? — Not  in  the  least. 

7231.  That  was  not  your  object? — That  was  not  my  object. 

7232.  Your  fair  object  was  purely  an  honest  one,  to  get  as  many  bribed  as  you  could  ? 
— Towards  my  employers,  let  it  be  whichever  way  it  was. 

•    7233.  Did  you  get  any  part  of  Hayward's  bribe  ? — Not  a  fitrthing. 

7234.  Did  you  send  him  to  Mr.  Kelson  ? — I  did  not. 

7235.  Now,  Blinks,  you  said  you  thought  you  were  badly  treated  by  Mr.  Holland  ? — 
Yes. 

7236.  And  that  was  with  reference  to  tlie  list  of  voters  that  you  were  to  get,  and 
their  prices  ? — Yes. 

723y.  You  were  to  show  him  the  list  of  voters  and  prices  ? — Yes. 

7238.  But  Mr.  Holland  was  not  to  see  them  ? — Mr.  Holland  would  have  handed  mc 
the  money,  I  have  no  doubt. 

7239.  Mr.  Holland  was  not  to  see  the  voter  ;  that  was  to  be  left  to  you  ? — That  was  to 
be  all  left  to  me, 

7240.  This  list  of  Marsh's  ten  or  eleven  votes  ;  was  that  his  list  ? — ^That  was  his 
Hst. 

7241.  I  suppose  you  were  all  on  honour  between  you  ? — Yes. 

7242.  You  would  not  interfere  with  Mr.  Marsh's  list,  and  Mr.  Marsh  would  not 
interfere  with  yours  ?  — I  think  not. 

7243.  That  would  be  thought  very  unhandsome,  would  it  not  ?  I  want  to  see  what 
the  system  is  here  ? — I  can  teU  you  but  very  little  of  the  system. 

7244.  Yes,  you  can  ;  no  man  better.  Would  it  not  be  thought  very  unhandsome  for 
one  man  who  had  got  a  list  of  voters  which  he  was  taking  up  for  sale  to  interfere  with 
another  man's  list  who  had  got  it  for  the  same  purpose  ?  — I  do  not  understand  what  you 
mean. 

7245.  You  will  understand  it  now.  Should  you  not  have  thought  Mr.  Marsh  was  acting 
a  very  unfeir  part  by  you,  if  he  had  gone  and  got  away  Finn  and  the  two  WooUetts  ana 
Carpenter,  and  taken  them  up  to  the  red  side  ?  —Not  at  aU  ;  it  would  not  matter  to  me 
one  hal^enny  if  he  took  the  lot  or  the  batch. 

7246.  Then  why  did  you  think  you  were  badly  treated  by  Mr.  Holland,  if  you  knew 
you  were  to  have  no  money  ? — I  did  expect  to  be  paid  for  my  trouble,  of  course. 

7247.  What  did  you  expect ;  what  does  a  man  get,  I  want  to  know,  who  takes  up  a 
batch  of  voters,  because  everybody  at  present  has  told  us  they  had  nothing  ?— I  should 
have  expected  to  have  got  something. 

7248.  I  should  like  to  see  what  your  figure  would  have  been  ;  what  did  you  expect  to 
get?— I  had  not  given  that  a  consideration. 

7249.  I  dare  say  you  had.  WiU  you  tell  us  now  what  you  think  would  have  been  the 
fair  remuneration  for  having  brought  up  some  ten  or  eleven  votes,  and  Mr.  Marsh  s  list 
too  ?— I  cannot  answer  the  question. 

7260.  Would  a  ix>und  a  head  have  satisfied  you  ? — If  I  had  brought  twenty  I  should 
think  it  would. 

7251.  If  you  only  brought  ten,  perhaps  you  would  expect  2Z.  a  head? — I  do  consider 
a  man  ought  to  be  paid,  because  it  is  dirty  work. 

7252.  All  these  gentlemen  have  told  us  hitherto  they  did  the  dirty  work  for  nothing. 
I  want  to  see  why  you  considered  yourself  badly  treated  by  Mr.  Holland.  Should  you 
have  expected,  if  the  committee  on  the  other  side  had  taken  these  votes,  that  you  would 
have  been  paid  as  much  as  201.  for  your  services  ;  were  they  worth  201.  ? — I  do  not  know 
they  were  worth  a  shilling. 

7253.  Did  you  consider  you  should  have  been  paid  201.  Should  you  have  asked  201.  ? 
— I  never  asked  anything. 

7254.  That  is  not  the  question,  and  you  know  it.  Should  you  have  asked  201.  ? — 
I  should  have  left  it  to  their  generosity.  I  cannot  answer  that  question,  because  I  have 
not  considered  it  in  my  own  mind. 

7255.  Supposing  they  had  said,  "  What  do  you  put  your  expectations  at  V*  how  high 
would  you  put  them  ;  plenty  of  money  flowing  about  ? — I  should  reaUy  expect  to  have 
been  handsomely  paid. 

7256.  I  want  to  know  what  handsomely  paid  is  in  this  borough  for  that  sort  of  work  ? 
— No,  I  cannot  tell  you. 
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7257.  Yes,  you  can.     Come,  Sir,  tell  me  ;  I  will  get  it  out  of  you.     Now,  Blinks,  do     Samtsel  Blinks. 

not  blink  the  question.     Should  you  have  thought  JOi.  handsomely  paid  you  ? — I  should  

not  like  to  have  done  the  work  for  lOi.  19th  May  186a 

7258.  I  shall  get  the  exact  figure  witliin  a  sliilling  befoi-e  I  have  done  ? — No,  you  will        

not;  because  I  have  not  before  put  a  sum. 

7259.  -^  10  will  not  do  ;  would  12Z.  have  satisfied  you ;  it  is  only  40^.  more? — Well, 
Sir,  I  have  never  brought  it  into  my  mind. 

7260.  You  might  answer  that  the  same  as  you  did  the  lOi.  ;  would  \2l.  have  satisfied 
you  ? — I  must  have  been  satisfied  if  I  could  not  have  got  any  more. 

7261.  But  would  it  have  satisfied  you  ? — I  would  rather  have  20Z. 

7262.  I  thought  20t  was  the  mark.  Now,  you  see,  20Z.  was  the  mark,  and  you  went 
over  to  the  Blues  on  a  split  for  20Z. ;  is  not  that  so  ? — No. 

7263.  What  is  it  ?  — No,  nothing  at  alL  I  left  independently  of  them,  and  would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  them,  because  I  reaDy  did  not  like  the  system. 

7264.  You  told  me  you  thought  you  were  very  badly  treated  by  Mr.  Holland,  and  that 
you  thought  you  were  entitled  to  20Z.  ?--I  did  not  tell  them  so. 

7265.  But  you  thought  so  ?— Yes.     We  do  not  always  say  what  we  think. 

7266.  I  want  you  now  to  say  exactly  what  you  think  What  was  Mr.  Marsh  to  have, 
do  you  think  ?— I  cannot  teU  you. 

7267.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Goodwin  ?— I  do  know  him. 

7268.  He  does  the  thing  in  the  wholesale  way,  does  he  not  ?— Yes ;  a  great  deal  better 
than  I  have  done  it. 

7269.  Mr.  Goodwin  got  thirty  voters  for  150i.  or  something  like  that.  What  do  you 
think  was  his  figure  for  that  piece  of  dirty  work  ?  — I  cannot  say.  Perhaps  he  did  not  get 
weU  paid  for  it. 

7270.  Do  you  think  that  would  have  satisfied  him  ? — No,  I  should  think  not. 

7271.  What  should  you  have  expected  for  thirty  votes  ? — As  I  told  you  before,  I  have 
not  brought  these  things  into  my  mind. 

7272.  Yes,  you  have,  very  often  ? — I  told  you  just  now  I  expected  to  be  paid,  and  well 
paid. 

7273.  I  want  to  know  what  well  paid  is  ;  will  you  tell  me  or  not  ? — I  told  you  just 
now,  20i.     I  would  rather  have  that  than  lOi. 

7274.  We  only  got  it  by  inference  before.  You  do  think  20i.  would  well  pay  you  ? 
— Yes. 

7275.  And  not  more  than  weU  pay  ? — I  do  not  know  how  to  answer  that  question  ; 
I  have  not  brought  it  into  my  mind. 

7276.  Would  the  amount  of  money  depend  on  the  number  of  votes  you  got  ? — I  cannot 
tell  that. 

7277.  Was  it  a  perfectly  well  understood  trade  in  this  town  at  election  times,  that  if  a 
man  gets  so  many  votes,  and  brought  them  up,  and  polled  them,  he  got  paid  for  it  ? — It 
has  been  so. 

7278.  Was  this  the  first  occasion  in  which  you  embarked  in  the  trade  ? — The  first 
occasion  that  ever  I  had  anything  to  do  with  the  agency. 

7279.  It  does  not  require  much  capital,  you  see.  Do  you  know  anybody  else  who  was 
in  the  same  trade  besides  you  and  Mr.  Goodwin  ? — Not  exactty  ;  I  do  not. 

7280.  Yes,  you  do.  Come,  try  and  recollect.  I  dare  say  you  all  herd  together  ;  they 
know  where  to  find  you.  Tell  us  anybody  else  who  was  in  the  same  trade  besides  you 
and  Mr.  Goodwin.  We  want  to  find  them.  That  is  what  we  have  come  down  here  to  do  ? 
— I  cannot  tell  you  any  more.     You  have  had  them  all  up  here. 

7281.  Not  the  whole  crew  ? — I  do  not  know  of  any  more. 

7282.  Was  Mr.  Holland  the  tailor  trying  his  hand  on  at  it  when  he  came  to  you  ? — 
He  called  me  in  as  I  came  past  his  shop. 

7283.  Do  you  think  he  wanted  to  do  the  same  thing  as  you  did ;  get  votes,  and  sell 
them  ? — I  think  he  was  afraid  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it,  and  so  he  came  to  me  to 
do  the  dirty  work. 

7284.  Were  you  and  he  to  go  snacks  ? — He  did  not  say  anything  about  it. 

7285.  Was  it  not  perfectly  well  imderstood  between  you  and  Mr.  Holland  the  tailor 
that  you  were  to  divide  the  profit  ? — Not  at  all. 

7286.  Should  you  not  have  thought  you  would  have  behaved  very  unhandsome  by 
him  unless  you  did  ? — I  did  not  know  what  the  profit  would  be. 

7287.  jf  20  was  what  you  had  expected.  If  you  had  had  20Z.,  what  would  you  have  given 
Mr.  Holland,  to  deal  handsomely  by  him  ? — As  I  told  you  brfore,  I  never  had  anything  to 
do  with  it.     I  was  drawed  into  ttie  thing. 

7288.  You  calculated  so  well  that  you  expected  20Z.  You  were  not  much  drawed  into 
the  thing.     Who  drawed  you  in  ;  Mr.  Holland  ? — Mr.  Holland  called  me  in. 

7289.  And  so  Mr.  Holland  was  your  seducer.  Is  that  the  way  you  put  it  ?  Did  you 
resist  very  much  ?  I  suppose  you  expected  to  be  paid  in  proportion  to  your  services  for 
the  risk  you  ran  of  being  detected.     Is  that  so  ? — Yes,  I  did. 

7290.  The  greater  the  number  of  voters  you  got  the  greater  would  be  the  risk  of 
your  being  detected,  and  the  greater  also  would  have  been  your  services ;  is  that  so  /-r- 
That  was  so. 
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Samuel  Biinhs.  7291.  So  that  if  you  obtained  a  larger  number  of  voters  by  purcliasing  you  would  have 

expected  to  liave  received  a  pretty  considerable  sum  ;  was  that  so  ? — As  I  told  you  before,  I 

19th  May  1853.     had  not  given  that  a  consideration.    I  did  expect  to  be  well  paid. 

7292.  Did  you  write  a  letter  to  the  Conservative  committee,  requesting  to  be  employed 

during  the  election  in  a  confidential  capacity  ? — I  never  did. 

7293.  Did  you  write  a  letter  to  any  gentleman  interested  on  the  Conserv-ative  side,  re- 
questing to  be  employed  in  a  confidential  capacity  during  the  election  ? — I  never  did. 

7294.  To  any  person  ?—  To  no  person. 

7295.  As  your  lists  were  rejected,  and  you  got  no  money  for  your  services,  I  suppose 
you  considered  yourself  to  be  very  ill  used  ? — I  considered  myself  then  at  liberty  to  go 
and  do  as  I  liked  for  the  other  party,  and  I  voted  for  them  unbiassed. 

7296.  And  as  you  considered  yourself  to  be  very  ill  used,  I  suppose  you  revenged 
yourself  on  the  Conservative  party  by  voting  for  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William  Somer- 
vllle  ;  is  that  so  ? — That  is  so. 

7297.  Why  did  you  vote  for  them  I — Because  my  principles  are  that  sort  of  way, 
although  Mr.  Pout  says  I  have  no  principles.  Still  that  is  my  principle  ;  liberal  principles, 
although  I  voted  against  my  principles  in  1847. 

7298.  Although  your  principles  were  those,  you  were  ready  to  lend  yourself  to  dirty 
work  to  promote  the  principles  of  the  opposite  side  ? — I  know  that  I  have  done  wrong, 
and  I  have  been  very  sorry  for  what  I  have  done,  and  I  have  been  so  scores  of  times. 

7299.  Now  tell  me  honestly,  if  your  lists  had  been  accepted  by  the  Conservative  party, 
and  you  had  received  what  you  considered  an  adequate  sum  of  money,  or  a  promise  of  an 
adequate  sum  of  money,  for  the  services  which  you  had  performed,  would  you  not  have 
votefl  for  Mr.  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps  ? — I  should  consider  myself  bound  so,  as  I  had 
accepted  the  agency  ;  but  as  I  was  discharged  I  considered  myself  at  liberty  to  do  as  I 
liked. 

7300.  You  knew  there  was  a  pink  party  there  at  that  time  ;  Mr.  Smjiihe  s  pai-ty ;  you 
knew  that  ? — Yes. 

7301.  Did  you  try  to  sell  your  list  to  the  Pinks  ?—  Never. 

7302.  Are  you  sure  ? — Never. 

7303.  You  did  not  try  that  on  ?— No. 

7304.  I  have  been  looking  through  the  poU-books,  and  I  cannot  find  a  Richard  Wood. 
The  Woods  are  plenty  ;  but  there  is  no  Richard  Wood.  What  is  his  right  name  ? — You 
nmst  ask  Mr.  Marsh  upon  that  list.     I  do  not  know  anything  of  it. 

7305.  I  find  this  confirms  your  statement  so  far,  that  Henry  Royce,  a  rather  particiUar 
gentleman,  did  not  vote  on  the  last  occasion ;  is  that  so  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  he  did 
or  not,  as  I  left  them. 

7306.  I  do  find,  with  the  exception  of  Richard  Wood,  that  Charles  W^ood  of  Ruttington 
Lane  is  the  only  one  in  both  lists  who  appears  to  have  voted  aginst  Mr.  Holland  and  your 
former  politics.  I  find  a  Charles  Wood  of  Ruttington  Lane  voted  for  the  Liberals,  and 
all  the  others  for  the  Tories  ? — I  do  not  know  anything  how  they  voted. 

7307.  Is  Mr.  Marsh  in  Canterbury  now  ? — He  is,  Sir,  I  believe. 

7308.  Have  you  any  further  information  to  give  on  the  subject  of  your  copai-tnersliip 
with  Mr.  Holland  ? — Nothing  at  all. 


James  Delmar.  James  Delmar  sworn,  and  examined. 

7309.  You  are  a  voter,  I  believe,  also  ? — I  am. 
731ft  And  are  for  the  red  party  ?~I  am. 

7311.  Were  you  a  committee-man  ?— Not  a  very  active  one  ;  I  did  not  attend  very 
frequently  ;  I  believe  I  was  considered  one. 

731 2.  Did  money  pass  through  your  hands  ?— Only  in  that  instance  to  Mr.  Goodwin. 

7313.  At  the  last  election,  did  money  pass  through  your  hands? — Yes,  it  did. 

7314.  Were  you  employed,  or  did  you  imdertake  the  duty  of  handing  money  over  to 
Mr.  Goodwin  ? — At  the  request  of  Dr.  Lochee. 

7315.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Goodwin  before  ?— Yes. 

7316.  Did  you  know  his  character  ? — Why  I  do  not  know  a  great  deal  of  him.  I 
have  had  some  dealings  with  him  in  the  way  of  business.     I  really  do  not  know  much 

b  out  liim. 

7317.  Did  Dr.  Lochee  tell  you  for  what  purpose  Mr.  Goodwin  was  to  have  this  100?. 
— I  do  not  remember  he  did  at  the  time. 

7318.  Was  it  lOOZ.  ?— I  believe  it  was  ;  I  did  not  see  it 

731 9.  What  was  it  in  ? — In  a  little  paper  parcel 

7320.  In  notes  or  sovereigns  ?— I  should  judge  notes,  from  the  feel  of  the  parcel 

7321.  You  did  not  know  for  what  purpose  he  was  to  have  it?— I  heai-d  he  had  made 
a  claim  on  the  Conservative  party  for  expenses  out  of  pocket  in  conductmg  some 
municipal  election  aifairs. 

7322.  Did  you  take  a  receipt  from  him  ?  —Yes. 

7323.  Was  there  any  detailed  statement  of  the  claim  handed  to  you  at  all?— I  think 
it  did  mention  in  the  receipt  something  about  what  the  money  was  for. 

7324.  There  was  no  detail ;  merely  generally  received  for  So-and-so  ?— That  was  all 
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7325.  Was  it  discussed  in  your  committee  at  all  in  your  presence ;   that  claim  ?     Jame»  Ddmat. 
—No.  

7326.  You  know  nothing  of  that  ? — No.  19th  May  1858, 

7327.  Where  did  you  pay  him  the  money  ? — In  my  counting-house.  — — — — 

7328.  Did  he  send  for  it  ? — No.  He  called  in  the  morning;  I  think  it  was  on  the  same 
day;  I  am  not  quite  certain.  He  called,  and  wished  me  to  speak  to  the  committee  or 
Dr  Lochee,  to  know  if  there  was  any  chance  of  his  getting  paid  his  account. 

7329.  Iq  that  all  you  know  about  it  ? — That  is  aU. 

Adjourned  until  to-morrow,  nine  o'clock. 


Sixth  Day.— 20th  May  1853. 
James  Holland  recalled,  and  examined.  Jamet  Hottand. 

7330.  I  understand  you  wish  to  make  some  communication,   in  addition  to  your     2OU1  May  1853. 
evidence  of  yesterday  ?— With  respect  to  what  ?  ___. 

7331.  You  know  best?— I  wish  to  say,  gentlemen,  that  my  wife  went  away  at  this 
last  election  in  consequence  of  this :  that  John  Thomas  Taylor  and  Son,  I  told  you,  I 
bribed  with  4i.  10«. ;  he  called  at  my  house  on  the  day  of  the  election  between  eight  and 
nine  o'clock  at  night,  and  my  wife  answered  the  door;  he  said  he  came  for  some 
money  ;  she  said  she  did  not  know  anything  about  any  money ;  he  said  Mr.  Hol- 
land had  promised  him  some  money ;  she  told  him  to  call  next  morning ;  in  con- 
sequence of  that  she  went  away  thinking  she  might  be  called  upon.  I  state  this  to  let 
you  know  the  reason  why  she  went  away.  That  is  one  thing.  Another  was,  some  years 
ago,  in  184j1,  I  left  Canterbury  for  two  or  three  weeks.  Why  I  left  Canterbury  at  that 
time  was,  I  was  requested  to  go  and  ask  a  person  of  the  name  of  Gearing  for  his  vote, 
he  lived  then  in  Palace  Street,  at  the  bottom  of  Palace  Street.  I  went  and  asked  Mr. 
Gearing  for  his  vote  ;  he  said  he  had  been  promised  lOL  from  the  other  party ;  that  he 
wanted  121.  I  went  back  to  the  committee.  Mr.  CroasdiU  was  then  in  the  com- 
mittee ;  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  I  told  him  that.  He  said,  "  Very  well,  let  him 
"  have  12Z.''  I  went  back  to  Mr.  Gearing  again,  and  he  said,  "  During  your  absence  the 
"  other  party  have  been  to  me,  and  they  wiU  give  me  more  than  121.  I  have  got  a  sick 
"  house,  and  a  doctor  about  the  house.  I  must  have  15Z."  I  then  went  back  to  the 
committee,  and  told  them  that.  They  asked  me  what  I  thought  of  it ;  I  said,  "  Gentle- 
men,  if  you  will  be  advised  by  me,  have  nothing  to  do  with  such  a  man."  "  Go,  and  tell 
"  Mr.  Gearing  we  do  not  want  him.  We  are  much  obliged  to  him."  I  went  back  to  Mr. 
Gearing,  and  told  him  so.  That  was  what  I  went  away  for  in  the  year  1841  ;  that  was 
why  I  mentioned  that  there  had  been  expenses  incurred  at  former  elections.  It  cost  me 
more  than  201.  while  I  was  away  for  three  weeks  during  the  time  the  petition  was  in 
London,  which  was  set  off  against  St.  Alban's,  and  never  came  to  issue. 

7332.  What  issue  was  that  ? — Our  Canterbury  election  was  set  off  against  St.  Alban's. 

7333.  In  what  year  ?— In  1841. 

7334.  February  ?— Yes. 

7335.  Do  I  understand  you  went  away  to  avoid  being  questioned  by  some  election 
committee  in  that  year  with  respect  to  the  bribing  of  this  Mr.  Gearing  ?— I  did  not  know 
him.     I  asked  him  what  he  wanted. 

7336.  Was  that  why  you  went  away  ?— Yes. 

7337.  You  stated  that  you  had  been  paid  some  money  in  1847  to  reimburse  you  for 
some  outlay  at  some  previous  election  ? — That  was  the  election. 

7338.  Do  I  understand  you,  the  money  that  was  paid  you  by  Mr.  Rutter  in  1847  was 
meant  to  cover  the  expense  you  incurred  in  absconding  from  Canterbury  in  1841  ? — Yea 

7339.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  bribing  of  a  man  of  the  name  of  Averj'^  or 
Ivory  in  1841? — Only  what  I  have  told  you 

7340.  This  was  Gearing?— No.    It  is  a  mistake  of  the  name.     I  mean  Gearing. 

7341.  Besides  Gearing  had  you  anything  to  do  with  Avery  or  Ivory  ? — Never  in  my  life. 

7342.  Have  you  anything  more  to  tell  me^ — Not  anything  more  upon  that. 

7343.  Have  you  anything  to  teU  me  about  the  election  of  1852? — Only  relative  to 
what  was  stated  to  me  respecting  Blinks.  Blinks  brought  a  number  of  names  up  yes- 
terday ;  and  I  declare  upon  my  oath  that  all  the  names  he  brought  to  me  were  those 
upon  the  list  which  I  gave  to  you.     I  think  there  are  16. 

7344.  You  heard  Mr.  Blinks  state  yesterday  that,  in  addition  to  the  list  which  you 
pvoduced  here  the  other  day,  there  were  a  number  of  names  which  he  gave  you,  and  a 
list  of  liis  own  making,  to  be  taken  by  you  to  the  committee  of  Messrs.  Gipps  and 
Johnston,  with  the  prices  affixed,  in  order  that  they,  the  committee,  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  considering  whether  to  buy  those  voters  or  not ;  and  there  are  some 
names,  and  indeed  many  names,  in  that  list  which  are  not  in  your  list.  I  wish  to  ask 
what  explanation  have  you  to  give  on  that  subject  ?— I  know  of  no  more  names  than  are 
upon  that  list  I  handed  in  ;  not  any. 

•  Qg 
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Janus  Hottandg,        7345.  Do  you  mean  to  say  he  did  not  give  you  the  prices  as  well  aa  the  names  ? 
— 1-  — He  said,  "  These  men  can  be  had,  and  there  are  three  or  foui*  besides."     I  said,  "  I  will 

20th  May  1858.     "  take  them  to  the  committee,  and  see  if  they  have  promised." 

^ '- 7346.  Answer  my  question.     Did  he  not  give  you  the  prices  as  well  as  the  names?  — 

He  said,  as  to  the  names  he  gave  me,  they  wanted  a  certain  sum. 

7347.  Did  he  tell  you  what  sum  they  wanted  ? — Some  51,  and  some  61. 

7348.  That  does  not  appear  on  that  list  ?--I  did  not  put  any  mark  on  the  list. 

7349.  In  his  list  the  prices'do  appear? —There  were  no  prices  on  my  paper. 

7350.  Did  you  hand  in  to  the  committee  that  paper  in  Blinks'  handwriting  containing 
a  list  of  voters,  and  of  the  simis  which  they  might  ask  ? — He  never  gave  me  one  like  that. 

7361.  Did  you  communicate  to  the  committee  the  names  of  those  voters,  and  the 
sums  they  would  fetch  ? — I  gave  the  names  to  Mr.  Pout,  and  Mr.  Taylor,  the  canvafising 
clerk 

7352.  Upon  your  oath,  Mr.  HoUand,  and  speaking  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge  and 
belief,  in  consequence  of  any  representation  which  you  made  to  the  committee,  was  any 
voter  afterwards  secured  by  any  gift  or  promise  of  money  or  of  money's  worth  ?—  Not 
by  my  knowledge. 

7353.  Or  to  your  belief? — According  to  my  belief,  I  believe  that,  according  to  the 
names  that  have  come  out  since,  those  men  have  been  bought,  these  names  I  have  heard 
mentioned  since,  but  not  by  my  knowledge.     I  gave  the  list  as  I  tell  you. 

7354.  At  aU  events  you  gave  the  informntion  to  the  committee  on  which  they  might 
haae  acted,  and  you  have  ascertained  since  that  some  of  those  men  have  been  bought  ? — 
Yes,  they  have. 


ThMtuiM  Fri^tuL  Thomas  Friend  sworn,  and  examined. 


7355.  Are  you  a  voter  ?— Yes. 

7356.  How  long  have  you  been  a  voter?— Since  1826.  I  think  that  was  when  I 
purchased  my  freedom. 

7367.  Are  you  on  the  red  side  ? — Yes. 

7358.  Have  you  always  been  on  the  red  side  ?—  No. 

7359.  When  did  you  become  a  Red? — After  1841  election. 

7360.  At  the  1841  election  you  were  a  Blue  ?-:— Yes  ;  a  reluctant  one. 

7361.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  election  of  1841  ? — Yes. 

7362.  What  part  did  you  take  in  that  election  ? — Rendered  my  sei-vices  as  well  as  I 
could  for  the  blue  party  ;  and  there  was  one  thing :  I  was  requested  by  Alderman  Henry 
Cooper  to  see  James  Turmaine,  of  Sturry. 

7363.  What  election  was  that  ? — Wilson  against  Smythe. 

7364.  The  single-handed  election  ?— Yes. 

7365.  The  first  in  the  year  ?— Yes. 

7366.  There  were  two  elections  that  year  ? — Yes.  He  requested  me  to  see  him,  to  see 
if  I  could  obtain  his  vote.  I  told  him  I  should  not  do  so,  because  he  had  left  Canterbury. 
His  trade  I  knew  rested  entirely  with  the  farmers,  and  his  interest  and  the  livelihood  of 
his  family  depended  upon  them ;  and  more  than  that,  he  told  me  he  had  been  offered  lOi. 
by  them  if  he  would  support  Mr.  Smythe.  So  I  said  I  should  not  ask  him  that,  because 
it  will  be  the  ruin  of  his  trade.  He  said,  "  Oh,  we  must  have  him  somehow  or  another. 
"  Offer  him  lOZ. ;  see  if  you  can  get  him  to  take  the  lOZ. ;'  and  accordingly  I  waited  on 
him,  and  he  said  he  was  so  awkwardly  situated  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  do  so,  but  at 
last  he  consented  to  vote  for  them,  and  when  he  came  in  to  poll  he  said  he  should  not 
poll  imless  he  had  the  money.  I  told  Alderman  Cooper  what  he  said.  He  said,  "  You 
"  must  poU  liim  first,  or  I  shall  not  give  him  any  money."  So  after  some  difficulty  and 
persuasion  I  got  him  to  poll,  by  promising  my  word  and  honour  that  everything  should 
be  right,  for  I  had  been  told  so  only  that  morning.  He  said,  "  If  you  will  pledge  me  your 
"  word  and  honour  that  I  shall  be  paid  I  wUl  vote.''  He  did  so.  Afterwards  I  saw 
Alderman  Henry  Cooper  in  Castle  Street.  I  told  him  that  he  had  polled.  He  said,  "  Oh, 
"  hang  it,  Tom,  I  think  it  is  too  late  now."  I  said,  "  I  cannot  help  this.  Alderman  ;  the 
"  man  must  have  his  money ;  it  is  too  bad  to  get  him  to  sacrifice  all  his  interest,  and 
"  everything,  and  not  to  give  him  what  he*has  been  promised."  "  I  wiU  teU  you  what 
"  you  must  do,  you  must  give  him  SI"  " No,"  I  said.  I  indignantly  replied  to  him, 
"  I  would  do  no  such  a  thing,  or  even  make  such  a  proposal ;"  and  then  he  put  his  hand 
in  his  pocket,  and  gave  me  the  ten  soveragns,  and  I  paid  him  the  ten  sovereigns  at 
St.  Peter  s  Tea  Gardens,  where  he  was  waiting  for  me. 

7367.  That  was  Alderman  George  Cooper  ? — No  ;  Alderman  Henry  Cooper. 

7368.  Did  Mr.  Cooper  know  or  give  you  directions  that  you  were  to  secure  liis  vote  by 
the  promise  of  money  ? — He  did. 

7369.  Did  he  limit  you  in  amoimt  ? — Yes  ;  he  told  me  to  offer  the  lOZ.,  and  then  wanted 
to  give  me  81.     He  limited  me  as  far  as  regards  that. 

7370.  He  limited  you  to  the  lOZ.?— Yes. 

7371.  Is  there  any  other  transaction  of  a  similar  nature  in  which  you  were  engaged  in 
that  election  ? — There  was  not  much,  for  thi^  reason ;  the  voting  went  on  very  much  in 
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favour  of  Mr.  Smythe,  and  there  was  hardly  a  chance,  and  at  that  time  Alderman  Cooper     Thomas  Friend. 

said,  "  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  chance  of  our  winning.     I  think  it  is  too  late."     I  think  - 

the  greater  part  of  my  time  was  occupied  in  seeing  to  that  voter,  as  far  as  my  memory  will     20th  May  1853. 

serve  me  on  the  matter.     Then — I  cannot  charge  my  memory  at  which  election  it  was I       

do  not  think  it  was  that,  when  I  was  engaged — as  soon  as  I  went  into  the  committee- 
room.  I  had  15Z.  put  into  my  hand,  to  go  and  give  to  a  Mr.  Weed,  and  his  two  sons  51 
each ;  that  was  the  first  time  I  had  anything  to  do  with  them. 

7372.  Who  put  that  money  in  your  hand ? — I  cannot  possibly  say;  it  was  in  the  com 
mittee-room  when  I  went  into  the  committee.  I  am  not  satisfied  whether  it  was  Mr. 
Edward  Plummer  or  not ;  it  was  done  there  by  some  one.  I  said,  "  I  will  not  go  and  do 
"  it"  They  said,  "  We  would  not  ask  you  to  do  such  a  thing,  but  the  parties  who  have  pro- 
"  mised  to  do  so  are  not  here,  and  we  shall  lose  the  vote  if  it  is  not  done."  After  waiting 
a  length  of  time,  they  begged  and  prayed  for  me  very  hard  to  do  it,  and  I  consented. 
When  I  went  up,  one  of  the  sons  had  been  taken  away,  but  the  father  and  the  other  son 
went  down  to  the  workhouse  with  me,  and  I  polled  them,  and  gave  them  the  51  each,  and 
returned  the  other  51.  to  the  committee.  . 

7373.  Who  did  you  return  it  to  ? — To  the  person  who  gave  it  to  me  in  the  committee- 
room. 

7374.  Who  was  that  ? — I  cannot  say  ;  the  time  has  so  long  elapsed  since.  I  think  it 
was  Edward  Plummer,  or  some  of  the  committee. 

7375.  Was  Mr.  Edward  Plummer  in  the  committee-room  at  the  time  you  received  the 
money,  and  at  the  time  you  paid  it  back  ? — I  really  believe  that  he  was, 

7376.  Is  Mr.  Edward  Plummer  now  in  Canterbury  ? — He  is  dead.  I  am  not  very 
positive ;  I  think  Mr.  George  Cooper  was  there  also ;  but  I  am  not  very  positive  as  to 
that. 

7377.  Are  the  Weeds  alive? — The  father  and  one  son  are;  I  saw  only  a  day  or  two 
back  the  father. 

7378.  Which  George  Cooper  do  you  mean  ? — The  stonemason- 

7379.  Is  Alderman  Henry  Cooper  in  Canterbury? — Yes,  I  believe  he  is;  I  saw  him 
last  night. 

7380.  Is  there  any  other  transaction  of  a  similar  nature  ? — Yes  ;  there  was  one  with 
Alderman  Neame. 

7381.  In  1841  ?— No  ;  I  do  not  think  that  was  in  1841.  Whether  it  was  1836  or  1837 
election,  I  dont  know ;  at  all  events,  it  was  after  Mr.  Villiers'  election.  Mr.  Villiers' 
election,  I  think,  took  place  in  1835.     I  was  on  the  committee  for  Mr  Villiers.  ^ 

7382.  You  were  a  Blue,  then,  at  any  rate  ? — Yes,  certainly. 

7383.  What  was  the  transaction  in  which  Alderman  Neame  was  mixed  up  ? — With 
one  John  Hancock.    It  was  a  very  sharp  contested  election. 

7384.  Who  were  the  candidates? — I  am  almost  certain  that  it  was  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham.  Whether  it  was  1835  or  1837,  I  do  not  know  which ;  I  think  it  was  1835 
or  1837;  I  cannot  speak  positive. 

7385.  Was  it  when  Bradshaw  and  Gipps  were  standing  against  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham and  Vance  ? — No  ;  I  think  it  was  subsequent  to  that  I  mixed  up  with  nothing  of 
the  kind  at  Villiers"  election  ;  I  was  on  the  committee  ;  I  did  not  mix  up  myself  with  it ; 
and  we  did  not  allow  it  on  our  side,  that  is,  on  Villiers'  side,  although  they  coalesced ;  it  was 
looking  out  for  Lord  Albert,  and  getting  Villiers  in,  if  they  could,  by  the  bye.  I  was  on 
Mr.  Villiers'  committee,  and  in  canvassing,  although  they  coalesced,  at  the  same  time 
Lord  Albert's  party  were  making  and  securing  their  man,  as  they  may  call  it,  Lord  Albert ; 
and  when  I  was  requested  to  go  with  Mr.  Charles  Miette,  to  canvass  some  of  the  voters, 
Mr.  Miette's  canvass  was  one  sided  ;  he  canvassed  principally  for  Lord  Albert,  and 
I  blamed  him,  and  I  said,  "  Mr.  Miette,  this  is  not  fair ;  I  was  given  to  understand  this 
"  was  a  coalition,  and  we  were  to  do;  what  we  could  for  each  other ;  you  are  canvassing 
"  entirely  for  Lord  Albert ;  if  this  is  continued  I  shall  leave  you,  and  canvass  entirely  for 
"  Mr.  Villiers.'*  Consequently,  that  caused  a  little  split,  and  many  parties'  names  were 
brought,  to  know  whether  we  would  do  so ;  but  I  was  given  to  imderstand  by  Mr. Villiers 
himself,  that  his  election  was  to  be  secured  for  the  sum  of  SOOL  ;  and  he  told  me  after- 
wards that  he  was  congratulated  by  his  firiends  in  the  clubs  or  the  house,  and  they  said, 
"  What,  Fred  !  you  been  down  to  Canterbury,  and  got  returned  for  300Z.,  which  has  cost 
"  others  more  thousands." 

7386.  This  is  what  he  told  you ;  bjit  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  Hancock  Do  not  rim 
off  with  a  long  rambling  story.  Come  to  the  jx^int  ? — I  was  giving  an  explanation  why 
there  was  no  bribery  then  ;  that  makes  me  say  I  think  it  was  not  at  that  time,  in  this 
case,  where  Mr.  Alderman  Neame  was  concerned.  John  Hancock  was  in  the  house  of  a 
Mr.  Moreland,  Beer-cart  Lane.  This  voter  we  could  not  get  up ;  there  was  a  crowd 
round  him,  after  we  got  him.  He  would  not  vote  without  a  sum  of  money,  and  Alderman 
Neame  gave  me  the  money,  and  it  was  given  to  him  in  the  street,  before  we  got  to  the 
poll, — the  workhouse  poU-booth. 

7387.  What  was  the  money  ? — I  think,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  it  was  9i. 

7388.  You  received  the  money  from  Mr.  Alderman  Neame  ? — I  did.  To  the  best  of 
my  recollection,  he  went  to  the  committee,  and  got  the  money  from  there ;  at  all  events, 
when  we  were  in  the  lane  ;  it  was  nearly  opposite  Stour  Street,  or  nearly  opposite  Jewry 
Lane. 
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Thomas  Friend,        7389.  Did  you  get  the  money  from  Alderman  Neame  for  the  purpose  of  buying  that 

«_        '     vote  ? — I  did ;  the  money  was  given  into  my  hands  by  him. 
20th  May  1853.        7390.  Did  you  give  it  to  Hancock  for  that  purpose  ? — I  did. 
.«.^-—  7391.  And  he  poUed  afterwards  ? — He  did. 

7392.  What  election  do  you  think  that  that  was  ? — To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  it 
was  1837;  I  think  it  was  1837. 

7393.  Did  you  have  recourse  to  similar  practices  at  any  other  election  when  you  were 
a  Blue  ? — I  had,  several ;  but  as  for  naming  who  the  parties  were,  I  cannot.  There  was 
one  man  of  the  name  of  Blackman. 

7394.  What  do  you  say  as  to  him  ? — He  got  the  money,  and  put  the  money  in  his 
pocket  this  way,  and  said  he  was  going  to  vote.  I  saw  he  did  not,  and  I  went  and  took 
the  money  out  of  his  pocket  again. 

7395.  Picked  his  pocket  ?— Yes,  I  did,  of  U. 

7396:  What  election  was  that  ? — To  the  best  of  my  recollection  I  tliink  it  was  the  same 
election. 

7397.  The  1837  ?— 1835  or  1837. 

7398.  Who  gave  you  that  money  ? — I  had  it  from  the  committee. 

7399.  You  do  not  know  the  name  ? — I  do  not  know  the  name,  whether  it  was  Mr.  Alder- 
man Plummer,  or  who  the  parties  were.  It  was  the  party  who  generally  had  the  manage- 
ment of  the  cash  department ;  the  money  department. 

7400.  Have  you  any  other  instance  when  you  were  a  Blue  ? — I  do  not  know  that  I 
have  any  particular  striking  instance. 

7401.  Were  you  employed  at  this  election  when  you  were  a  Blue  to  bribe  voters  ? — 
I  was  not  employed,  inasmuch  as  this,  only  to  render  services.  I  never  had  anything 
for  it. 

7402.  I  did  not  ask  that  ? — When  you  say  "  employed,"  they  wished  for  my  services, 
and  they  always  had  them. 

7403.  And  when  you  say  "  services,"  do  you  mean  services  of  that  nature  ? — To  a 
certain  extent ;  but  not  very  great. 

7404.  Can  you  tell  us  who  were  the  principal  persons  wliose  services  they  employed 
in  that  particular  character  ? — I  think  that  Mr.  George  Davey  was  one.  I  know  he  was 
a  very  active  man  at  the  time. 

7405.  Is  he  dead  ?— No. 

7406.  Is  he  alive  ?— Yes. 

7407.  George  Davey  was  the  principal  briber  ? — I  do  not  tliink  he  was  the  principal 
briber ;  he  was  a  very  active  man  at  that  time. 

7408.  We  want  to  know  who  the  principal  briber  was  ? — I  cannot  tell  you  who  the 
principal  briber  was.  To  tell  you  the  truth,  any  party  who  had  any  interest  in  the 
election,  whether  great  or  simple  ;  they  all  took  an  active  part  in  it,  and  when  they 
could  not  get  a  voter's  answer,  or  could  not  get  his  vote,  the  question  was  put  this  way : — 
"  Who  knows  so  and  so  ?"  They  would  say,  "  I  know  so  and  so,  or  so  and  so  knows 
him."  "  AViil  you  go  and  see  him  ?"  The  member  sometimes  would  come  back,  and  say, 
"  He  will  not  vote  unless  he  gets  something ;"  then  it  was,  "  Who  will  do  this  "  AU  those 
parties  who  felt  deeply  interested  in  the  election  lent  a  hand  to  it,  either  directly  or 
indirectly.  Jacob  Jaoobs  I  recollect  was  a  man  very  actively  employed  in  the  bribing 
department. 

7409.  From  what  you  know  and  saw  in  1837  and  1841,  when  you  were  on  the  blue 
side,  was  there  a  great  deal  of  this  sort  of  money  bribery  going  on  ? — I  believe  there  was  ; 
particularly  in  1841. 

7410.  On  your  side  of  the  question  ? — Yes. 

7411.  After  1841  you  became  a  Red  ?— Yes. 

7412.  What  induced  to  change  your  colours  ? — I  had  been  finding  fault  for  a  length  of 
time  with  Lord  John  Russell's  conduct  in  the  House.  I  considered  his  conduct  was 
likely  to  bring  about  a  Radical  Government  more  than  otherwise,  and  from  conviction  I 
considered,  as  we  were  situated,  that  a  moderate  Conservative  Government  would  be 
better  than  a  Radical  Government. 

7413.  Why  Mr.  Villiers  was  a  Radical,  you  know,  and  you  supported  him  ? — Yes, 

7414.  Rather  an  ultra  Radical  ? — Yes. 

7415.  But  he  bribed  ?— No.    He  had  only  300/.  to  do  it  with. 

7416.  Having  changed  your  colours  from  conviction,  what  did  you  do  ?  What  was  the 
first  election  after  the  change  of  opinion  in  which  you  were  engaged  ? — The  first  election 
in  which  I  was  engaged  was  the  election  of  Mr.  Vance  and  Clinton.  I  was  offered  by 
Mr.  Jacobs  10/.  He  said  he  had  got  a  carte  blanche  from  Lord  Albert's  committee  on 
the  death  of  Mr.  Bradshaw  ;  that  if  I  would  render  my  services  in  the  election  to  assist 
in  the  return  of  Lord  Albert,  that  he  was  to  make  any  arrangement  for  me  ;  as  to  getting 
my  vote,  he  was  sure  he  should  not  get  my  vote  ;  if  I  would  like  to  take  an  active  part, 
and  render  my  services  in  the  election,  he  would  give  me  10/.  to  begin  with. 

7417.  That  was  an  offer  from  the  blue  side  ? — Yes ;  that  was  when  Mr.  Bradshaw 
died. 

7418.  What  did  you  say  to  that  offer? — Indignantly  refused  ii 

7419.  Did  you  take  any  active  part  in  that  election  on  the  red  side  ? — No ;  it  did  not 
come  to  a  contest. 
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7420.  Mr.  Vance  retired  ?— No ;  it  was  when  Mr.  Bradsliaw  died,  and  Lord  Albert     TJurmmt  F«*«^ 
came  forward,  and  Mr.  Gipps,  I  think,  was  going  to  oppose  him.  nomas  jfrtena. 

7421.  And  he  retired  ? — Yes.  20th  May  1853 

7422.  There  was  no  election  ? — No  contest. 

7423.  And  no  corrupt  practices  that  you  are  aware  of  tlien  ?— Not  that  I  am  aware 
of;  I  took  no  active  part  in  it. 

7424.  Which  is  the  first  election  at  which  you  took  an  active  pai-t  ? Vance  and 

Clinton  against  Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

7425.  And  that  was  1847  ?— Yes. 

7426.  That  was  the  general  election  of  1847  ? — Yes. 

7427.  What  part  did  you  take  in  that  ? — I  took  as  active  a  part  as  I  had  hitherto  done 
for  the  Blues. 

7428.  You  say  you  had  changed  your  politics  ? — Yes. 

7429.  Had  you  changed  your  practices  ? — As  much  as  I  could  ;  I  was  never  very  fond 
of  the  system. 

7430.  So  I  see  !  Did  you  indignantly  refuse  to  be  mixed  up  in  bribery  on  the  red 
side  ? — No. 

7431.  What  pai-t  did  you  take  in  the  bribing  on  the  red  side  in  1847,  at  the  general 
election  ? — WeD,  Sir,  there  were  a  few  ;  but  not  many. 

7432.  Give  us  the  names  of  the  few  ? — As  far  as  my  memory  will  serve  me,  I  think 
there  were  two  or  three  of  the  Josslyns. 

7433.  Give  us  the  Christian  names  of  the  Josslyns  ? — I  think  one  was  Joseph  Josslyn 
the  elder ;  there  was  Thomas  Josslyn,  and  I  think  one  of  the  others  ;  but  I  am  not  very 
positive  as  to  how  many  there  were  ;  there  were  three  I  am  satisfied  of 

7434.  Another  Josslyn  whose  Christian  name  you  do  not  know  ;  is  that  it  ? — Yes  ;  I 
do  not  recoUect  which  it  was ;  but  there  were  three.  I  know  two  of  the  names  I 
recoUect  well. 

7435.  Joseph  Josslyn,  did  you  give  him  anything  ? — Yes,  I  did. 

7436.  What  did  you  give  him  ? — I  cannot  state.     I  do  not  recollect 

7437.  Did  you  give  him  money  ? — Yes,  I  did. 

7438.  For  his  vote  ? — Yes  ;  for  his  vote. 

7439.  Who  gave  you  the  money  to  pay  Joseph  Josslyn  ? — After  the  election  was  over, 
to  the  best  of  my  memory,  Mr.  Pout  gave  it  to  me. 

7440.  You  had  paid  him,  had  you,  out  of  your  own  money  before  ? — No ;  I  did  not 
pay  him  until  after  I  had  got  the  money. 

7441.  You  promised  him  ? — I  promised  liim  something  for  his  services. 

7442.  For  his  vote  ? — Yes,  for  his  vote  ;  the  same  thing. 

7443.  Are  the  two  words  in  the  borough,  "  service  *'  and  "  vote,"  synonymous  ? — I  do 
not  know  but  what  they  may  be  quite  considered  so.  In  many  instances  it  may  be 
considered  quite  so. 

7444.  Many  considered  it  quite  so  ? — Yes. 

7445.  Did  you  promise  Thomas  Josslyn  anything  ? — I  believe  I  did. 

7446.  Try  and  recollect,  to  be  certain  ? — I  have  no  doubt  in  my  own  mind  but  what 
I  did. 

7447.  How  much  ? — The  amount  I  cannot  state. 

7448.  Have  you  no  memorandum  of  that  ? — No  ;  never  kept  one. 

7449.  Anybody  else,  in  1847,  besides  the  three  Josslyns  ? — Yes  ;  there  was  one  Edward 
Peirce. 

7450.  Did  you  promise  him  anything  ? — I  do  not  think  I  did,  but  I  gave  liim  some- 
thing. 

7451.  What  did  you  give  him? — The  amount  I  cannot  recollect,  but  I  think  it  was  3i. 

7452.  For  his  vote  ? — For  his  vote. 

7453.  Anybody  else  ? — James  Knell ;  I  think  it  was  James  Knell,  but  I  am  not  positive 
as  to  his  Christian  name.  There  is  one  more,  but  he  is  a  dead  man  ;  liis  name  was  Tliomas 
Laslett. 

7454.  What  did  you  give  Knell  ? — That  I  cannot  speak  positively. 

7455.  Or  Laslett  ? — I  recollect  more  positively  about  him  ;  I  think  it  was  Gl.  or  7i. 

7456.  Have  you  no  recollection  about  James  Knell  ? — Not  as  to  the  amount. 

7457.  Is  he  alive  ?— Yes. 

7458.  I  suppose,  if  he  were  dead,  you  would  know  pretty  well  what  you  gave  him  ? — 
It  is  possible  ;  but  it  is  not  very  likely. 

7459.  I  observe  the  memory  of  witnesses  here  is  very  accurate  with  reference  to  the 
dead  people  ? — Yes  ;  I  know  this  very  well,  that  I  gave  him  the  money. 

7460.  Did  you  get  aU  this  money  from  Pout  ? — Of  course,  I  did. 

7461.  Is  there  anybody  else  ? — Not  that  I  recollect. 

7462.  What  share  had  you  in  the  election  of  1852  ;  the  last  election;  last  year  ? — Well, 
I  had  a  share  in  that 

7463.  In  the  same  character,  and  of  the  same  nature  ?—  Very  similar. 

7464.  Did  you  bribe  at  that  election  ? — I  did. 

7465.  Who  did  you  bribe  ? — I  bribed  the  four  Josslyns. 

7466.  Now  you  can  tell  us  their  names  ? — Why,  I  cannot  toll  you  their  names ;  but 
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77uma$  Friend.     I  will  give  you  to  understand  who  they  are,  so  that  you  may  find  their  names  out  by  the 

poll  book. 

20th  May  1^68.         7467.  Were  there  any  more  than  four  Josslyns  on  the  poll? — Yes ;  five, 
. 7468.  Do  you  know  the  man  whom  you  did  not  bribe  ? — I  do  not  know  that  I  do. 

7469.  Do  you  know  his  Christian  name  ?— No ;  but  I  could  find  from  his  residence. 

7470.  Look  at  the  poll  book  ? — The  man  I  did  not  bribe  worked  for  William  Knoller. 
There  is  Joseph  Josslyn  senior. 

7471.  Did  you  bribe  him  ?— Joseph  Josslyn  junior  ;  I  think  it  was  John  Josslyn. 

7472.  Did  you  bribe  him  ? — Yes ;  and  Josslyn,  Thomas. 

7473.  Did  you  bribe  him  ?— Yes. 

'     7474.  Did  you  bribe  all  those  four  men  to  vote  ? — Yes,  I  did. 

7475.  What  simis  did  you  give  them  each  ? — I  gave  them  each  bh 

7476.  Had  you  a  sum  of  money  firom  Pout  previous  to  the  election  for  the  purpose  of 
bribes  ? — ^No. 

7477.  Were  these  sums  paid  them  after  they  voted  ? — They  were. 

7478.  Were  the  sums  promised  them  before  they  voted  ? — Not  the  exact  amount,  but 
jpromised  they  should  have  a  sum  ;  but  I  believe  they  had  been  offered  5i.  by  the  blue 
side ;  that  is  what  they  told  me. 

7479.  The  blue  side  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

7480.  Was  there  anything  of  the  sort  going  on  on  the  blue  side  in  1852  ? — Of  course 
there  waa, 

7481.  Did  you  send  in  an  account  to  Mr.  Pout  of  the  way  in  which  you  had  expended 
the  money  ? — No ;  I  had  not  expended  it  then. 

7482.  But  afterwards?— I  told  him  what  money  I  required  after  the  election  was  over. 
I  polled  my  voters  as  early  as  I  could. 

7483.  Were  you  and  Goodwin  there,  and  Blinks  ? — No. 

7484.  Anybody  else  to  whom  you  gave  money  ? — ^Yea 
7486.  Give  their  names  ? — William  Waind. 

7486.  What.did  you  give  William  Waind  ?— .^3  10«. 

7487.  For  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

7488.  Anybody  else  ? — Henry  Richard  French. 

7489.  What  did  you  give  him? — ,^4. 

7490.  Forhis  vote?— Yes. 

7491.  Any  one  else  ? — Yes ;  I  think  it  was  Henry  Pittock. 

7492.  How  much  ?—j^4. 

7493.  For  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

7494.  Any  one  eLse  ? — Yes ;  John  Lemar ;  I  think  that  is  his  Christian  name. 

7495.  How  much  ?— .^5. 

7496.  For  his  vote  ?— Yea 

7497.  Any  one  else  ? — Samuel  Lemar. 

7498.  How  much  ?— Five. 

7499.  For  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

7600.  Any  one  else  ? — James  Wille. 

7501.  How  much  ?— Five. 

7502.  For  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

7503.  Any  one  else  ?— No. 

7604.  Is  that  all  you  bribed  ?— Yes, 

7606.  Do  you  know  how  many  that  makes  ? — I  think  it  makes  46i.  lOs. 

7506.  Was  what  was  left  over  for  yourself? — Yes.  I  think  Mr.  Pout  made  some  little 
mistake.    It  was  49i.,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  I  had  of  him. 

7507.  Whatever  it  was,  you  had  what  was  left  ? — Yes ;  but  I  expended  more  than  that, 
because  there  was  some  treating  going  on. 

7508.  What  do  you  suppose  fell  to  your  share  ? — Nothing  has  fallen  to  my  share  yet. 

7509.  Were  you  a  loser  by  the  transaction  then  ? — Up  to  the  present  time  I  am. 

7510.  Do  you  expect  to  be  repaid  ? — I  certainly  do. 

7511.  Who  shall  you  look  to ;  the  next  candidate  that  comes  down? — I  have  never 
done  so ;  I  have  never  looked  to  anybody. 

7512.  Have  you  always  been  a  loser  in  these  transactions  ? — I  can  safely  say  the  whole 
amount  of  money  that  I  have  had  for  my  services  during  the  elections  has  been  some- 
thing like  9Z. 

7413.  Do  you  use  "  services"  in  the  sense  you  gave  me  just  now  ? — Synonymous  with 
bribing  the  other  party  ? 

7414.  Yes  ? — I  have  never  had  anything  for  my  vote,  if  that  is  what  you  mean,  and 
never  been  offered  such  a  thing.  I  have  been  offered  it  for  refraining  from  voting,  by 
Jacobs. 

7515.  That  was  when  you  were  a  Blue,  I  suppose  ? — No,  not  when  I  was  a  Bl^e.  When 
they  wanted  my  services. 

7516.  And  you  indignantly  reftised  it  ? — Yes. 

7517.  Is  there. any  one  else  in  the  election  of  1852  with  whom  you  had  money 
relations  about  their  votes  ? — Not  that  I  am  awaxe  of ;  none  that  I  gave  any  money  to. 

7518.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  removal  of  Alderman  Neame's  son,  at  an 
advance  of  salary,  from  London  to  Folkestone  ? — No.    I  heard  just  prior  to  l^e  election— 
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prior  to  the  dissolution,  more  properly  speaking — I  heard  just  prior  to  the  dissolution  of    Tkomtxs  Friend, 

Parliament,  that  Colonel  Romilly  came  down  here  to  consult  his  friends  as  to  the  success  

of  the  election.    The  report  gives  this,  that  he  called  at  Alderman  Neame  s  when  he  came     ^th  May  1858 
from  the  railway,  and  asked  how  all  was  going  on.     The  reply  was,  "  All  abroad."  — ^ — 

7519.  This  is  vague  report ;  you  know  nothing  about  it  ? — I  know  this,  the  magistrates 
have  since  been  appointed,  and  Alderman  Brent's  son  has  been  appointed  to  the  place,  and 
Mr.  Cooper's  son  took  his  place,  and  the  three  magistrates  were  appointed. 

7520.  Alderman  Brent's  son  was  promoted.  Was  that  about  1850  ? — Just  prior  to  the 
last  election. 

7521.  Prior  to  1852  ?— Yes. 

7522.  How  long  before  1852  ? — Only  a  few  weeks  before  that  Mr.  Romilly  came 
down. 

7523.  This  last  election  ?— Yes. 

7524.  Lord  Derby  was  La  the  Government  then  ? — Yes,  he  was  ;  but  his  son  had  the 
appointment. 

7525.  What  had  Alderman  Neame  to  do  with  it  ? — Alderman  Neame  was  the  leading 
party ;  the  leading  man  of  what  might  be  called  the  blue  side. 

7526.  Do  you  mean  Alderman  Neame's  son  or  Alderman  Brent's  son  ? — Yes. 

7527.  The  visit  was  to  Alderman  Neame,  and  the  son  was  Alderman  Brent's  ? — Yes ; 
and  Mr.  George  Cooper  took  his  place. 

7528.  At  an  increase  of  salary,  would  that  be  ? — That  is  what  I  have  been  given  to 
understand. 

7529.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  it.  When  were  these  changes  made.  After 
Lord  Derby  had  left  the  Government  ? — It  was  said, — this  way  I  heard  it, — "  If  I  remove 
"  Brent's  son  from  London  to  Folkestone,  at  an  advance  of  salary,  and  let  Mr.  Gteorge 
"  Cooper's  son  take  his  place,  that  will  be  advantageous.  Do  you  think  that  will  satirfy 
"  them?"  "Yes  ;  but  how  is  it  with  Matthews  and  Brooks,  for  they  are  dissatisfied?" 
"  Suppose  I  make  Matthews  a  magistrate,  and  the  two  Brooks,  and  get  them  magistrates ; 
"  will  that  satisfy  them  ?"  and  these  appointments  did  take  place,  and  so  there  must  be 
something  in  tibe  rumour,  I  suppose. 

7530.  And  these  were  the  rumours  about-? — Yes. 

7531.  Did  these  appointments  take  place  after  Lord  Derby  had  left  the  Government  ? 
— Whether  the  appointment  took  place  afterwards  I  do  not  know.  It  was  Colonel 
Romilly  that  made  the  proposal ;  and  under  any  circumstances  these  appointments  were 
made,  I  believe,  before  Lord  Derby  did  take  the  reins  of  the  Government. 

7.532.  How  long  have  they  been  made  magistrates  ? — A  very  short  time. 

7533.  Were  they  made  magistrates  before  the  general  election  in  1852,  last  year. — I 
think  not ;  I  am  not  positive  as  to  that. 

7534.  Were  they  inade  before  the  end  of  the  year  ? — ^Yes. 

7535.  Some  time  before  the  end  of  the  year  1852  ? — Yes. 

7536.  Then  they  must  have  been  made  when  Lord  Derby  was  in  power  ? — I  am  not 
very  positive  as  to  that. 

7537.  Lord  Derby  was  in  power  at  the  general  election  of  last  year  ;  he  did  not  resign 
until  the  19th  of  December? — I  am  almost  positive  that  it  did  take  place  before  Lord 
Derby  had  the  reins  of  the  Government. 

7538.  Can  you  give  us  any  information  better  tlian  that  you  have  just  now  been 
giving  us  ? — No,  I  do  not  know  I  can. 

7539.  Of  your  own  knowledge ;  not  rumour  and  hearsay  ? — No,  I  do  not  know  I  can. 

7540.  Did  you  for  a  short  period  at  the  last  election  represent  Mr.  Smythe's  interest  ? 

—No. 

7541.  Had  you  any  offer  made  to  you  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Blinks  ? — No. 

7542.  Is  there  another   person  beside  yourself  of  your   own   name? — Mr.  William 

Friend. 

7543.  Did  he  act  for  Mr.  Smythe  at  all  ? — Yes,  he  did.  Mr.  William  Friend  told  me 
that  Blinks  offered  him  the  list. 

7544.  Do  you  know  Thomas  Taylor  ? — Yes. 

7545.  Did  he  act  as  canvasser  for  the  Reds  ? — Yes. 

7546.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  George  Parsons? — No. 

7547.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Henry  Royce  ? — No. 

7548.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  general  election  of  1841,  when  Mr.  Bradshaw  and 
Mr.  Smythe  were  returned  ?—  No. 

7549.  No  part  at  all  ?— No,  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

7550.  Were  you  blue  or  red  then? — Who  was  the  other  one  that  contested  the 
election,  can  you  tell  me  ? 

7551.  Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr.  Smythe,  Lord  Albert  and  Mr.  Twisden  Hodges,  shortly 
after  the  single-handed  contest  between  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson  and  Mr.  Smythe  ? — Yes ;  I 
think  I  did  have  a  little  to  do  with  that  election,  but  not  much. 

7552.  You  were  a  Red  then? — I  believe  if  I  did  vote  it  is  very  likely  that  I  did  vote 
for  Mr.  Hodges.    It  was  got  up  in  opposition,  without,  as  it  were  thought,  a  chance  of 

succeedinfiT. 

7353.  And  you  voted  for  Mr.  Hodges  ?— If  I  did  vote  at  that  time  it  is  most  likely 
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Thomas  Friend.        7654.  And  not  for  Lord  Albert  ? — Very  likely  I  might  have  voted  for  two ;  most 

— —  likely  I  did  ;  if  they  were  the  two  blue  candidates,  I  did. 

20Ui  May  1858,         7555.  Are  you  sure  you  voted  for  Mr.  Hodges,  from  the  circumstance  that  his  prin- 
'  ciples  were  more  liberal  than  those  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — No.    He  came  forwai-d 

without  a  chance,  or  what  was  supposed  without  a  chance,  of  success  ;  it  was  got  up  in 
what  we  caU  opposition. 

7556.  If  you  voted  at  all  you  voted  on  the  blue  side  ? — Yes. 

7557.  Did  you  bribe  anybody  at  that  election  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

7558.  Try  and  recollect  ? — I  cannot  recollect. 

7559.  In  1841  you  bought  the  votes  of  the  three  Weeds  ? — I  do  not  know  that  it  was 
184}!  that  I  bought  the  votes  of  the  three  Weeds. 

7560.  It  was  Wilson's  election  ? — It  was  Wilson's  election  when  I  got  Turmaine's  vote 
for  lOJ. 

7561.  Was  it  Wilson's  election  you  gave  the  fiither  and  the  son  of  the  Weeds  51.  each  ? 
— No.  I  think,  if  you  look  to  my  evidence,  I  was  pretty  much  engaged  that  day  in  seeing 
after  Turmaine. 

7562.  Afterwards,  at  the  election  of  1841  ? — I  do  not  think  I  did ;  I  am  almost  positive 
I  did  not. 

7563.  At  what  election  was  it  you  had  15t  put  into  your  hand  to  give  to  the  tlu-ee 
Weeds  ? — That  I  am  not  very  positive  about.  If  I  were  to  look  at  the  poll-book,  and  saw 
which  way  the  two  sons  voted,  I  might  telL  There  was  one  son  and  the  fitther  voted  on 
the  same  side ;  the  other  son  on  the  opposite  side.  I  recollect  Mr.  Thomas  Stone,  an 
active  partisan  at  that  time  on  the  red  side,  had  been  down  and  got  him.  If  I  could 
refer  to  one  of  the  old  poll-books  I  could  tell  you  what  time  it  was. 

7564.  You  do  not  know  what  election  this  was  you  bribed  the  father  and  the  son  ? — 
No  ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  was  at  Wilson's  election. 

7565.  Recollect  whether  you  did  any  service  of  that  kind  at  the  general  election  of 
1841  ? — I  think  it  is  very  likely  it  would  be  at  the  general  election  of  1841 ;  I  cannot 
speak  positively. 

7566.  Do  you  remember  any  particular  person  whom  you  bribed  at  the  general  election 
of  1841  ? — No  ;  I  cannot  speak  positively  as  to  that. 

7567.  Now,  in  1847,  you  became  a  Red  ? — Yes;  that  is  the  first  time  I  voted  red. 

7568.  You  had  changed  your  opinions  before  ? — Long  before ;  ever  since  1841. 

7569.  But  the  two  elections  in  1841  you  voted  for  the  Blues? — I  think  I  did.  I  know 
I  did  at  Wilson's,  and  I  think  I  did  at  the  general  election ;  I  have  no  doubt  of  it. 

7570.  It  was  shortly  after  the  general  election  you  changed  your  opinions  ? — Yes. 

7571.  Did  you  apply,  after  the  general  election  of  1841,  for  any  remuneration  for  your 
services  ? — No. 

7572.  Upon  your  oath  ? — Upon  my  oath,  not  a  single  shilling  did  I  apply  for,  or  a 
pound,  or  anything  else.     I  paid  17«.  more  than  what  I  had  actually  received. 

7573.  Yom*  political  conversion  is  very  rapid.  In  1835  your  favourite  candidate  is 
the  Radical  candidate ;  in  1841,  at  the  general  election,  you  cjin  remember  that  you 
gave  your  vote  to  Mr.  Hodges,  who  was  the  Radical  candidate,  and  then  you  call  upon 
us  to  believe  that  shortly  after  the  general  election  of  1841  you  changed  your  opinions, 
because  you  thought  Lord  John  Russell  was  too  much  of  a  Radical  ? — Yes. 

7674.  Was  the  late  Mr.  Edward  Plummer  chairman  of  the  blue  committee  in  1837  ? — 
If  he  was  alive  he  was. 


Mr.  D.  Matthews. 


Mr.  David  Matthews  sworn,  and  examined. 

7576.  Are  you  a  magistrate  ? — I  am. 

7576.  When  were  you  appointed? — I  believe  some  time  in  1852. 

7577.  Do  you  know  to  which  party  you  owe  your  appointment  ? — I  have  no  doubt  to 
the  blue  party. 

7578.  Those  are  the  Whigs  ?— Yes. 

7579.  Which  party  was  in  power  in  the  Grovernment  when  you  were  appointed  ? — I 
believe  it  was  one  of  the  last  appointments  made  by  the  Whig  party  ;  it  came  down  on  a 
Saturday  morning,  and  their  resignation  took  place  upon  the  Friday. 

7580.  Have  you  any  explanation  to  give  with  reference  to  the  statements  made  by  the 
witness.  Friend  ? — I  wish  distinctly  to  state  that  I  consider  it  an  honourable  appoint- 
ment, entirely  imsought  for  by  me,  and  without  any  commimication  by  any  party  to 
me  that  such  an  appointment  was  likely  to  be  made,  imtil  the  Thursday  before  the 
appointment  came  down  on  the  Saturday  morning.  A  friend  of  mine,  whose  name  I  will 
give,  if  you  wish  it,  called  upon  me  privately,  and  told  me  that  my  name  had  been 
submitted  as  one  of  the  magistrates ;  but  I  was  requested  not  to  take  any  notice  of  it,  as 
it  possibly  might  not  take  place.  On  the  Saturday  morning  the  appointment  came  down  ; 
Alderman  Neame  called  upon,  and  told  me  my  name  was  confirmed  as  a  magistrate  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  I  believe.  I  wish  entirely  to  stand  clear  with  my  fellow  citizens, 
and  I  state  that  no  application  was  made  by  me  respecting  it,  nor  did  I  know  anything 
about  it  imtil  the  appointment  was  nearly  confirmed.     I  had  seen  no  party  whatever  ;  I 
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knew  nothing  at  all  of  it ;  I  was  quite  taken  by  surprise,  to  suppose  that  my  name  was 
submitted  as  one  of  the  magistrates. 

7581.  Had  you  ever  expressed  dissatisfaction  at  having  been  passed  over  ? — Never,  in 
that  way.  I  never  anticipated,  from  the  part  I  had  taken  in  politics,  that  my  name  was 
likely  to  be  submitted  as  one  of  the  city  magistrates. 

7582.  You  say,  not  in  that  way  ? — Not  in  any  way  had  I  complained.  Ours  was  a 
municipal  complaint,  which  had  be^  going  on  for  a  number  of  years  past  It  arose  out  of 
the  reduction  in  taxes  in  the  city  generally.  I  believe  it  first  commenced  with  the  gas 
question  ;  we  then  went  on  with  the  reduction  of  the  police  establishment ;  there  were  other 
questions  aflfecting  the  rates  of  the  city  ;  and  I  believe  I  may  state,  without  fear  of  con- 
tradiction, the  exertions  of  myself  and  firiends  have  saved  to  the  city  between  2,000i.  and 
3,000i.  a  year  in  taxation. 

7583.  I  am  asking  you  about  complaints.  Was  there  any  complaint  ? — One  sovurce  of 
complaint  amongst  mjrself  and  friends  was  this :  there  several  parties  in  the  city  holding  a 
number  of  offices ;  for  instance,  there  were  charity  trustees  magistrates  and  aldermen, 
I  may  say,  and  they  filled  the  office  of  mayor  in  rotation  ;  we  considered  that  was  an 
un&ir  position  for  the  party  generally  ;  we  considered  that  it  Weakened  the  party,  and 
that  the  party  would  be  more  strong  by  a  more  free  diffusion  of  the  honours  of  the  city, 
and  I  have  stated  that  in  public  at  various  times  during  the  period  of  perhaps  14  or  15 
years  that  this  has  been  going  on. 

7584.  And  had  you  stated,  either  publicly,  or  privately  to  your  friends,  that  you 
considered  you  personally  had  been  passed  over  ? — Never. 

7585.  Or  that  your  services  had  not  been  sufficiently  recognized? — Never,  because 
they  have  been  honourably  acknowledged  by  the  citizens  in  a  presentation  they  made  me 
for  my  exertions  upon  the  gas  question. 

7586.  You  said  that  "  ours  was  a  mimicipal  complaint.''  What  do  you  mean  by  om*s  ? 
— I  considered  the  party  with  whom  I  was  co-operating  at  the  time. 

7587.  Who  is  that  party? — I  may  say,  principally  my  neighbours ;  Mr.  Austen  was 
one.     It  originated  with  the  Butter  Market  Troop,  as  it  is  called. 

7588.  What  are  the  politics  of  that  party? — Liberal ;  not  extreme. 

7589.  Are  they  the  blue  party,  or  a  portion  of  the  blue  party? — A  portion  of  the  blue 
l)arty. 

7590.  Is  that  party  the  same  as  the  Butter  Market  Troop,  of  which  you  have  been 
speaking  ? — It  is  called  the  Butter  Market  Troop,  from  living  near  the  Butter  Market. 

7591.  I  imderstand  that  you  had  no  communication  with  Colonel  Romilly  or  anybody 
else  with  respect  to  your  appointment  to  be  magistrate  ? — Distinctly  not.  If  I  for  a 
moment  could  imagine  I  held  my  position  from  any  dislionourable  motives  I  would  at 
once  retire.  There  have  been  statements  made,  wliich  have  become  current  in  the  city, 
that  a  certain  sum  of  money  passed  through  me ;  that  is,  the  election  of  1852.  I  wish  to 
conceal  nothing  as  &r  as  I  am  concerned,  because  I  wish  the  citizens  to  know  accm-ately 
in  what  I  took  an  interested  part.  In  the  year  1850,  when  Colonel  Romilly  was  intro- 
duced to  the  city,  there  was  dissatisfaction  felt  by  a  poi-tion  of  the  citizens  that  they  did 
not  consider  Colonel  Romilly's  views  perhaps  quite  imfettered ;  they  considered  he  was 
too  closely  connected  with  the  Government  for  them,  and  the  consequence  was,  this 
dissatisfaction  led  to  an  attempt  by  some  few  friends  to  get  up  an  opposition.  I  was 
not  mixed  up  in  that  attempt;  but  I  wish  to  clear  up  a  question  as  to  4Z.,  which  was 
stated  to  be  in  my  hands.  The  attempt  was  not  carried  out,  and  in  the  evening  Vance 
withdrew,  and  Colonel  Romilly  became  returned.  I  think  it  was  some  few  weeks  after- 
wards, as  far  as  my  recollection  will  take  me,  there  were  a  few  expenses  remaining 
unpaid  of  that  attempt,  and  I  stated  to  Mr.  John  Brent,  jimior,  that  I  thought  it  was 
desirable  that  we  should  pay  those  expenses,  if  it  could  be  managed,  that  those  expenses 
had  been  created  by  a  few  ardent  friends  of  the  cause,  and  I  thought  it  desirable  to  pay 
them.  I  spoke  strongly  upon  the  subject.  I  thought  it  would  be  better,  to  prevent 
confusion,  that  the  money  should  be  paid.  I  represented  that  to  Mr.  Brent,  and  he 
asked  me  how  much  they  were.  I  ascertained,  and  I  found  it  was  about  4Z.,  and  he 
gave  me  U.  With  that  amount  I  paid  the  printer's  expenses,  amounting  to  3Z.  lOs.  6dJ., 
or  SL  lis.  6d,  ;  1  do  not  exactly  know  the  amoimt,  but  leaving  a  few  shillings  imac- 
counted  for.  After  that  the  National  Reform  Association,  I  think  it  was  called,  was 
formed,  and  the  treasurer  of  that  association  wanted  a  few  slips,  to  call  the  committee 
together.  I  told  him  he  had  better  have  the  slips  printed,  and  I  would  pay  for  them, 
and  I  did  so  with  that  balance.  That  cleared  the  accoimt,  and  that  was  my  share  in  the 
transaction.  That  is  the  only  sum  I  have  receiyed.  That  has  been  currently  reported 
through  the  city,  and  I  wish  to  clear  my  character. 


M-.  D.  Maiihem. 
20th  May  1853. 


Mr.  Alderman  Neame  recalled,  and  examined. 

7592.  Have  you  any  explanation  you  wish  to  give  the  Commissionera  ? — Yes.  The 
last  witness.  Friend,  has  charged  me  with  having  bribed  a  dead  man  of  the  name  of  Han- 
cock. 

7593.  Is  that  true,  or  not  ? — I  believe  it  to  be  totally  false.  I  have  no  recollection  of 
it.     I  am  satisfied  that  if  I  gave  a  man  9!.,  that  witness  is  the  last  man  into  whose  hands 
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Mr.  Aid.  Neame,    I  fihoiild  have  tniBted  the  money.     I  would  rather  have  put  it  into  the  hand^i  of  any  one 
— • —  in  Canterbury  than  his.     I  have  no  recollection  of  it ;  and  I  believe  it  to  be  false.    It  is  a 
20ih  Mi^r  iS63.     great  many  years  ago.     1  have  no  recollection  that  I  ever  mixed  myself  up  with  anything 
^       q{  the  kind. 

7594.  I  do  not  understand  you  positively  upon  oath  to  contradict  what  that  man  says? 
— I  do,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief.  I  believe  sincei-ely  I  have  never  had  any- 
thing of  the  kind  done,  and  I  deny  it. 

7595.  If  you  are  quite  certain  that  you  never,  in  all  your  life,  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  bribing  of  anybody,  then  you  could  be  quite  certain  that  you  did  not  bribe  that  man  ? 
— I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  having  bribed  any  person  in  my  life.  I  will  go  as  fiar  as 
that. 

7596.  Or  having  had  anything  to  do  with  it  ? — Or  having  had  anything  to  do  with  it. 

7597.  Do  you  pledge  your  oath  to  never  having  bribed  that  person  ?— I  do.  I  do  not 
recollect  it  at  alL 

7698.  And  no  knowledge  of  it.  You  have  given  no  authority  to  anybody  to  do  it,  or 
sanctioned  any  party  ? — Not  at  all.  It  is  unfortunate  that  he  does  not  bring  forward  the 
case  if  the  man  is  alive,  as  he  might  be  able  to  prove  it. 

(Mr.  Thomas  FHend.)  He  is  alive. 

7699.  {To  Mr.  Alderman  Neamie,)  My  question  is,  do  you  pledge  your  oath  to  the  fiact 
that  you  believe  that,  never  during  your  connexion  with  this  constituency,  you  were  either 
principal  or  accessory  .to  any  case  of  bribery  ? — Yes  ;  I  do  believe  that  I  never  was. 

7600.  Do  you  know  a  voter  of  the  name  of  Hancock  ?  — Yes,  I  did. 

7601. — What  is  this  Mr.  Friend  ?  I  do  not  know  what  he  is.  He  used  to  profess  to 
be  an  auctioneer  fonnerly.  What  he  is  now  I  know  not.  I  recollect  perfectly  well  he 
sold  a  quantity  of  casks  for  me  some  years  ago,  as  an  auctioneer,  and  he  forgot  to  caU  upon 
.  me  to  bring  me  the  money  in,  and  has  never  to  this  day.     Wliat  he  is  now,  I  know  not. 

7602.  Do  you  know  whether  that  circumstance  took  place  before  the  election  of 
1841  ? — It  is  a  great  many  years  ago. 

7603.  Was  it  Toefore  the  election  of  1841  ? — Yes,  before  then,  and  very  likely  before 
1835.     It  is  in  1835  when  he  charges  me  with  having  bribed  this  man. 

7604.  Did  the  sale  of  the  casks  take  place  before  the  election  of  1835? — I  think  it 
must  have  done  before  that,  but  I  do  not  know. 

7605.  What  does  he  do  for  a  livelihood  ? — I  have  no  idea  at  alL 

7606.  Were  you  on  the  blue  side  in  1835  ? — I  always  have  been  on  the  blue  side.  J 
think  I  voted  for  Mr.  Lushington  in  the  first  election  that  he  came  to  Canterbury ;  in 
about  1814. 

7607.  1812  he  stood  ? — Then  I  could  not  have  voted  for  him  then. 

7608.  1818?— I  think  it  is  likely  I  voted  for  Mr.  Lushington  m  1818. 


Mr  Aid.  Plummer  ^^'  Alderman  Plummer  recalled,  and  examined. 


7609.  Do  you  wish  to  make  any  statement  ? — Friend  has  accused  my  brother  ot 
delivering  money  in  the  committee-room,  as  I  imderstand,  openly  for  the  pui-pose  of 
bribery.  He  says  Mr.  George  Cooper  was  present  at  the  same  time.  He  will  be  able  to 
say  whether  he  ever  saw  such  an  occurrence  take  place  in  any  committee-room.  I  must 
say,  for  my  own  part,  I  never  did  and  never  heard  such  a  thing.  He  has  also  stated, 
speaking  upon  his  oath,  that  my  brother  was  chairman  of  the  committee  in  1837.  My 
brother  was  never  chairman  of  any  committee,  except  in  the  year  1841.  Alderman 
Brent  was  chairman  in  that  year,  I  believe. 

7610.  You  are  aware  that  the  witne^ases  have  spoken  of  your  late  brother? — Yes,  I 
have  heard  so. 


Mr.  Tho8.  Friend.  ^^'  THOMAS  Friend  recalled,  and  examined. 

* 

7611.  How  much  money  do  you  say  you  received  from  Mr.  Pout  in  1852  ? — 49^.,  to  the 

best  of  my  belief  and  recollection. 

7612.  Were  those  in  diiferent  sums,  or  all  in  one  simfi  ? — I  received  45i.  in  one  sum. 

7613.  How  long  was  that  before  the  election  ? — It  was  after  the   election.     I  never 
received  a  shilling  before  the  election  from  Mr.  Pout  or  anybody  else. 

7614.  Did  you  receive  any  money  of  anybody  else  ? — No. 

7615.  For  any  other  purpose  ;  not  for  bribery  ? — No,  never  ;  not  before  the  election. 
That  was  the  only  amount  I  received. 

7616.  That  was  the  only  amoimt  you  received  for  paying  persons  to  whom  you  had 
promised  money  ? — Yes. 

7617.  Did  you  receive  any  other  amount  ? — No. 

7618.  Understand,  for  any  other  purpose  ? — Yes,  for  other  purposes,  after  the  election. 

7619.  Tell  me  what  money  that  was  ? — I  received  lOl, 

7620.  From  whom  ?— From  Mr.  Pout, 
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7621.  What  was  that  for  ?-  -That  was  to  go  away  with  John  White,  or  for  John  White    Mr,  thos.  Friend. 
to  go  away  with.  .: — 

7622.  Was  he  the  man  that  went  away  to  avoid  going  before  the  Election  Committee  ?     ^^h  May  1853. 
—Yes.  — * 

7623.  Did  you  give  him  that?7-No. 

7624.  What  did  you  do  with  it  ? — Spent  it  with  him. 

7625.  Did  you  go  away  with  him  then  ? — Yea 

7626.  Where  did  you  go  to  ?— Went  from  here  to  London ;  then  went   to  Hull    in 
Yorkshire. 

7627.  Did  you  receive  any  other  money  ? — Yes ;  \0l.  afterwards. 

7628.  From  whom  ?— That  was  from  Mr.  Scoones. 

7629.  Whas  was  that  for  ? — That  was  to  make  up  the  expenses. 

7630.  Did  you  receive  any  other  money  ? — No,  I  believe  not. 

7631.  You  know  if  you  did?— No. 

7632.  Did  you?— No. 

7633.  Recollect?— That  is  the  20/.  I  have  received. 

7634.  Have  you  received  no  other  money  besides  that  20/.  ?     {A  pcmse.) 
7634*.  Why  you  know  you  have.     Answer  ? — Yes,  I  have. 

7635.  What  did  you  hesitate  for  when  I  put  the  question  ?     Did  you  not  know  very 
well  you  had  received  money  ? — Yes,  since  the  election. 

7636.  Why  did  you  hesitate  about  answering ?     What  money  did  you  receive  besides? 
— ^I  received  20/.  besides. 

7637.  From  whom  ? — From  Mr.  Scoones. 

7638.  What  was  that  for  ? — That  was  to  make  up  the  expenses. 

7639.  Besides  ihe  other  20/.  ?— Yes. 

7640.  That  is  40/.  altogether  you  received  ? — Yes. 

7641.  Did  the  expenses  of  John  White  and  yourself  amount  to  40/.  ? — Yes,  and  more. 

7642.  How  long  were  you  away  ? — About  three  weeks. 

7643.  Did  you  receive  any  other  money  ? — No. 

7644.  No?— No. 

7645.  Are  you  quite  sure  ? — Quite  sure. 

7646.  Did  you  give  Mr.  Scoones  any  account  of  the  monies  you  had  expended?— I 
gave  him  the  gross  amoimt. 

7647.  Did  you  give  him  the  items  ? — No. 

7648.  How  much  of  that  money  did  you  pocket  for  your  own  use  ? — If  I  had  101,  it 
was  as  much  as  I  did  have. 

7649.  For  your  own  use  ? — Yes  ;  it  was  as  much  as  I  did  have. 

7650.  That  is  what  you  would  term  remuneration  for  your  services  ? — I  gave  Mr  White 
some  of  the  money. 

7651.  But  for  yourself  lOi  ?— Yes. 

7652.  That  is  what  you  call  a  remuneration  for  your  services  ? — Yes. 

7653.  Now,  upon  your  oath,  did  you  not  tell  me,  upon  your  oath,  that  you  had  never 
received  any  money  in  any  shape  as  remuneration  for  your  services  ? — Not  in  the  election. 

7654.  Did  you  not  make  that  answer  to  me  ? — That  question  was  as  far  as  regarded 
the  election. 

7655.  You  told  me  that  you  had  not  received  any  money  in  remuneration  for  your 
services  ? — Not  for  the  election  ;  I  did  not  consider  that. 

7656.  That  was  the  reservation  you  made  ? — I  made  it  in  this  way,  I  considered  that 
that  money  which  I  had  received  was  for  my  remuneration  in  going  away  with  him. 

7657.  Now  just  recollect.     Perhaps  you  have  received  a  little  other  money,  have  you 
not?— No. 

7658.  Did  you  ever  go  away  with  anybody  else  ? — No. 

7659.  Have  you  ever  been  employed  in  other  matters  after  the  election? — I  have 
employed  myself. 

7660.  In  what  way  ? — In  endeavouring  to  get  up  what  evidence  I  could  to  confute  the  '^ 
petition  of  the  petitioners.                                                                                                                        - 

7661.  How  long  were  you  employed   about  that?  —  Employed!     I   had  not  been 
employed.     I  only  employed  myself 

7662.  Did  you  get  up  evidence  ? — I  got  up  as  much  information  as  I  could. 

7663.  Did  you  commimicate  that  information  to  Mr.  Scoones  or  Mr.  Kingsford  ?— I 
communicated  it  to  Mr.  Walker. 

7664.  Did  you  receive  any  remimeration  for  your  services  ? — No. 

7665.  Have  you  applied  for  any  remuneration  ? — No. 

7666.  To  nobody  ? — No,  to  no  one. 

7667.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Scoones  or  Mr.  Kingsford  that  out  of  that  40/.  you   had 
deducted  10/.  for  your  own  services  ? — ^The  question  was  never  asked  me. 

7668.  And  you  did  not  think  of  telling  it  ? — No,  perhaps  not. 

7669.  If  it  had  not  come  out  to-day,  you  would  not  have  said  anything  about  it  ? — I  was 
sure  it  would  not  come  out ;  I  mean  as  regards  my  own  going  away. 

7670.  I  mean  the  10/.  you  have  shouldered  for  your  own  use  ? — Yes. 

7671.  Now  recollect.     I  am  sure  you  can  tell  me  of  some  other  monies  that  you  have 
received?— I  cannot. 
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JIfr,  Thos.  FrientU       7672.  I  am  not  confining  you  to  wliat  you  may  call  election  services  ;  any  other  ser- 

' vices  ? — No. 

20tn  May  1853.         7573^  jj^  p^^t  ?— No. 

"  7674.  Or  anybody  else  ? — No. 

7675.  Mr.  Scoones  ?— No. 

7676.  Mr.  Kingsford  ? — No  ;  I  never  had  a  word  with  Mr.  Kingsford. 

7677.  Mr.  White  CoUard?— No. 

7678.  Not  from  Mr.  White  CoUard?— No. 

7679.  Mr.  Walker  ? — Only  what  I  have  told  you  as  regards  Mr.  Walker,  by  taking  him 
the  information. 

7680.  What  did  he  give  you  for  that  ? — Nothing.  I  said  I  had  never  received  any- 
thing from  anybody  else  but  from  those  two. 

7681.  Were  you  promised  anything  if  you  got  up  evidence  to  confute  the  petition  ? — 
No. 

7682.  Then  it  was  a  speculative  matter  ;  a  speculation  ? — You  may  term  it  a  specula- 
tion.    I  would  do  it  gratuitously,  as  I  had  done  before,  for  the  Blues. 

7683.  And  you  performed  the  same  part  towai'ds  the  Reds  ? — Yes. 

7684.  What  are  you  ? — I  am  a  cabinetmaker  and  a  valuer. 

7685.  You  have  mentioned  a  dead  man  that  has  been  bribed  ? — I  have  not. 

7686.  Is  Hancock  aUve  ? — Yes ;  he  is  in  this  town  ;  he  was  the  day  before  yesterday. 

7687.  Can  you  produce  him  ? — Yes. 

7688.  I  thought  you  said  he  was  dead  ? — Alderman  Neame  said  so ;  I  did  not  say  so, 

7689.  You  did  not  employ  yourself  in  getting  up  evidence  for  the  petition,  did  you  ? — 
No. 

7690.  Or  evidence  in  answer  to  the  petition  ? — No ;  it  was  upon  this  inquiry. 

7691.  What  evidence  upon  this  inquiry? — They  required  some  evidence  as  regarded 
the  parties,  if  this  inquiry  took  place.  It  was  generally  understood  the  inquiry  was  to 
go  back  only  to  the  last  election.  Then  the  next  thing  was,  whether  something  could  not 
be  got  up  to  contradict  their  purity. 

7692.  Then  you  employed  yourself  about  that? — Yes. 

7693.  To  whom  did  you  communicate  that  evidence  ? — To  Mr.  Walker. 

7694.  You  did  not  communicate  it  to  the  Secretivry  of  the  Commission  ? — Tlie  Secretarj- 
of  the  Commission  was  not  here. 

7695.  He  has  been  here  some  time  ? — It  was  prior  to  that.  I  have  communicated  some 
information  even  to  the  Secretary  respecting  it,  and  I  have  signed  my  name  to  it. 

7696.  You  say  they  wanted  some  evidence  against  the  purity  of  the  Blues  Who  wanted 
some  evidence  ? — When  I  say  "  they,"  I  was  speaking  of  Mr.  Walker  and  Mr.  Kingsford, 
who  was  engaged  in  the  matter. 

7697.  Then  you  were  in  point  of  fact  employed  by  Mr.  Walker  ? — I  was  not  employed  ; 
I  never  had  any  employment. 

7698.  You  said  they  wanted  some  evidence  agaijist  the  purity  of  the  Whigs,  and  did 
you  undertake  to  get  it  up  ? — I  did  not  undertake  to  get  it  up.  I  went  to  get  all  the 
information  I  could,  and  whatever  I  learned  I  went  and  commimicated. 

7699.  Do  not  quibble  with  us.  Were  you  informed  by  Mr.  Walker  that  they  wanted 
some  evidence  ? — When  I  met  him,  he  said,  "  If  you  hear  anything,  Tom,  let  me  know.*' 

7700.  You  do  not  call  that  an  employment  ?— No. 

7701.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  if  Mr.  Walker  or  anybody  offers  you  a  sum  of  money 
after  this  inquiry  is  over,  by  way  of  remuneration,  and  it  is  a  sufficient  sum  to  remunerate 
you,  that  you  will  refuse  it  ? — Whether  it  is  a  sufficient  sum  or  not,  I  am  not  quite  so 
pure  as  to  say  I  would  not  take  anything. 

7702.  What  is  the  name  of  Hancock  ? — John. 

7703.  The  younger  ?— Yes.     The  father  is  dead  now. 


Mr.  H.  Kngsfard.  Mr.  Henry  Kingsford  sworn,  and  examined. 

'  7704.  We  understand  that  you  had  some  briefs,  proofe,  and  papers  which  you  had 

prepared  with  reference  to  defending  the  seats  of  the  sitting  members,  upon  the  petition 
which  was  presented  to  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  ?— Yes.  The  briefs  were 
prepared  in  my  office.  I  did  not  personally  prepare  them.  My  son  was  engaged  in  the 
matter  when  I  had  last  the  honour  of  being  before  this  court.  The  Commissioners  kindly 
gave  me  until  this  morning  to  produce  those  papers,  and  that  arose  in  consequence  of  a 
previous  arrangement  that  I  should  not  be  obliged  to  appear  yesterday,  having  to  attend 
a  funeral ;  that  has  allowed  time  for  my  partners  to  consult  the  best  advice  they  could 
upon  the  subject.  I  am  stating  this  for  the  information  of  the  public  and  for  the  Commis- 
sioners themselves,  because  those  briefs  may  possibly  (I  have  not  read  them)  affect 
persons  in  court  or  in  the  city,  and  therefore  I  am  bound  to  state  the  whole  case.  A 
case  was  laid  before  counsel, — before  two  coimsel,  in  fact,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
their  opinion  is,  that  however  unconstitutional  this  proceeding  may  be,  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment does  give  this  court  authority  to  call  upon  us  to  deliver  up  those  papeis,  and  there- 
fore, without  any  trouble  whatever,  we  shall  deliver  up  the  papers  immediately,  and  they 
are  in  court  for  the  purpose.     There  was  one  injunction  put  upon  us  at  the  last  meeting, 
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which  was  that  those  papers  should  be  untouched  from  that  time  to  this     I  am  assured  Mr.  H.  IRngdord. 
that  this  is  the  case.  ! 

7705.  We  were  quite  satisfied  with  your  word,  and  never  had  a  shadow  of  doubt  that     20th  May  1853. 
you  would  produce  the  papers  in  the  same  state  ? — This  parcel  embraces  all  the  briefs.        ■ 

They  are  duplicates,  so   that    they  can  be  returned.     We  should  be  glad  to  receive 
them  back.  (TAe  witTieaa  liands  in  a  large  pared  of  papers,) 

7706.  Have  you  any  letters  ? — I  believe  those  are  all  the  papers,  as  far  as  I  know.  I 
have  not  examined  them  personally. 

7707.  I  presume,  Mr.  Kingsford,  none  of  your  partners  could  give  us  any  information 
as  to  what  other  papers  there  are  ? — I  -am  not  aware  that  they  can.  They  are  both  here, 
and  I  am  quite  sure  they  will  be  ready  to  do  anything. 

7708.  Those  appear  to  be  all  fair  copies  and  engrossments.  There  does  not  appear  to 
be  any  drafts  amongst  the  papers  that  you  have  handed  in  ? — I  do  not  know  what  they 
are  ;  I  have  not  examined  them.  Personally  I  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  them.  I 
understood  the  other  day  that  the  briefs  were  more  particularly  required ;  that  was 
my  notion. 

7709.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  Mr.  Kingsford,  junior,  had  the  management  of  tliis 
in  your  oflSce  ? — Yes. 


Mr.  Henry  Core  Kingsford  recalled,  and  examined. 

Mr.  If.  C 

7710.  Have  you  in  your  custody  any  letters,   instructions,   or  drafts  relating  to  the         Kingsford. 
subject  matter  of  this  petition  ? — If  the  draft  is  not  there  I  certainly  have  tlie  draft.  

7711.  You  had  also  instructions,  had  you  not  ? — No ;  I  think  I  had  no  instructions. 

7712.  Instructions  from  your  clients  ?-— No. 

7713.  I  suppose  you  know  a  great  deal  more  than  your  clients,  and  would  give  them 
instructions,  not  they  you  ? — I  do  not  think  I  had  any  instructions.  They  were  verbal 
instructions.  I  may  have  got  a  letter  amongst  all  my  letters  instructing  us  to  defend 
this  seat. 

7714.  Letters  might  be  of  importance.  If  you  have  any  letters  from  your  clients  you 
had  better  produce  them  ? — I  do  no  not  think  I  have  any  letters.  I  have  got  these  with 
our  geneml  letters.  I  took  all  those  papers  from  the  place  in  which  I  had  put  all  my 
election  briefs  and  papers. 

7715.  And  have  you  also  copies  of  your  own  letters  ? — I  do  not  know  that  I  ever 
wrote  to  them  on  the  business. 

7716.  Have  you  letters  to  any  one  on  this  business ;  to  yoiu*  parliamentary  agents, 
for  instance  ? — I  do  not  think  I  wrote  much.  I  may  have  one  or  two  letters  to  the 
parliamentary  agents. 

7717.  Perhaps  you  will  go  to  your  office,  and  see  what  papers  of  that  kind  you  have, 
and  will  deliver  them  in  also  ? — Perhaps  you  will  suggest  to  me  any  papers  or  letters. 

7718.  I  would  say,  all  letters  and  copies  of  letters  relating  to  the  subject  matter  of  this 
election  petition  ? — I  think  it  was  almost  all  personal  attendance  in  London.  My  clerk 
did  it  down  here. 


Mr.  Henry  Kingsford  senior  recalled.  ^,    rw  ^'     ^  j 

Mr.  H.  Kmg^fordt 

7719.  Do  you  know  any  tiling  of  your  own  knowledge  in  reference  to  the  late  election  senior. 
of  1852  ? — Yes ;  some  of  the  money  passed  through  our  hands.  ' 

7720.  What  money  passed  through  your  hands  ? — Mr.  Johnstone  paid  to  my  account 
in  London  300Z.,  and  that  300i.  I  transferred  to  the  accoimt  at  my  office  in  our  public 
ledger  ;  that  was  in  July. 

7721.  That  would  be  after  the  election? — I  think  it  would  be  immediately  after  the 
election  ;  no,  it  was  immediately  before  the  election,  in  October.  Mr.  Gipps  sent  to  my 
account  250/.,  which  in  like  manner  I  directed  to  be  transferred  to  the  office  accoimt  at 
Canterbury  ;  that  was  550i.  That  is  all  the  money  that  appears  in  my  private  account, 
and  which  was  tiansferred  to  my  account  for  the  pui-pose  of  this  inquiry  ;  the  public  one 
or  my  office  one.  It  seems  that  Mr.  Johnstone  directed  to  be  sent  to  the  office  account, 
not  through  my  banker  in  London,  some  time  in  November,  I  think,  or  October,  but  it 
was  aftier  the  election,  another  sum  of  300Z.  ;  that  made  altogether  850i.  That  850Z.  was 
disbursed  at  and  after  the  election,  as  I  imderstand  ;  it  appears  so  by  the  account. 
Personally  I  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  disbursements.  The  account  itself 
will  show,  and  my  partners  will  be  ready  to  explain,  as  far  as  they  know,  and  my  cashier. 
Individually  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  paymenta 

7722.  Would  the  account  show  how  the  money  was  paid  ? — I  have  no  doubt  it  would. 
I  think  my  son  undertook  to  deliver  the  account.  I  was  personally  so  much  engaged  in 
other  matters  that  I  did  not  interfere  with  it. 
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JT*     hni  ^^-  H^^^^  CoARE  KiNGSFORD  junior  recalled,  and  examined. 

-^—  7723.  Do  you  put  in  the  account  ? — Yes. 

90lkMfty  I85S.         7244.  Is  this  a  true  copy  of  the  account  which  appears  in  your  ledger  ? — Yes,  an  exact 
copy. 

[The  witness  hands  in  the  same,  marked  No.  307.] 


Mr.  H.  Kingrford^  Mr.  Henry  KiNGSFORD  senior  recalled,  and  examined. 

.___.  7725.  Can  you  tell  us  any  more  with  respect  to  the  election  ? — I  did  not  interfere  with 

the  election.     I  was  engaged  in  other  matters,  as  is  well  known. 

7726.  In  1841  did  you  take  an  active  part  in  Mr.  Smythe  s  election  ? — There  were  two 
elections. 

7727.  The  first  one  was  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson's  ? — At  the  first  flection  I  happened  to 
have  a  fiimily  affliction,  and  I  did  not  interfere. 

7728.  Upon  the  second  election  did  you  take  any  active  part ;  the  general  election  of 
1841  ? — In  the  general  election  of  1841  I  did. 

7729.  Did  any  monies  pa.ss  tlirough  your  hands  then  ? — Yes  ;  but  I  wish  to  explain  that 
monies  also  passed  through  my  hands  after  the  first  election  of  1841,  although  I  did  not 
personally  interfere  in  the  election  itself. 

7730.  What  amount  of  money  passed  through  your  hands  after  the  first  election  of 
1841  ? — The  first  election  of  1841  was  an  election  between  Mr.  Smjrthe  and  Mr.  Henniker 
Wilson.  There  was  a  sum  of  l,600i.  paid  to  my  account  in  April  1841,  which  I  believe, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  whatever,  was  Mr.  Smythe's  money.  It  was  paid  to  my  banking 
account  at  Alford's  bank.  That  l,500i.  I  more  than  paid  in  one  cheque  of  1,503Z.  and,  I 
think,  14s.,  either  to  Mr.  Pout,  who  was  the  then  chairman,  or  to  Mr.  Walker,  or  to 
Mr.  Pout ;  I  really  cannot  tell  you  which  at  this  distance  of  time.  The  bank  book  is  my 
reference.  I  have  referred  to  the  bank  book,  and  I  find  I  did  in  one  cheque  pay  that 
money,  and  I  have  no  doubt  whatever  that  that  money  was  for  colourmen's  tickets. 

7731.  Was  there  any  other  sum  of  money  paid  to  your  account  at  that  election  ? — There 
was  nothing  paid  at  the  election. 

7732.  After  the  election  ? — I  am  telling  you  wrong.  Before  the  l,500i.  was  paid 
Mr.  Smythe  had  paid  200Z.,  or  some  one  for  him  ;  that  made  l,700i. 

7733.  Do  you  know  how  that  200?.  was  expended  ? — I  will  show  you  afterwards, 
because  much  more  money  was  paid  to  me  ;  but  the  whole  was  expended  in  the  Jime  of 
that  year.  Mr.  Lushington  (I  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  election)  wrote  to 
me,  to  ask  me  if  I  would  be  kind  enough  to  meet  him  in  London  for  the  purpose  of  looking 
through  the  election  expenses  of  Mr.  Smythe  at  that  previous  election.  I  said  I  would 
do  so.  I  went  to  town,  and  I  met  Mr.  Lushington,  and  I  went  through  some  very  large 
accounts ;  and  I  also  met  Mr.  Walker  and  Mr.  Pout,  who  had  the  principal  management 
of  those  accounts,  in  town  ;  and  at  that  meeting  in  London  it  was  arranged  what  were  the 
proper  accounts  to  pay.  The  balance  which  was  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  those 
accoimts,  being  294i.,  was  then  paid  to  my  account ;  that  is,  my  London  account ;  there 
having  been  previously  paid  by  Mr.  Smythe  a  few  days  previously  2,000/.  for  the  same 
purpose,  so  that  there  was  200Z.,  1,500?.,  2,000Z.,  and  294Z.  ;  those  are  the  only  sums  I 
know  anything  about.  In  a  few  days  after  this  money  arrived, — the  larger  sum  of  money 
I  mean, — I  began  to  pay  to  Mr.  Pout,  in  various  cheques,  large  sums  of  money,  according 
to  the  classification  which  had  been  made  in  London  of  various  things,  and  those  cheques 
may  be,  six  or  seven  of  them,  300?.  or  400?.  or  500?.  a-piece,  and  1  foimd  that  aU  the 
money  and  a  little  more  was  paid  away  by  me  ;  that  is,  I  lost  a  little  by  it ;  that  was 
accidental ;  there  was  some  mistake  in  our  figures  in  London. 

7734.  Do  you  think  those  different  cheques  which  were  to  be  met  by  the  fund  of  2,000?. 
were  paid  chiefly  by  Mr.  Pout? — ^'  1,500  I  am  not  certain  about  I  had  no  doubt  as 
regards  the  rest.  They  were  all  paid  to  Mr.  Pout  in  liquidation  of  those  accoimts  which, 
we  had  settled  in  London,  and  for  which  I  had  no  vouchers,  and  I  had  merely  certain 
figm-es  to  pay  by. 

7735.  I  imderstand,  Mr.  Kingsford,  that  in  London  you  made  a  classification  of  the 
accoimts  ? — There  was  a  classification  made.     I  do  not  think  I  made  it  myself 

7736.  One  class  of  accounts  related  to  bribery  ? — I  do  not  remember.  I  believe  there 
was  no  such  thing  as  bribery,  that  is,  no  individual  bribery,  shown  up  there  at  aU.  I 
mean  no  gift  of  any  money  paid  to  anybody.  I  do  remember  one  item,  but  not  the 
amount  of  it,  but  I  remember  the  word  "  confidential,"  and  that  is  very  like  it,  and  that 
was  no  doubt  a  considerable  sum. 

7737.  As  like  it  as  well  could  be  ? — Yes. 

7738.  Can  you  remember  the  amount  of  that  item  ? — No,  I  do  not. 

7739.  Pretty  considerable  ? — I  do  remember  the  word.  I  have  been  thinking  about 
this,  and  I  perfectly  recollect  the  words. 

7740.  A  pretty  considerable  item  ? — I  have  no  doubt  it  was,  and  of  course  I  can  have 
no  doubt  or  idea  how  the  money  went.  I  dare  say  there  was  a  great  deal  of  public- 
house  business  at  that  time  which  took  a  great  deal  of  the  money.     It  was  the  practice 
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formerly  to  open  public-houses,  and  I  should  think  a  great  deal  of  the  money  went  in  Mr.  U,  KMiford. 
that  way.  '    smiof\^^ 

774?  1.   Were  those  accounts  which  you  examined  in  London  with  Mr.  Lushington  all  

accoimts  relating  to  the  election  ? — All  that  I  knew  of     I  did  not  know  of  them  until     ^^h  May  .1853* 
I  met  him  there.  --__-«« 

7742.  We  understood  from  Mr.  Sniythe  that  all  the  accoimts  were  subsequently  burnt, 
and  the  reason  given  was  that  they  compromised  a  great  number  of  persons  ;  and  in 
answer  to  a  question  that  I  put  to  him,  he  said  he  believed  there  were  the  names  of  at 
least  sixty  bribers  in  those  accounts  I — I  have  no  recollection  of  it,  nor  do  I  tliink  there 
could  be  any  name  with  any  money  against  them,  for  I  never  saw  such  an  account  either 
at  that  or  any  other  election. 

7743.  Perhaps  that  account  might  be  so  ;  the  account  submitted  to  your  examination  ? 
— I  could  not  telL  Mr.  Lushington  is  muclj  better  able  to  tell  you  than  I  am,  because  he 
had  the  accounts,  and  there  was  an  end  of  it.     I  never  saw  them  .afterwards. 

7744.  You  do  not  remember  the  names  of  any  particular  persons  that  were  entrusted  * 
with  large  sums  of  money  in  those  accounts  ? — I  believe,  Mr.  Pout. 

7745.  With  the  exception  of  Mr.  Pout  and  Mr.  Walker? — I  am  not  aware  that 
Mr.  Walker  had  any.  I  think  either  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  Mr.  Pout,  or 
Mr.  Walker,  who  was  the  deputy  chairman  (I  understand  so),  or  Mr.  Pout,  one  of  those 
three,  must  have  received  my  cheques  ;  but  I  think  Mr.  Pout  received  aU  the  cheques  but 
the  first  I  mentioned ;  that  is,  of  1,503/.  14s. 

7746.  You  think  that  he  received  all  the  cheques  for  all  the  amounts  except  the  first 
that  you  have  mentioned? — I  believe  so. 

7747.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  election  of  1847  ? — Not  in  the  least ;  not  in  any 
way  whatever,  except  that  I  walked  in,  gave  my  vote,  and  went  back  again.  My  own 
opinion  was,  it  was  not  worth  fighting. 

7748.  In  the  general  election  of  1841,  when  Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  were  re- 
turned, did  you  take  a  part  then  ? — Yes. 

7749.  Did  any  money  pass  through  your  hands  then  ? — Yes.  Mr.  Smythe  paid  to  my 
account  at  Alford's,  or  some  one  paid  to  my  account  at  Alford's, — it  came  through  Pres- 
cott's, — I  tliink  1,000/.,  and  that  was  on  the  18th  of  September  in  that  year  ;  and  I  believe 
it  was  understood  that  that  was  all  he  should  pay,  and  that  is  all  the  money  that  came 
into  my  hands. 

7750.  How  was  that  money  disbursed  ? — On  the  23d  of  September  in  that  year 
Mr.  Pout  came  to  me,  and  said  that  he  had  all  these  election  biUs  to  pay,  which  came  to 
considerably  more  than  the  2,000Z.  (Mr.  Bradshaw  having  given  1,000/.),  and  that  he 
wanted  me  to  give  him  a  cheque.  He  did  not  ask  it  for  all  the  money,  but  he  wanted 
me  to  give  him  a  cheque  for  a  considerable  sum.  I  said,  "  I  am  going  away  from  Can- 
"  terbury  for  three  weeks  on  Monday  (this  was  on  Saturday ;  I  foimd  by  my  bank  book 
"  1 ,000/.  was  set  down),  and  I  will  thank  you  to  take  a  cheque  for  the  whole  money  at 
"  once,  and  then  I  shall  have  no  more  bother  about  it,"  which  he  did. 

7751.  And  you  gave  a  cheque  ? — Yes  ;  and  a  very  fortunate  transaction  for  me  it  was, 
for  the  bank  suspended  in  the  following  week. 

7752.  Do  I  imderstand  you  to  say  that  in  Cantuarensian  language  "  confidential " 
means  "  bribery  agent  "  ? — I  was  not  a  bribery  agent. 

7753.  No  ;  but  the  words  "  confidential  "  means  "  bribery  agent  "  ? — I  have  no  doubt 
"  confidential "'  must  mean  some  malpractice ;  whether  it  was  opening  houses,  or  whether 
it  was  bribery,  I  cannot  tell  you.     I  never  saw  any  individual  bribery. 

7754.  We  have  it  in  evidence  that  applications  were  made  to  Gipps  and  Johnson's 
committee  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Blinks  for  employment  as  a  "  confidential ''? — It  may  be 
that  that  accounts  for  the  word.  I  tell  you  what  I  recollect.  I  do  recollect  that  term, 
and  it  struck  me  at  the  time. 


Mr.  T.  N.  WiGHTWiCK  sworn,  and  examined.  jf^^  y^  y^ 

7755.  Are  you  a  partner  in  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Kingsford  and  Company  ? — I  am.  WighiwieL 

7756.  How  long  have  you  been  a  partner  in  the  firm  ? — Since  1845. 

7757.  Were  you  engaged  in  the  election  of  1847  ? — Not  actively  engaged. 

7758.  Do  you  know  anything  of  this  expenditure  of  money  on  the  part  of  the  red  party 
in  1847  ?— Nothing  at  all. 

7759.  Did  money  pass  through  your  firm  ? — I  cannot  speak  of  my  own  knowledge ;  it 
might  have  been  so. 

7760.  In  1852  had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  election?— I  cannot  say  that  I  had. 
I  believe  I  was  a  member  of  the  committee.  With  that  exception,  I  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  it. 

7761.  Nothing  to  do  with  it?— I  think  the  only  thing  I  did  have  to  do  with  it  was  to 
make  a  payment  to  Dr.  Lochee,  who  called  upon  me  on  one  occasion. 

7762.  Is  that  one  of  the  payments  in  the  account  ? — Yes  ;  it  is  one  of  the  three  pay- 
ments in  the  accoimt. 

7763.  Is  that  the  only  transaction  that  you  had  ?— The  only  one,  within  my  recollection, 

7764.  Had  you  any  personal  transactions  with  any  voter  ? — None  whatever, 

7765.  Had  you  ai^r  transactions  with  Mr.  Pout  ? — None  whatever, 
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Mr.  T.  N.  7766.  Or  any  of  those  sub-agents  who  have  been  brought  forward  ?— Not  one  of  them. 

Wighiwick.  7767.  Can  you  give  us  any  information  ? — None  whatever. 

'  7768.  Do  you  Imow  two  persons  of  the  name  of  Stringer  and  Filhner  ? — I  do  not 

SOth  May  1853.     know  them  ;  I  have  heard  of  such  people  living  in  Canterbury. 
■  7769.  You  do  not  know  whether  two  persons  of  those  names,  or  either  of  them,  were 

employed  as  agents  on  your  side  at  the  last  election  ? — Not  at  all ;  I  have  no  knowledge 
of  them. 


Henry  Admans.  Henry  Admans  sworn,  and  examined. 

7770.  What  are  you  by  trade  ? — A  baker. 

7771.  In  Canterbury  ?— No.    Whitstable.     Sea-salter. 

7772.  Are  you  a  Canterbiuy  fireeman  ? — Yes. 

7773.  How  long  have  you  been  a  fireeman? — Born  one,  I  sup^wse. 

7774.  Have  you  taken  a  part  in  several  elections  that  have  taken  jjlace  here  ? — Some 
I  have. 

7775.  Begin  in  1841.  Did  you  take  a  part  in  either  of  the  elections  of  that  year  ? — 
I  am  not  prepared  with  that    I  thought  we  were  on  the  last  election. 

7776.  We  will  begin  with  the  last  election,  if  you  please.  Were  you  a  Red  at  the  last 
election  ? — Yes. 

7777.  Have  you  always  been  a  Red  ? — For  the  last  sixteen  or  eighteen  years. 

7778.  Were  you  "  a  confidential  t" — I  just  heard  that  spoken  o^  rather  by  a  m^take^ 
I  think. 

7779.  Were  you  "  a  confidential  V*  Were  you  entrusted  with  money  to  bribe  ? — I  are 
a  confidential 

7780.  Had  you  money  to  bribe  with  ? — I  had  money  to  do  business  with. 

7781.  Do  you  mean  with  money  to  do  business  with,  to  buy  voters  with  ? — If  I  liked 
to  give  it  to  them. 

7782.  Was  it  given  to  you  for  that  purpose  ? — I  had  some  money  to  do  business  with. 
If  I  had  not  been  honourable  I  might  have  kept  it.  I  liave  given  my  money  out,  and  I 
can  give  you  an  account  of  it. 

7783.  Have  you  got  an  account  of  it  ? — Yes. 

7784.  Let  me  see  it  ? — Yes.     {The  witTiess  lianchd  in  the  same.) 

7785.  This  is  a  very  fresh  piece  of  paper  ? — Yes  ;  it  is  made  out  this  morning,  after 
the  rolls  were  drawn. 

7786.  Are  you  the  man  they  call  the  master  of  the  rolls  ? — I  draw  them  out, 

7787.  Where  did  you  copy  tliis  from  ? — From  the  truth. 

7788.  Where  is  that  to  be  found  ? — In  my  head. 

7789.  Where  is  it  ?— In  my  head. 

7790.  And  has  it  been  lying  there  ever  since  the  election  ? — Ye4s. 

7791.  Had  you  no  memorandum  except  what  you  had  in  your  head  ?  Had  you  no 
memorandum  in  wiiting  ? — None ;  I  did  not  require  it. 

7792.  Who  did  you  have  the  money  from  ? — Mr.  Pout 
How  much  did  he  give  you  ? — Sixtynseven. 
Pounds  ? — Pounds. 
Did  he  give  you  that  before  the  election  ? — No  : 


after ;  a  day  or  two  after  the 
Had  you  had  any  communication  with  Mr.  Pout  before  the  election  ? — Yes,  of 


7793. 

7794. 

7795. 
election. 

7796. 
course. 

7797.  Tell  us  what  arrangement  you  and  Mr.  Pout  had  come  to.  Come,  out  with  it. 
You  compel  me  to  di*aw  you  out  as  you  do  your  rolls  ? — You  ought  to  do  so  with  everyone 
else,  and  I  hope  you  will. 

7798.  Have  you  got  a  batch  of  voters  ? — I  should  not  mind  having  a  batch. 

7799.  Did  you  tell  Pout  you  should  not  mind  having  a  batch,  like  the  others  ? — It  was 
not  likely.     No. 

7800.  What  did  you  tell  Pout  ? — That  there  were  so  many  freemen. 

7801.  At  Whitstable  ?— Yes. 

7802.  And  that  you  thought  that  you  could  get  them? — Yes  ;  I  thought  I  could  get 
them,  and  I  was  to  do  the  best  I  could  with  them ;  and  after  I  got  them  there  was  an 
allowance  for  each  one,  and  paid  over  for  my  services  as  such,  and  by  rule  I  did  it. 

7803.  Did  you  tell  him  how  many  you  had  got  ? — Yes,  every  one. 

7804.  Did  you  tell  him  their  names  ? — Yes. 

7805.  And  those  whom  you  named  were  left  to  you,  to  do  the  best  you  could  with  ? — 
That  is  it 

7806.  Did  he  limit  you  as  to  the  sums  ? — Yea 

7807.  What  was  to  be  the  highest  figure  ? — Ten  pounds. 

7808.  That  was  a  good  big  loaf? — The  Blues  had  offered  bigger. 

7809.  Not  at  that  election  ? — No ;  but  at  some  other  elections  before. 

781 0.  Had  you  got  a  i*elation  of  the  same  name  as  yourself,  Admans  ? — I  had. 

7811.  Did  you  put  him  up  pretty  high  ? — In  a  moderate  manner. 

7812.  Seven  pounds? — Seven  pounds. 
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7813.  What  was  his  name  ? — Richard.  Henry  Admam. 

7814.  Was  that  for  his  vote  ? — For  his  vote  and  services.  "^^ 

7815.  What  did  he  do  ;  walk  into  Canterbury  and  gave  his  vote  ?— No,  he  did  not ;  he     ^*^  ^^^  ^^^^' 
rode  in.  — r— — — • 

7816.  There  is  a  man  called  Gardner ;  what  is  his  Christian  name  ? — I  think  his  name 
is  John  ;   I  will  not  be  certain. 

7817.  Is  he  the  only  Gardner  of  the  Whitstable  freemen  on  the  I'egister  ? — Yes. 

7818.  What  did  you  give  him  for  his  vote  ? — Three  pounds. 

7819.  Now,  Friend  ;   is  there  a  man  called  Friend  ? — Yes. 

7820.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? — Richard. 

7821.  What  did  he  get  for  his  vote  ? — Seven  pounds. 

7822.  Is  he  a  relation  of  yours  ? — No  ;   but  a  very  good  acquaintance. 

7823.  A  man  called  Evans  ? — Charles  Evans. 

7824.  What  did  he  get  for  his  vote  ? — Seven  poimds. 

.7825.  Watson ;  what  was  his  Christian  name  ? — I  think  it  is  John.  There  is  no  other 
Watson  but  this  one  ;  a  seasalter,  and  he  is  a  tailor.     He  is  a  Canterbury  man. 

7826.  William  Watson ;  wiU  that  do  it  ?— It  may  be. 

7827.  Did  he  have  7Z.  for  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

7828.  Barnes  ;  what  is  his  Christian  name  ? — Thomas. 

7829.  That  waa  the  big  loaf  man  ? — That  was  the  big  loaf 

7830.  He  had  10/.  for  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

7831.  Did  he  stick  out  for  a  higher  price  ? — He  did  not  stick  out. 

7832.  Coidd  you  not  get  him  under  lOl  ? — We  do  not  always  go  the  cheapest  way  to 
work.  When  you  go  so  cheap,  sometimes  they  are  not  honourable.  You  see  we  had  an 
honourable  lot. 

7833.  Was  Barnes  a  relation,  or  a  particular  acquaintance  ? — An  acquaintance.  There 
is  only  a  span  across.  We  are  all  acquaintances  ;  poor  seasalters.  We  all  acknowledge 
one  another. 

7834.  Sommerford  ;  what  is  his  Christian  name?— I  do  not  know. 

7835.  Did  he  have  anything  for  his  vote  ? — Not  from  me. 

7836.  From  anyone  else? — I  am  not  aware  of  that.  All  he  had  was  eating  and 
didnking,  at  my  expense. 

7837.  You  know  nothing  of  Sommerford  ?— Nothing  further  ;  no  further  than  joining 
with  our  company. 

7838.  Do  you  know  anything  of  a  man  named  Sell  ? — Yes. 

7839.  Did  you  give  him  anji/hing  for  his  vote  ? — I  had  nothing  to  do  with  him.  Took 
him  in  to  join  the  company  free. 

7840.  The  party  that  went  with  you  was  nine  with  yourself,  was  it  ? — I  suppose  so. 

7841.  A  pretty  good  breakfast  you  had  ;  I  see  it  cost  6/.  ? — Very  good  indeed ;  but  you 
have  not  got  it  alL 

7842.  Here  is  a  dinner  too  ;  6/.  ? — Yes  ;  and  that  is  not  quite  all, 

7843.  Colours  for  bringing  up  all  these  six  voters.  What  did  you  have  for  yourself? — 
What  did  I  have  for  myself? 

7844.  Two  big  loaves  ? — Yes,  quite.  I  was  not  like  the  Jew  who  lost  1«.  6d  out  of 
50i  I  never  did  business  like  that,  because  I  could  always  have  done  better  by  the 
blue  party  than  this. 

7845.  You  took  20/.  for  yourself  ?— Certainly  I  did.  I  would  not  lose  U.  6d.  if  I 
kliew  it,  not  by  a  job ;  it  is  not  likely.  I  would  never  lose  money  when  I  was  to  have 
the  handling  of  the  money.  If  I  lose  money  it  is  when  I  am  at  work,  and  do  not 
know  it 

7846.  Did  you  take  that  20/.  for  your  vote  and  services  ? — That  is  it. 

7847.  Are  you  sure,  Mr.  Admans,  that  you  did  not  try  to  do  Mr.  Gardner  out  of  his 
3i?— No. 

7848.  Now  recollect ;  when  did  you  promise  him  his  3/.  ? — When  he  saw  me. 

7849.  Where  ? — Over  at  our  place. 

7850.  Whitstable,  or  here  ? — He  came  over  to  Whitstable  to  see  me. 

7851.  And  you  promised  him  3i  ? — 1  promised  him  3/. 

7852.  Was  there  not  a  little  question  between  you  and  him  afterwards  about  that, 
after  he  had  voted  ? — After  he  had  voted  he  said  I  ought  to  give  him  4/.  I  told  him, 
"  You  had  3L  before,  and  you  have  3/.  now." 

7853.  Had  you  paid  him  the  money  ? — Yes  ;  he  had  37.  once  before. 

7854.  But  this  3i  you  put  down  in  the  list ;  when  was  that  paid  to  him  ? — A  day  or 
two  after  the  election. 

7855.  And  did  you  not  at  first  refuse  to  pay  him  anything  at  all  ? — ^No. 

7856*  Did  you  not  tell  him  that  he  had  promised  Bamel  ? — That  was  when  he  first 
came  to  me ;  he  had  promised  his  vote.  "  Now,"  I  said,  "  you  promised  Mr.  Hancock, 
and  we  shall  not  accept  you ;  your  vote  is  already  promised." 

7857-  That  was  before  the  election  you  said  this  ? — Yes.  I  had  found  out  that  he  had 
promised  before  the  election  ;  but  he  hung  on  so,  and  I  said,  "  Well,  as  you  are  out  of 
work  I  will  give  you  SI" 

7868.  Did  you  say  this  before  the  election  ? — Before  the  election.  He  had  promised  his 
vote,  as  I  had  heard. 
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Hmry  Admans.         7859.  You  say  you  told  him  this.     Did  you  tell  him  this  before  the  election  ? — I  did. 

— ^—  7860    Now,   after  the  election,   did  you  not  give    him   anothei    sovereign  ? —No,  I 

20th  May  1853.     did  not. 

^ *JS6l.  Is  it  true  that  you  agreed  to  give  him  lOs.  a  week,  making  altogether  a  sove- 

reign, for  the  two  weeks  that  passed  between  your  promise  and  your  payment  ?— No. 

7862.  You  paid  him  3/.  and  nothing  more  ? — I  paid  him  3i 

7863.  And  you  did  not  teU  him  you  would  give  him  another  after  the  election  was 
over  ? — I  told  him  this,  that  I  would  give  him  3/.  as  he  had  promised  Mr.  Ramel,  because 
he  was  in  the  Union  at  the  time ;  and  I  said,  "  Now  you  are  out  of  the  Union,  what  are 
you  going  to  do  ?"     He  had  no  work,  and  I  said,  "  What  did  you  come  out  for  ?" 

7864.  You  said  something  about  a  sovereign  ? — He  had  three  sovereigns  of  me. 

7865.  And  that  was  aU  ? — That  was  all  he  had  at  the  election. 

7866.  Did  Ramel  and  you  canvass  the  same  people  ? — I  do  not  know.  I  have  never 
spoken  to  or  seen  Mr.  RameL 

7867.  Who  did  Ramel  canvass  ;  the  Whitstable  or  Heme  Bay  people  ? — I  do  not  know. 

7868.  Who  canvassed  the  Heme  Bay  people  ? — I  know  the  red  parties  came  down, 
and  the  Blues.     I  told  the  Blues  I  shoidd  not  vote  for  them. 

7869.  Had  you  a  public-house  engaged  here  in  Canterbury  ? — I  gave  orders  for  a 
dinner,  and  drinking,  and  all  they  required. 

7870.  Where  was  that  ? — At  the  Carpenters'  Arms. 

7871.  The  Builders'  Arms  ?— Yes. 

7872.  How  many  voters  did  you  bring  to  the  Builders'  Arms  ;  the  whole  of  those 
on  the  list  ? — Yes. 

7873.  And  no  more  ?— No. 

7874.  You  said  just  now  you  were  more  honest  than  some  people,  and  that  you 
accoimted  for  all  the  monies  that  you  received.  Who  are  the  people  that  are  not  honest  ? 
— ^Those  that  lose  Is.  6cZ.  cannot  be  honest ;  no  man  could  be  honest,  and  render  his 
services  at  such  an  election  as  this,  and  lose  Is.  6d.  by  it. 

7875.  Was  there  anybody  else  who  received  money,  and  did  not  account  for  it  honestly  ? 
— I  do  not  know.     I  have  only  heard  that. 

7876.  Did  all  your  people  accoimt  as  honestly  as  you  did? — Yes.  They  are  all 
accountable  for  what  they  have  received. 

7877.  Do  you  think  all  the  poor  voters  got  the  money  that  these  men  undertook  to 
give  them  ? — They  did,  under  me. 

7878.  But  under  others  ? — That  I  do  not  answer  for.  I  will  tell  you  this ;  I  will  not 
imdertake  any  such  sort  of  business  as  to  lose  Is.  6d.  by  it. 

7879.  You  have  given  in  your  account  of  &7L,  and  Mr.  Pout  says  you  received  between 
.  701.  and  80L  ? — That  is  the  money  I  received. 

7880.  Mr.  Pout  says  you  received  between  701.  and  SOL  ;  is  that  correct  ? — I  am  upon 
my  oath,  and  that  is  the  money  I  received,  no  more  and  no  less ;  and  that  is  the 
way  I  have  expended  it ;  and  if  I  could  not  have  20i.  I  would  not  have  had  anything 
to  do  with  it. 

7881.  Mr.  Pout  paid  you  the  money,  and  he  says  he  paid  you  between  701.  and  80Z.  ?  — 
That  {referring  to  the  account  handed  i/n)  is  the  money  I  received. 

7882.  Mr.  Pout  says  he  paid  you  between  70L  and  SOL — Well,  here  I  am. 

7883.  Did  he  or  not  ?     That  is  aU  the  money  I  received. 

7884.  In  what  did  you  receive  it  ? — I  received  it  in  sovereigns. 

7885.  All  sovereigns  ? — Yes. 

7886.  Did  you  give  him  any  receipt  ? — I  gave  him  a  list  of  names  of  whom  I  was 
going  to  receive  for,  of  so  much  money  to  carry  on  so  much  business  as  was  to  be 
done  with  it.  I  did  not  receive  any  more,  for  which  I  was  going  to  do  the  deed  I  have 
done. 

7887.  When  he  paid  j^ou  the  67  sovereigns,  did  you  give  him  any  written  acknowledg- 
ment or  paper  ? — I  gave  him  a  bill  of  what  manner  the  money  was  expended. 

7888.  Did  you  give  him  a  receipt,  "  Received  of  Mr.  Pout  67V  ? — He  did  not  require 
it,  I  suppose,  or  else  he  coidd  have  had  it. 

7889.  You  say  you  had  some  of  this  money  before  ;  was  that  at  the  election  of  1847? 
— rl  have  not  given  that  a  study. 

7890.  This  3i.  man?— He  had  3L  once  before. 

7891.  Was  that  for  voting  for  Mr.  Vance  and  Lord  Pelham  Clinton  ? — Yes. 

7892.  Perhaps  you  can  tell  me  some  other  Whitstable  voter  whom  you  gave  money  to 
at  that  election  ? — It  is  the  best  way  for  me  to  study  these  things  over.  I  have  some- 
thing else  to  do  than  to  keep  in  my  head  these  election  matters  from  year  to  year. 

7893.  Your  relation,  Richard  Admans,  did  you  give  him  anything  in  1847  for  voting? 
— I  shall  not  be  able  to  answer  you  your  questions  in  a  proper  sort  of  manner.  You  go 
from  one  thing,  and  then  to  another.  I  know,  if  I  answer  you,  I  could  not  do  it  property 
at  the  present  time.  Anything  more  you  want  to  know  from  me  I  can  give  in  a  fair 
way,  but  after  I  have  done  with  the  transaction  I  think  no  more  of  it.  I  do  not  nurse 
such  things  as  those. 

7894.  Attend  to  the  question.  Do  you  remember  giving  any  money  to  Richard 
Ajdmans  to  vote  for  Mr.  Vance  and  Lord  Clinton  ? — I  think  that  was  on  a  diflFerent  system. 

7395.  What  was  the  system  then  ? — Not  like  this. 
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7896.  Did  you  bring  your  Whitstable  voters  to  vote  for  Lord  Clinton  and  Mr.  Vance  ?     Henry  Admans. 
— I  did.  ^ — •* 

7897.  Did  you  bring  Admans  up  ? — Yes.  2(Hh  May  1853. 

7898.  Did  you  bring  Gardner  up  ? — Yes.     I  told  you  so  just  now.  '  " :. 

7899.  Friend?— Yes. 

7900.  And  Evans?— No. 

7901.  Watson?— No. 

7902.  Barnes?— Yes. 

7903.  Somerford?— No. 

7904.  Sell?- No. 

7905.  Anybody  else  besides  those  four  you  mention  ? — No. 

7906.  Were  those  the  only  four  you  brought  to  the  poll  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

7907.  Were  they  all  paid  for  voting  ? — They  were  paid  a  trifle  then. 

7908.  What  did  you  pay  Admans  ? — I  cannot  teU  you. 

7909.  How  much  do  you  suppose  ? — I  do  not  know,  nor  do  I  know  the  public-house 
bilL 

7910.  You  remember  paying  Gardner  SI,  ? — Yes. 

7911.  Surely  you  can  remember  what  you  paid  the  others? — No. 

7912.  Did  you  pay  them  about  the  same,  do  you  suppose  ? — It  is  no  use  my  guessing. 

7913.  How  much  did  you  pay  yourself? — I  did  not  pay  myself.     I  never  lose. 

7914.  How  much  did  you  clear  in  the  election  of  1847  ? — I  do  not  know  now. 
.7915.  A  tenner  ?— It  ought  to  be  so,  ought  it  not  ? 

7916.  Did  you ;  or  was  it  two  tenners  ;  a  good  loaf,  20!I.  ? — No. 

7917.  Were  they  not  so  flush  of  money  then  ? — I  cannot  answer. 

7918.  Did  you  clear  lOL  by  that  job  in  1847? — I  cannot  answer  that. 

7919.  However,  you  cleared  some  money? — I  cleared  some  money;  it  would  not  do 
without. 

7920.  Not  less  than  10^.,  I  dare  say? — I  would  not,  if  I  had  known  it.  Perhaps  I 
might  not,  when  X  could  have  had  301,  one  time  on  the  blue  party.  I  would  never  go 
and  lose  Is.  6d.  when  I  could  have  30i[. 

7921.  Who  paid  you  in  1847  ? — I  am  not  prepared  with  it. 

7922.  Who  paid  you  ? — I  do  not  know. 

7923.  Did  Mr.  Pout  pay  you  in  1847  ? — I  have  done  business  with  more  than  Mr.  Pout. 
If  you  question  me  ever  so  I  cannot  tell  you  ;  it  is  entirely  out  of  my  head. 

7924.  You  say  you  have  done  business  with  more  than  Mr.  Pout.  I  want  to  know 
the  names  of  those  with  whom  you  have  done  business? — I  cannot  give  you  an  account 
of  it. 

7925.  Oh  yes,  you  can  ;  teU  me  the  name  of  some  other  persons  besides  Mr.  Pout  with 
whom  you  have  done  business  ? — Done  business  ? 

7926.  Yes  ;  done  business  of  that  kind  ;  receiving  money  ? — For  bribing  voters. 

7927.  Yes,  for  bribing  voters.  TeU  me  the  name  of  some  other  persons  ? — I  could  not 
to-day. 

7928.  You  can  if  you  like  ? — I  cannot. 

7929.  Did  you  ever  do  business  with  Mr.  Philpot  ? — No. 
-    7930.  Vincent?— No. 

7931.  Kelson?— No. 

7932.  Goodwin?— No. 

7933.  Southee?— No. 

7934.  As  you  know  with  whom  you  did  not,  tell  us  with  whom  you  did  ;  Mr.  Walker  ? 
—No. 

7935.  TeU  us  with  whom  you  did.  Out  with  it.  Come,  do  not  keep  tis  here  aU  day. 
Can  you  teU  us  ? — I  cannot  recoUect  at  this  moment  where  they  were. 

7936.  Never  mind  where  they  were  ;  who  were  they  ? — I  remember  one  by  the  name 
of  Dick  Friend  at  Whitstable.  He  got  me  to  ask  for  some  colourmen's  tickets,  and  he 
got  some  barley  meal  out  of  me  ;  and  he  was  a  Blue.  He  had  the  barley  meal,  and  kept 
it,  sacks  and  aU ;  and  he  is  a  Blue  ;  and  when  he  got  the  tickets  money  the  barley  meal 
came  to  more  than  they  came  to. 

7937.  You  gave  him  money.  I  want  to  know  from  whom  you  received  money  beside 
Pout  ? — I  did  not  give  him  the  money. 

7938.  It  was  paid  to  you  from  the  party.  You  have  received  money  from  Mi-.  Pout  ? 
— Yes ;  and  I  received  money  for  this  barley  meaL 

7939.  You  have  received  money  from  others  besides  Mr.  Pout  for  bribing?— The  barley 
meal  was  bribing. 

7940.  TeU  me  the  names  of  any  other  persons  from  whom  you  have  received  money 
beside  Mr.  Pout  for  bribing  ? — There  was  the  barley  meal ;  what  do  you  caU  that  ?  Ne'er 
a  freeman  in  Whitstable  had  anything  but  that  man,  and  that  man  had  two  sacks  and 
two  bushels  of  barleymeal,  and  no  other  man  had  any. 

.    7941.  Can  you  tell  me  the  name  of  any  other  person  ?— No  ;  not  at  present.     It  is  no 
use  my  telling  you  without  I  could  I  could  go  through  with  it. 

7942.  Have  you  any  accounts  at  home  ?— I  might  find  something,  perhaps  ;  and  I  might 
go  into  it  so  as  to  know. 
^  112 
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Henry  AdmoM. 
20th  May  ]  853. 


7943.  Perhaps  wjien  you  go  home,  and  go  over  your  other  accounts,  when  you  come 
here  again  you  will  be  able  to  tell  me  about  it  ? — Perhaps  I  may  not  find  it ;  I  do  not 
know. 

7944.  You  have  got  them  now  ? — Yes. 

7945.  If  I  understand  you,  Admans,  you  say  you  might  have  had  30i.  from  the  Bines 
for  doing  some  dirty  work  ? — No  ;  without  doing  the  dirty  work,  if  it  were  called  so. 

7946.  What  could  you  have  30i.  for  ? — If  I  had  voted.  After  John  Kingsford  broke, 
Mr.  John  Brent  said  to  me,  "  If  you  had  voted  our  side  for  Lord  Conyngham  we  could 
have  settled  your  30i.  bill  for  you."  I  was  dealing  with  him  at  the  time,  and  I  was  con- 
tracting with  the  Union. 

7947.  When  was  this  ? — I  cannot  tell  you. 

7948.  Who  was  this  Brent  ? — Alderman  Brent's  son. 

7949.  Do  you  know  a  baker  of  the  name  of  Coveney  ? — No. 


H.  C.  Kingsford, 
jun. 


Thomas  Munns. 


Henry  C.  Kingsford  junior  recalled,  and  examined. 

7950.  Have  you  any  instructions,  letters,  or  copies  of  letters,  in  fine,  any  papers 
relating  to  the  business  of  the  election  petition  which  are  not  already  produced  to  the 
Commissioners  ? — No  ;  I  have  handed  up  all  I  can  find.  I  find  that  I  had  no  letters  of 
instructions  written  from  either  of  the  members,  and  I  find  I  have  written  no  letters  to 
them.     I  was  personally  in  London  with  them  all  the  time. 

7951.  Do  you  bring  now  some  papers  in  addition  to  those  already  produced  ? — ^Yes  ;  I 
went  back  to  get  the  drafts,  and  I  produce  these  further  papers. 

7952.  Are  the  papers  which  you  now  hand  in  and  the  papers  already  produced  all  the 
papers  relating  to  this  business  ? — Yes. 

7953.  Will  you  hand  in  these  papers? — Yes  (the  witness  handed  in  a  second  parcel  of 
papers,  which  are  marked    ). 

7954.  You  are  stated  by  a  witness  who  was  examined  yesterday  to  have  been  con- 
cerned in  the  distribution  of  coloured  tickets  at  the  county  and  city  election ;  will  you 
explain  what  part  you  had  in  that?— I  never  distributed  any  at  all. 

7955.  Did  you  honoui*  them  when  produced  ?— No  ;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  them« 

7956.  Did  you  give  Mr.  Smith  or  any  person  money  for  the  payment  of  them? 
—No 

7957.  Then  is  it  your  father  to  whom  Mr.  Siaith  refera  ?— I  do  not  know  at  all. 

7958.  Take  the  last  county  election.  Mr.  Smith  states  on  that  occasion  he  obtained 
the  authority,  or  the  money,  or  both,  from  or  through  Mr.  Kingsford  ? — If  he  did  it  was 
from  our  ofiice.  We  paid  a  gre^t  deal  of  money  in  the  county  election  at  different  times. 
It  is  possible  Mr.  Smith  may  have  brought  an  account,  and  had  a  cheque,  but  I  do  not 
know. 

7959.  Do  I  understand,  if  you  acted  at  all  it  was  simply  as  money  agent? — This  is  on 
Sir  Brooke  Bridges*. 

7960.  Ic  would  be  simply  as  money  agent ;  and  you  did  not  inquire  of  Mr.  Smith  what 
he  was  going  to  do  with  the  money  ? — Smith  had  the  entire  management  of  the  coloured 
ticket  system  at  the  county  election. 

7961.  You  gave  him  the  money? — Yes. 

7962.  He  also  states  that  you  managed  both  the  coimty  election  (as  I  imderstood)  and 
city  election  ? — No  ;  that  is  a  mistake.  I  did  not.  If  people  came  and  asked  for  recom^ 
mendations,  I  may  have  recommended  a  labourer  for  a  ticket. 

7963.  You  have  done  that  ? — I  have  done  so. 

7964.  And  also  in  the  county  ? — Yes  ;  I  dare  say  I  did  in  the  county  too. 


-I  am  a  carpenter  by  trade. 


Thomas  Munns  sworn,  and  examined. 

7965.  Are  you  a  freeman  of  tliis  city  ? — Yes. 

7966.  How  long  have  you  been  a  freeman  ? — Ever  since  the  Reform  Bill  passed. 

7967.  Are  you  sure  you  aie  a  freeman  ? — Yes.     I  do  not  vote  as  a  freeman  ;  I  vote  as 
a  householder. 

7968.  What  are  you ;  a  Red  or  a  Blue? — A  Red. 

7969.  What  is  your  business ;  what  are  you  by  trade  ?- 

7970.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Pout?— Yes. 

7971.  Did  he  employ  you  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

7972.  What  as  ? — To  go  and  see  about  voters. 

7973.  To  secure  votes  ? — Yes. 

7974.  Did  you  keep  any  house  for  voters  at  the  last  election  ? — No. 

7975.  W^as  your  house  a  house  of  call  for  voters? — No. 
7y76.  Refreshments  ? — No. 

7977.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  Ethelbert? — I  was  there;   that  is  where  I 
ive  ;  I  am  a  publican  there. 

7978.  Did  many  voters  come  to  your  house  during  the  election  ? — ^No  ;  very  few. 

7979.  But  some  did  ? — Some,  to  be  sure,  came  in. 
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7980.  To  get  refreshment  ?— No.  Thomas  Munn^. 

7981.  Money?— No.  

7982.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  gave  them  no  money  ? — Oh,  money !     I  beg  pardon.  ^^^  -^^  ^®^^' 

7983.  You  gave  them  money  for  their  votes  ? — Yes.  

7984.  Where  did  you  get  the  money  from  ? — Mr.  Pout. 

7985.  Tell  us  first  of  all  how  much  money  you  got  from  Mr.  Pout  ? — I  think  90L 

7986.  Did  you  spend  the  whole  of  that  money  ?— Very  nearly  ;  I  think  all  of  it ;  but 
I  can  bring  it  all  to  mind. 

7987.  You  paid  nothing  back  to  Mr.  Pout  ? — No. 

7988.  If  you  did  not  spend  the  whole  of  that  money,  you  kept  the  rest  yourself? — ^Yes. 

7989.  Now  tell  us  how  you  spent  it^  What  is  that  paper  you  liave  in  yom*  hand  ;  is 
that  an  account  of  your  expenditure  ? — Everything,  except  my  own  expenditure,  what  it 
had  cost  myself     (The  witness  hands  in  the  same^ 

7990.  There  are  only  four  items  on  this  paper  ? — No. 

7991.  When  was  it  prepared  ? — Yesterday,  I  think,  or  the  day  before. 

7992.  What  did  you  prepare  it  from  ? — Nothing ;  no  account  at  all. 

7993.  How  did  you  make  it  out?— It  did  not  want  any  making  out;  only  from 
recollection. 

7994.'  From  memory  ? — Yes. 

7995.  Are  you  quite  sure  you  have  put  down  eveiything  correct  here? — Yes,  ex- 
cepting li 

7996.  jf  1 ;  the  last  item? — That  was  what  the  man  stated  himself  in  the  House  of 
Commons.     I  thought  it  was  only  lOd.,  instead  of  li 

7997.  You  have  made  out  three  items  from  memory  ? — Yes. 

7998.  And  the  fourth  from  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken  before  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  ? — Yes. 

7999.  The  first  item  is,  "  Paid  Style's  family  80^"  ;  is  that  correct  ?— Quite  coiTcct. 

8000.  Is  Styles  a  voter?— Yes. 

8001.  Are  his  family  voters  ? — All  the  family  are. 

8002.  How  many  are  there  in  that  family  ? — I  think  there  are  eight. 

8003.  And  the  sum  of  80Z.  went  to  buy  the  nine  votes  ? — Eight. 

8004.  That  is  \0l  a  head  ?— Yes. 

8005.  When  you  gave  in  the  paper,  you  said  tliat  tliis  was  the  account  of  tlic  votes  you 
had  bought  with  the  money  ? — ^That  ia 

8006.  Who  received  this  80^  ;  which  of  the  Styles  ?— Tliomas  Styles. 

8007.  And  did  he  imdei-take  to  distribute  it  ? — Yes. 

8008.  Did  he  bring  up  the  family,  or  did  you  ?— To  the  poll  ? 

8009.  Yes  ?— He  took  them  there,  or  they  went  themselves ;  I  did  not  go  with  them. 

8010.  You  say  they  voted  before  you  paid  the  money  ? — Yes  ;  I  paid  them  next  day. 

8011.  The  next  item  is,  Mr.  J.  Jennings  ? — John  Jennings,  I  think  the  name  is. 

8012.  ^5?— Yes. 

8013.  Was  that  for  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

8014.  He  is  cheaper  than  the  Styles;  he  is  only  half  price? — He  came  from  London 
down  here  at  the  election  ;  that  is  for  his  expenses,  and  also  for  Jiis  time  ;  he  was  living 
in  London  at  the  time. 

8015.  What  is  his  business? — A  bricklayer. 

8016.  Was  he  not  in  Styles'  employment? — No. 

8017.  Is  he  now? — No.     In  London;  a  bricklayer. 

8018.  How  many  days  was  he  absent  from  London  ? — I  could  not  teU  you. 

8019.  There  was  something  over  and  above  for  liis  vote,  was  there  not  ? — That  is  all 
I  gave  him. 

8020.  This  was  for  something  more  than  his  loss  of  time  ? — Yes ;  there  is  the  carriage 
down. 

8021.  And  also  for  his  •  vote  ? — Yes.  That  is  what  he  asked  me,  and  I  gave  it  to  him. 
He  said  loss  of  time  and  travelling  expenses. 

8022.  Heamder,  Edward,  in  the  margin  ? — Ye«. 

8023.  He  gets  21  VJs.  6d.  ?— Yes. 

8024.  Was  that  for  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

8025.  Cook,  Richard,  in  the  n^argin  ? — Yes. 

8026.  He  gets  1/. ;  is  that  correct  ? — I  set  it  down  at  half  a  sovereign.  Only  from  what 
I  see  in  the  Minutes  of  the  House  of  Commons  he  puts  one  sovereign,  and  swears  to  it. 

8027.  You  meant  to  give  him  only  half  a  sovereign  ? — I  set  it  down  I  did  not  give 
him  more  than  half  a  sovereign,  or  lent  it  to  him.     I  would  not  swear  to  it. 

8028.  If  you  had  not  seen  the  Evidence  before  the  House  of  Commons,  what  would 
you  have  sworn  you  had  paid  him  ? — Half  a  sovereign. 

8029.  Did  he  get  colour  tickets  beside  his  money  ? — Not  to  my  knowledge. 

8030.  How  much  did  he  ask  you  for  his  vote  ? — Cook  ? 

8031.  Yes?— Nothing 

8032.  How  much  did  he  ask  you  to  lend  him  ? — He  says  it  was  a  sovereign.  I  said  it 
was  half  a  sovereign.  He  said,  "  I  am  going  down  to  my  brewers  to  get  some  be^."  I 
said,  "  I  have  not  got  the  money ;  you  can  go  with  me  to  the  committee-room."  He  went 
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Thomas  Munns,     with  me,  and  I  lent  it  him.  Whether  it  was  half  a  sovereign  or  a  sovereign  I  cannot  say, 

but  I  lent  it  him. 

20th  May  1853.         8033.  You  say  you  know  nothing  of  his  having  got  two  colour  tickets? — Nothing. 

' — '' — ^  8034.  That  only  makes  88/. ;  what  did  you  do  with  the  other  21  ? — There  are  my 

expenses  myself     I  cannot  recollect  that  I  gave  anything  else  to  anybody. 

8035.  What  remuneration  did  you  receive  for  your  trouble  in  bringing  up  these 
feUows  ? — Nothing.     That  is  all,  if  I  got  that  profit ;  and  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

8036.  You  think  you  got  21  or  21  lOs.  for  yourself  out  of  the  90Z.  ? — Oh  no,  that  I 
did  not;  but  I  cannot  recollect  what  it  was ;  there  were  all  my  expenses  about  the  town. 
•   8037.  You  pay  87/.  10«.  out  of  90/.,  and  whatever  else  was  spent  you  spent  yourself? 

—£SS  10s. 

8038.  And  the  rest  you  kept  youiself  ? — Yes. 

8039.  Did  you  have  any  remuneration  beyond  that? — No. 

8040.  Have  you  ever  brought  up  the  Styles'  family  before  to  vote  at  any  other  election? 
—Yes. 

8041.  Were  you  employed  to  bring  up  the  Styles'  femily  at  this  election  in  consequence 
of  your  previous  acquaintance  with  them  ? — Yes ;  I  was  at  work  where  they  lived. 

8042.  Did  you  say  that  you  had  them  before,  and  that  you  could  get  them  again  ? — 
Very  likely  I  might  say  so. 

8043.  At  what  election  had  you  secured  their  votes  before  ? — I  think  it  was  Clinton 
and  Vance. 

8044.  In  1847  ?— That  is  it. 

8045.  When  Clinton  and  Vance  were  beaten  ? — Yes. 

8046.  What  did  you  pay  this  family  for  their  votes  before  ? — 90i 

8047.  How  many  votes  were  there  in  the  family  then  ? — One  more. 

8048.  So  that  they  have  always  been  ten  pounders  ? — Yes,  always  since  my  time.  It 
is  only  twice  I  have  done  it. 

8049.  What  other  votes  did  you  secure  for  Clinton  and  Vance  in  like  manner  ? — I  am 
sure  I  cannot  recollect. 

8050.  Jennings  ? — Not  for  Clinton  and  Vance. 

8051.  Did  you  secure  liim  for  Clinton  and  Vance? — No. 

8052.  Did  you  secure  Heamder  ? — No. 

8053.  Or  Cook?— No. 

8054.  Give  us  any  other  name  you  did  secure  in  1847  ? — I  could  not  recollect  one  that 
I  know  of 

8055.  How  much  money  did  you  receive  in  1847  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  it  was 
95/.  or  100/. 

8056.  Did  you  pay  more  than  90/.  in  1847  for  votes? — I  think  I  did ;  I  paid  90/., 
I  know,  to  the  Stylea 

8057.  And  how  much  to  other  people  ? — I  cannot  recoUect. 

8058-  £o,  or  what  ? — Or  10/.     I  think  I  might  have  overrun  the  money. 

8059.  What  did  you  get  on  that  occasion  for  yourself? — Nothing. 

8060.  Not  for  your  trouble  ? — No.    I  was  to  have  had  it,  but  I  did  not  get  it. 

8061.  Did  you  get  nothing  for  your  trouble  this  last  time  ? — No. 

8062.  Are  you  to  have  anything  ? — They  told  me  they  would  pay  me ;  that  is  all  I 
know  about  it. 

8063.  You  have  not  received  it  yet  ? — No. 

8064.  Has  Mr.  Pout  got  the  money  to  pay  you  ? — I  do  not  know.     I  wish  he  had. 

8065.  StiU  you  do  not  give  it  up  ? — Yes,  I  do. 

8066.  Do  you  not  think  you  will  get  it  ? — No. 

8067.  In  1841  did  you  bring  up  the  Styles'  family  then? — No  ;  only  twice. 

8068.  Did  you  bring  up  anybody  in  1841  ? — Not  to  my  knowledge ;  I  cannot  recollect. 

8069.  Were  you  employed  to  bring  up  voters  then  ?—  I  believe  not. 

8070.  Did  you  receive  any  money  in  1841  ? — Not  to  my  knowledge.  Which  election 
was  it  in  1841  ?    There  were  two. 

8071.  Did  yo  receive  money  at  either  of  the  two  elections  ? — Not  for  anything  that  was 
bribery. 

8072.  Did  you  receive  any  money  at  all  ?—  No,  not  to  my  knowledge. 

8073.  Do  you  believe  you  did  ? — No. 

8074.  Who  paid  you  the  90/.  in  1847?— Mr.  Pout. 

8075.  And  also  the  5/.  or  1 0/.  more ;  you  got  all  from  Mr.  Pout  ? — Yes. 

8076.  You  said  you  received  something  more  in  1847  at  Clinton  and  Vance's  elections ; 
who  paid  you  them  ? — Mr.  Pout. 

8077.  The  whole  of  it  ?— Yes. 

8078.  Are  those  the  only  two  elections  at  which  you  ever  received  money  ? — ^Yes,  to 
my  knowledge.  * 

8079.  Or  belief? — Or  belief  At  Lushington's  I  did ;  a  public-house.  Not  bribery  at 
Lushington's. 

8080.  What  did  you  receive  it  for  ? — For  refreshments  drawn  from  the  house. 

8081.  When  was  that  ? — Lushington's  first  election. 

8082.  When  ? — I  do  not  know  the  date.     Befi^hmente  for  voters  that  was. 
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8083.  And  at  every  election  ? — No. 

8084.  You  say  you  received  no  money  for  these  services  of  this  year,  1 852,  when  you 
brought  up  the  Styles'  fiimily  ? — None. 

8085.  Was  there  any  agreement  that  you  shoidd  receive  any,  as  you  say  you  expended 
some  ? — None  at  alL 

8086.  Did  you  hear  the  evidence  of  the  last  witness,  the  baker  ? — I  heard  some  of  it- 

8087.  Did  you  hear  Blinks'  evidence  yesterday  ? — No. 

8088.  Did  you  ever  hear  or  know  that  men  who  did  these  things  that  you  did  in  the 
election  of  1852  did  get  paid  for  their  services  ? — I  have  heard  of  their  being  paid,  but  I 
am  very  sorry  I  never  foimd  it. 

8089.  Did  you  never  apply  for  payment  ? — ^Yes. 

8090.  Who  to  ?— Too  often. 

8091.  Who  to?— Pout. 

8092.  When  did  you  apply  to  Pout  ? — Times,  and  often. 

8093.  Did  you  apply  to  him  after  1 847,  when  you  had  brought  up  the  Styles  ? — Yes. 

8094.  Did  he  ask  you  to  bring  up  the  Styles  in  1852  ? — I  thmk  I  named  it  to  him. 

8095.  Why  did  you  not  get  paid  for  what  you  had  done  before  ? — I  do  not  know,  I  am 
sure. 

8096.  Did  you?— No. 

8097.  Did  you  get  anything  from  the  Styles  for  it  ? — No. 

8098.  Nothing?— No. 

8099.  And  you  have  got  nothing  for  what  you  did  at  either  of  these  elections  ? — No. 

8100.  Neither  in  malt  nor  in  meal  ? — No. 

8101.  In  no  way  ? — In  no  way. 

8102.  What  are  the  Styles  ? — They  are  broom-dashers ;  tiiey  make  brooms,  and  go  out 
in  the  woods. 

8103-  Are  they  people  in  a  very  low  condition  of  life  ? — No ;  they  are  not  very  low; 
they  are  men  who  earn  a  good  deal  of  money. 

8104  How  much  a  week  ? — I  dare  say  they  average  155.  a  week. 


Thoma*  Mm^. 
20th  M»7  1853. 


Mr.  John  Brent,  junior,  recalled. 

8105.  Mr.  Brent,  Admans  says  that  you  made  an  oflTer  to  him.  Did  you  hear  what  he 
stated.  He  says  that  he  was  a  loser  by  some  house  that  had  broken  ? — He  means  that  he 
owed  the  money ;  that  he  owed  30i. 

8106.  You  seem  to  know  it  ? — I  know  the  man  very  well. 

8107.  He  says  he  met  you,  and  you  said  you  could  have  settled  that  bill  for  him,  if  he 
would  vote  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — ^That  I  must  utterly  deny.  I  never  made  us© 
of  any  such  observation.  He  has  been  a  man,  of  whom  I  shoidd  be,  of  all  other  men,  the 
most  careful  of  having  any  communication  with  on  electioneering  matters.  He  is  a  man 
I  would  not  trust.  He,  himself,  attempted  to  defraud  me.  I  have  had  no  communication 
with  him  for  the  last  ten  years.  This  transaction  which  he  alludes  to,  when  I  dealt  with 
him,  must  have  taken  place  ten  years  ago.  As  he  left  the  box  just  now,  I  said  to  him, 
"  It  is  fiilse.  You  have  perjured  yourself"  He  said  in  the  hearing  of  some  parties,  "  Then 
I  wiU  find  something  else  against  you  before  I  have  done. 


Mr.J.BretUfJun. 


James  Bligh  sworn,  and  examined. 

8108.  Wliat  are  you  ? — A  plasterer. 

8109.  Are  you  a  voter  for  Canterbury  ? — Yes. 

8110.  How  long  have  you  been  a  voter  ? — Ever  since  1820. 

8111.  Which  side  have  you  voted  upon  generally  ? — The  Conservative. 

8112.  In  1852,  at  the  last  election,  did  you  receive  any  money  fix)m  Pout? — ji2. 

8113.  What  was  that  for  ? — To  pay  two  voters  that  came  from  Faversham. 

8114.  Who  were  they  ? — My  brother's  two  sons. 

8115.  How  far  is  Faversham  ? — Nine  miles. 

8116.  Did  you  give  them  the  money? — Yes,  I  did. 

8117.  .^1  each?— Yes. 

8118.  What  was  that  for  ? — For  their  expenses. 

8119.  Coming  up  ?— Yes. 

8120.  How  did  they  come  up  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  they  walked  up,  or  rode  up. 

8121.  They  had  lU—Yea. 

8122.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Pout  about  it  ? — I  paid  them  out  of  my 
own  pocket,  and  it  was  after  they  had  poUed  and  gone  away,  I  believe,  I  told  Mr.  Pout 
that  it  was  through  my  instigation  that  they  come  up. 

8123.  And  when  they  had  come  up,  you  gave  them  IZ.  apiece  ? — ^Yes. 

8124.  Did  you  ask  them  what  it  cost  them  ? — No,  I  did  not.  They  were  h^e  pretty 
nigh  a  week  ;  one  of  them  was. 

li  4 


James  Slight 
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j/0mes  Bligh.  8125.  Living  at  his  own  expense  ?— Yes.  ' 

-s'— •  8126.  Do  you  know  John  White  ? — Yes. 

8(Hh  May  1853.         8127.  The  gentleman  who  absconded  ? — Yes. 
""^^ — -  -      ■  8128.  How  much  did  he  receive  ? — ^jf  15. 

8129.  For  his  vote  ? — It  was  not  for  his  vote  alone. 

8130.  For  how  many  votes  was  it  given  to  him  ? — He  called  on  me  a  fortnight  before 
the  election,  and  he  asked  me  if  fuiything  could  be  done  for  him  in  regard  to  the  voting. 
I  told  him  I  did  not  know,  for  I  did  not  mean  to  interfere  with  the  election.  After  a 
certain  time,  I  said  to  him,  "  You  had  better  call  again,  and  I  will  make  inquiry." 

8131.  Did  you  make  the  inquiry  ?— I  did  not,  when  he  called  again. 

8132.  But  did  you  make  the  inquiry  at  all  ? — After  he  had  called  again,  I  did. 

8133.  What  did  you  tell  him  when  he  called  again  ? — When  he  called  again,  I  told  him 
I  had  not  made  the  inquiry ;  but  I  wanted  to  know  what  he  wanted.  He  told  me  there 
was  his  father  and  his  brother  would  go  the  same  way  as  he  would  go.  Well,  said  I, 
**  What  money  do  you  want  f    I  believe  he  said  61  or  7L 

8134.  Apiece,  or  altogether  ? — Apiece.  At  last  he  came  down  to  51  each.  I  told  him, 
"  Very  well,  I  will  see  about  it ;  and  after  you  have  voted  I  dare  say  you  will  have  the 
money." 

8135.  Did  you  then  go  to  the  committee  ? — No. 

8136.  Where  did  you  go  to  ?—  To  no  one. 

8137.  Were  you  authorized  to  do  it  ? — I  took  upon  myself  to  do  it. 

8138.  And  you  paid  him  the  money  ? — After  he  had  voted. 

8139.  For  himself  and  family  ? — I  paid  him  the  money,  and  told  him  that  I  would  not 
have  anything  to  do  with  his  father  nor  yet  his  brother. 

V  8140.  Did  you  see  him  go  up  to  the  poll? — No,  I  did  not. 

8141.  Who  saw  them  go  up  to  the  poll ;  who  was  to  see  to  that  ? — I  did  not. 

8142.  Who  was  to  see  to  them  ? — No  one,  that  I  know  of 

8143.  What  security  had  you  ? — Whether  they  had  polled  or  not  ? 

8144.  Yes  ? — Because  I  only  go  by  what  they  told  me. 

8145.  I  thought  you  said  you  paid  them  the  money  before  they  polled? — No  ;  after 
they  polled. 

8146.  Who  repaid  you  the  money  that  you  had  advanced  ? — I  had  it  before-hand. 

8147.  You  told  me  just  now  you  had  not  ? — Not  the  money  before-hand. 

8148.  Yes,  you  took  it  upon  yourself  to  pay  it  ? — I  took  upon  myself  to  promise  him. 

8149.  Who  paid  you  the  money  ? — Well,  I  consider  it  came  from  Mr.  Henry  Ward. 

8150.  Did  Mr.  Henry  Ward  pay  you  the  money  ? — Mr.  Henry  Ward  gave  me  reasons 
to  beUeve  that  I  should  have  the  money. 

8151.  Then  you  had  seen  him  after  the  conversation  with  White? — I  did  not  mention 
White  to  him.  Mr.  Henry  White  asked  me  whether  I  wanted  money  for  that  purpose. 
I  told  him  that  I  did. 

8152.  And  how  much  did  you  ask  for  ? — I  did  not  ask  him  for  any  sum. 

8153.  How  much  did  he  pay  you  ? — He  sent  me  down  151. 

8154.  How  did  he  manage  to  send  you  the  exact  sum  you  wanted,  if  you  did  not  tell 
him  ? — I  could  not  tell  you  how  it  happened,  but  it  did  so  happen. 

,   8155.  Did  you  get  any  more  money  from  him  ? — No. 

8156.  Or  anybody  else  ? —No. 

8157.  Was  that  payment  of  151,  the  only  payment  made  during  the  election,  or  after 
the  election  ? — When  I  say  after  the  election,  they  poUed  between  twelve  and  one  o'clock. 

8158.  Have  you  had  any  money  passing  through  your  hands  since  the  election  ? — No  ; 
only  those  2L  1  have  been  speaking  of. 

8159.  Did  you  promise  anybody  else  beside  White  ? — No. 

8160.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  John  White's  going  away  ? — No,  I  did  not.  I  was 
very  glad  tp  hear  when  he  had  gone  away,  as  I  was  afraid  I  should  have  to  go  to  London 
about  it. 

8161.  I  understand  you  did  not  advise  it  ? — No  ;  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

8162.  Did  anybody  else  besides  White  apply  to  you  respecting  their  votes  ? — No. 

8163.  How  was  it  White  applied  to  you  ? — Because  I  had  bribed  him  before. 

8164.  In  1847  ?— WeU,  I  do  not  know. 

8165.  You  have  some  accounts  with  you,  perhaps.  Let  me  look  at  that? — In  1841, 
I  think  it  was  ;  I  will  not  be  positive  to  the  year,  or  to  the  election. 

8166.  Do  you  think  it  was  1841  ?— I  think  it  was. 

8167.  How  much  did  you  pay  him  then  ? — SL  10s. 

8168.  Did  you  pay  anybody  else  ? — No. 

8169.  You  think  it  was  1841  ?— I  do  believe  it  was. 

8170.  It  was  not  so  early  as  1837  ?— No  ;  it  was  1841. 

8171.  Did  you  see  him  at  the  election  of  1847  ? — Not  to  my  remembrance. 

8172.  Did  you  pay  him  any  money  ? — ^Yes,  in  1841,  if  it  was  1841.  I  never  paid  him 
but  twice  in  my  life. 

8173.  Do  you  remember  whether  he  applied  to  you  in  the  election  of  1847,  when  Vance 
and  Lord  Pelham  Clinton  were  the  candidates  ? — No. 

8174.  Did  you  pay  anybody  else  at  that  election  ? — No. 

8175.  In  1822  did  John  White  come'  to  you,  or  did  you  go  to  John  White  ? — John 
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White  came  to  me  twice  before  I  made  any  promise  at  all ;  in  &ct,  he  went  away  without       Jaiues  BUgk. 
a  promise.  ,  

8176.  Did  he  come  to  yon  of  liis  own  accord,  or  did  you  send  for  him? — I  never  sent     ^^^^  ^"-7  ^^^^• 
for  him.  -— 

8177.  You  are  quite  sure  you  did  not  pay  him  any  money,  or  have  anything  lo  do  with 
him  in  reference  to  the  vote  at  the  election  of  1 847  ? — No. 

8178.  You  did  not  pay  any  money  to  any  other  person  in  1847  for  voting  ? — No. 

8179.  Or  money's  worth  ? — No  ;  nor  money's  worth. 

8180.  You  laid  a  stress  on  the  word  "  money ;"  what  did  you  mean  by  that  ? — Perhaps 
I  might  have  recommended  somebody  for  colourmen's  tickets,  or  something  of  that  sort. 

8181.  Or  messenger? — Or  messenger,  and  that  is  very  likely. 

8182.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  James,  a  labourer,  a  freeman?— I  do  not 
know. 

8183.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Stringer  ? — No. 

8184.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Filmer  ? — No. 

8185.  How  came  you  to  go  to  Ward  respecting  this  man's  vote  ? — I  did  not  go  to  Ward. 
Mr.  Ward  came  to  ma 

8186.  He  gave  you  reason  to  believe  that  you  would  have  the  money? — If  I  wanted 
it  in  that  sort  of  way. 

8187.  You  must  have  introduced  the  conversation ;  did  you  not  ? — I  do  not  believe 
I  did 

8188.  How  did  Mr.  Ward  know  what  had  taken  place  between  you  and  White? — 
Mr.  Ward  did  not  know  it  at  all.  I  suppose  Mr.  Ward  had  some  money  to  dispose  of  on 
that  occasion  ;  and  he  asked  me  if  I  wanted  money  on  that  occasion. 

8189.  As  you  supposed,  he  had  money  to  distribute  for  the  purpose  of  bribery  ? — Yes, 
I  considered  so. 

8190.  To  bribe  ?— Yes. 

8191.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Ward  about  any  other  voter  ? — No. 

8192.  None?— No. 

8193.  What  is  Mr.  Ward  ? — He  is  the  editor  of  the  weekly  paper  here. 


8194. 
8195. 
8196. 


Mr.  Henry  Ward  sworn,  and  examined. 

Are  you  the  editor  of  a  local  newspaper  here  ? — The  proprietor. 
And  editor  ? — I  superintend  and  manage  the  entire  paper. 
Whair  is  the  name  of  it  ?— The  «  Kentish  Gazette." 

8197.  Is  that  paper  in  the  Conservative  interest  here  ? — It  is. 

8198.  Were  the  meetings  of  the  Conservative  party  usually  held  nt  rooms  in  your 
house  ? — ^Yes,  they  were,  during  the  last  election. 

8199.  During  the  last  election  of  1852  ?— Yes. 

8200.  You  were  a  voter,  I  suppose  ? — Yes. 

8201.  And  took  a  warm  interest  in  your  party  ? — Particularly  so. 

8202.  Did  you  hand  over  a  sum  of  15J.  to  Mr.  Bligh,  the  plasterer  ? — I  had  no  money 
through  my  hands  whatever.  Mr.  Bligh  spoke  to  me  respecting  money,  and  I  mentioned 
it  to  a  gentleman  belonging  to  the  committee.  I  did  not  want  to  have  money  passing 
through  my  hands,  but  I  was  the  means  of  its  being  conveyed  from  the  committee  to 
Mr.  Bligh,  but  the  precise  sum  I  cannot  say ;  I  understood  it  was  30Z. 

8203.  Who  was  the  gentleman  ? — Mr.  Thomas  White  Collard  I  mentioned  it  to. 

8204.  Have  the  kindness  to  tell  me  what  you  mentioned  to  Mr.  Collard  ? — I  told 
Mr.  Collard  that  I  had  seen  Mr.  Bligh,  and  Mr.  Bligh  required  some  money  for 
electioneering  purposes ;  and  of  course  it  was  generally  understood  for  bribery. 

8205.  You  understood  it  so  ? — I  did  underetand  it  so,  but  not  for  the  parties.  I  had  no 
idea  who  the  parties  were.  I  did  not  make  the  inquiry.  It  was  scarcely  told  me  that  it 
was  for  bribery,  but  it  was  understood.  From  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Bligh  spoke  to  me, 
I  could  come  to  no  other  conclusion  than  that  the  money  was  to  be  applied  for  that 
purpose.  I  said  I  would  mention  it  to  a  party  in  the  committee,  from  whom  I  had  no 
doubt  he  would  receive  it.  I  mentioned  it  to  Mr.  Thomas  White  Collard.  The  result  was 
he  got  the  money,  and  sealed  it  up  in  my  presence,  and  likewise  in  that  of  my  son-in-law, 
Mr.  Ashenden. 

8206.  Who  sealed  it  up? — Mr.  Collard.    He  sealed  the  notes  up  in  an  envelope. 

8207.  Were  they  notes  ? — I  think  Bank  of  England  notes  ;  I  am  not  certain. 

8208.  Was  nothing  said  about  the  simi  between  you  ? — I  understood  80i. 

8209.  Who  from  ;  from  Mr.  Collard  ?— From  Mr.  Bligh. 

8210.  Mr.  Bligh  told  you  30i.  ?— I  understood  Mr.  Bligh  wanted  30/. 

8211.  I  thought  you  meant  me  to  understand  that  30Z.  had  passed  into  Bligh's  hands  ? 
—I  understood  Mr.  Collard  had  put  SOL  into  the  paper. 

8212.  Did  you  understand  that  from  Collard  ? — Yes. 

8213.  And  you  imderstood  from  Mr.  Bligh  that  he  .wanted  30?.  ? — Yes. 

8214.  You  communicated  that  to  Collard  ? — I  did. 

8215.  And  you  understood  from  Collard  that  he  put  30?.  into  the  envelope  ? — I  did. 

K  k 


Mr.  Henry  Ward. 
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Mr.  Bmry  Ward.      8216.  You  saw  it  sealed  up  ? — I  saw  it  sealed  up. 

8217.  Whose  hands  did  it  pass  into  then  ? — To  Mr.  Ashenden's,  in  my  presence. 

,fOth  May  1858.         821 8.  Is  that  your  son-in-law  ? — Yes.     Whether  it  was  given  to  me,  and  I  gave  it  to 
—  ^1  Mr.  Ashenden,  or  whether  it  was  given  to  Mr.  Ashenden  in  my  presence,  I  will  not  speak 

positively^  but  it  was  between  us  three ;    and  the  envdope  containing  the  notes  was 
ultimately  placed  in  the  hands,  in  the  presence  of  us,  of  Mr.  Ashenden. 

8219.  You  do  not  know  what  Mr.  Ashenden  did  with  them  ? — I  saw  Mr.  Ashenden 
deliver  them  at  Mr.  Bligh's  house.  , 
r    8220.  To  Mr.  BHgh  himself? — No  ;  not  to  Mr.  Bligh  ;  they  were  put  into  his  house. 

8221.  How  did  you  manage  that  thing  ? — I  went  with  Mr.  Ashenden,  and  saw  him 
deliver  the  note  at  Mr.  Bligh's  house. 

8222.  To  whom  ?— Not  to  any  one. 

8223.  How  was  it  done  ? — It  was  put  in  at  the  window. 

8224.  You  went  into  the  house  ? — No;  I  did  not  go  into  the  house  ;  I  went  down  the 
street  with  Mr.  Ashenden. 

8225.  Did  Mr.  Asiienden  open  the  window  ? — No  ;  the  window  was  open. 

8226.  Anybody  in  the  room  ? — I  could  not  see  ;  I  did  not  see  anybody. 

8227.  How  was  the  parcel  put  in  ? — The  window  was  open,  and  dropped  into  the 
window. 

8228.  Was  no  precaution  taken  that  it  got  to  the  right  party  ? — I  should  apprehend 
Mr.  Bligh  knew  it  was  going  to  be  dropped  into  the  window,  and  he  was  not  far  off  when 
it  feU.  I  was  not  aware  for  what  specijSc  object  the  money  was  required,  and  I  did  not 
know  who  the  party  was  who  was  to  receive  it. 

8229.  I  imderstood  perfectly  well  you  did  not  know  the  individual  who  was  to  profit 
by  it,  but  you  knew  perfectly  well  that  some  individual  was  to  be  bribed  by  it  ? — I 
£aiicied  so. 

8230.  Had  you  any  doubt  of  it ;  from  all  that  secrtsy,  had  you  any  doubt  of  it  ? — Very 
many  persons,  I  know,  make  it  a  practice  to  apply  for  bribery  in  an  indirect  manner ; 
they  would  come  in  with  causes  of  great  distress,  but  you  can  come  to  no  other  couclusion 
thaii  that  it  is  bribery  indirectly,  although  it  was  put  for  charity. 

8231.  There  was  no  profession  here  of  charity  or  distress  ? — I  do  not  know  the  parties. 

8232.  There  was  no  profession  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Bligh  that  he  wanted  it  for  that 
purpose  ? — No. 

8233.  He  wanted  it  for  election  purposes  ? — General  election  purposes,  in  the  usual 
way. 

8234.  Were  you  concerned  in  any  other  matter  at  this  last  election  of  1852  — That 
was  the  only  one. 

8235.  In  no  other  matters? — I  am  not  aware  of  a  single  individual  at  the  last 
election  that  had  a  shilling.  I  had  a  commimication  from  a  man  of  the  name  of  White, 
connected  with  the  blue  interest,  who  stopped  me  more  than  once,  and  asked  me  if  I 
would  negotiate  with  him  for  eight  or  ten  voters  that  he  could  command  from  the  blue 
party.  He  said  he  was  rather  disgusted  at  the  conduct  of  the  blue  party  to  him  and 
his  friends,  and  if  I  felt  inclined  to  negotiate  with  him  he  should  be  happy  to  treat 
with  me. 

8236.  What  White  is  this  ?— I  think  he  is  a  corkcutter. 

8237.  Do  you  know  whether  his  name  is  Charles  White  ? — I  do  not  know  ;  I  do  not 
know  at  aU. 

8238.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  one  of  the  Whites  that  were  bribed  by  Mr.  Bligh  ? 
— I  do  not  know  ;  I  do  not  know  the  family. 

8239.  Did  you  refer  this  Mr.  White,  who  made  the  application  to  you,  to  anybody  ? — 
No.  I  told  Mr.  White  this :  With  regard  to  bribery,  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  nor 
did  I  intend  to  offer  liim,  or  any  man,  a  sum  of  money  fur  his  vote ;  I  would  have 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  it.  I  told  him,  if  he  was  looking  to  any  pecuniary  remunera« 
tion,  I  should  advise  him,  in  the  way  I  advised  many  others  previously  ;  that .  was,  to 
vote  for  that  party  whom  he  thought  would  answer  his  purpose  best,  and  exercise  his 
own  discretion. 

8240.  Did  you  communicate  to  any  person  what  took  place  between  you  and 
Mr.  Charles  White  ? — I  mentioned  it,  I  think,  in  the  committee  ;  I  think  I  did. 

8241.  To  any  particulai*  member  of  the  committee  ? — I  really  cannot  say.  In  fact 
I  would  not  have  anything  to  do  with  it ;  I  did  not  like  the  work  at  alL 

8242.  Did  you  mention  it  to  Mr.  Pout  ?— No. 

8243.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  election  of  1849  ? — Pray  what  election  was 
that? 

8244.  The  general  election,  when  Mr.  Vance  and  Lord  Pelham  Clinton  stood  upon  the 
Conservative  side  ? — I  voted  against  Clinton  and  Vance,  although  I  have  always  professed 
Conservative  principles.  There  are  many  persons  in  this  court  who  have  been  pointed  at 
as  what  are  called  "  Swiss ;"  men  of  no  principles,  who  vote  to  answer  their  piu'poses. 
I  do  not  wish  to  be  classed  amongst  that  party,  who  have  voted  one  time  red  and  at 
other  times  blue  I  considered  that  as  it.  Smythe  in  1841  was  returned  by  a  large 
majority  I  was  justified  in  voting  for  him  the  last  time  he  offered,  until  he  had  the 
opportunity  afforded  him  of  coming  to  Canterbuiy,  and  explaining  his  parliamentary 
conduct,  which  appeared  to  be  objected  to  by  some  of  the  leaders  of  the  party.     For 
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that  reason,  bearing  in  mind  the  prinoiple,  which  I  think  m.  ercee<fiiigly  good  one,  Uiat 
no  man  should  be  considered  guilty  until  he  is  found  guilty,  I  felt  disposed,  in 
oK)osition  to  the  dictation  of  some  few  men  of  the  Conservativta  committee  with 
whom  I  had  been  in  the  habit  of  assodating,  to  vote  for  Mr.  Smythe,  because  I  did  not 
oondder  that  he  had  been  fiurly  treated 

8246.  Did  you  give  your  other  vote  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — No ;  never.  I 
never  gave  a  vote  to  the  Blues. 

8246.  You  considered  Mr.  Smythe  had  not  been  properly  used  by  the  Conservative 
party? — Yes ;  and  with  this  feeling,  that  the  moment  he  jomed  my  Lord  Albert  Conyngham 
it  ought  to  be  considered  the  account  was  balanced,  and  I  should  exercise  my  own  dis^ 
cretion,  and  in  future  vote  in  the  manner  I  had  always  done,  for  the  Conservatives. 


8247.  You  say  you  were  not  aware  of  any  other  person  being  bribed  during  the  election. 
Did  you  pay  money  to  any  person  after  the  election  ?— I  do  not  think  I  paid  anything. 

8248.  Before  the  election  did  you  pay  any  money  ? — ^No  ;  nothing. 

8249.  During  the  time  the  election  was  going  on ;  during  the  polUng  ? — ^No ;  I  do  not 
think  I  paid  a  shilling. 

8250.  After  the  election,  did  you  pay  any  money  ? — ^No,  I  tiiink  not  I  am  not  aware 
of  having  had  access  to  a  single  fraction.  There  are  one  or  two  little  things  which, 
perhaps,  I  should  tell  you,  that  I  did  pay  during  the  time  the  committee  sat  at  my 
house.  One  or  two  nights  they  were  up  the  whole  of  the  night ;  and  it  was  necessary 
that  they  should  have  some  refreshment.  They  were  very  respectaWe  parties  there.  I  sent 
out,  and  bought,  I  think,  three  bottles  of  sherry  and  biscuits,  and  so  on,  which  I  paid 
for  out  of  my  own  pocket,  and  I  got  reimbursed 

8251.  Did  you  pay  as  much  as  5i.  to  anybody  for  election  purposes? — I  do  not 
recollect  that ;  but  if  you  can  call  to  my  recoUection  anything  I  did  pay,  I  wiH 
acknowledge  it.  1  do  not  think  I  did ;  but  if  you  refresh  my  memory  I  can  tell  you 
directly.  • 

8252.  You  do  not  remember  having  made  any  payment  of  any  monies,  or  delivered 
any  monies,  with  respect  to  the  election,  to  any  other  party  except  Mr.  Bligh  ? — No. 

8253.  Could  you  have  done  so  if  you  had  chosen  ?  Had  you  authority  to  do  so  if  you 
had  chosen  ? — I  had  no  access  to  money.     I  had  no  money  in  my  possession 

8254.  Could  Mr.  Pout  have  honoured  your  orders,  or  your  recommendations,  or  cheques, 
or  whatever  you  call  them  ? — I  shoidd  think  not. 

8255.  You  had  a  particular  authority  for  that  1 5L  ? — I  made  inquiry  of  Mr.  Thomas 
White  Collard,  who  was  one  of  the  committee,  and  he  said  it  should  be  forthcoming ;  but 
where  it  came  from  I  really  do  not  know. 


Mr.  ihmy  Wa¥d. 
20tai  May  1858. 


Mr.  Thomas  Ashenden  sworn,  and  examined. 

8256.  Are  you  the  son-in-law  of  Mr.  Ward  ? — Yes. 

8257.  Were  you  present,  as  he  states,  when  a  sum  of  money  was  made  up  in  the  com- 
mittee-room ? — I  was  not  present.  The  money  was  handed  to  ma  I  was  not  aware  of  it 
before,     I  was  not  present  when  the  money  was  put  into  the  envelope. 

8258.  Then  you  are  not  able  to  tell  us  what  the  amoimt  was  ? — I  do  not.  I  did  not 
know  it  was  money  at  the  time. 

8259.  Is  this  the  first  time  that  you  have  been  made  acquainted  with  its  having  been 
money  ? — I  had  no  money  passed  through  my  hands  before,  nor  did  I  know  it  was  money 
at  the  time. 

8260.  Is- to-day  the  first  occasion  upon  which  you  have  been  made  acquainted  with  the 
fact  that  it  was  money  ? — I  have  heard  since,  but  not  until  after  the  election. 

8261.  Who  told  you  ? — I  do  not  know.     I  think  I  had  heard  Mr.  Ward  mention  it. 

8262.  That  it  was  money  ?— Yes. 

8263.  What  did  you  do  with  it  ?— I  took  it  down  to  Mr.  Bligh's. 

8264.  And  dropped  it  into  the  window  ? — I  did 

8265.  Who  told  you  to  drop  it  in  ? — I  do  not  know.  I  have  an  impression  it  was 
Mr.  Ward  itself 

8266.  Did  you  see  Bligh  when  you  dropped  it  in  ? — I  did  not. 

8267.  Was  anybody  in  the  room  ? — I  saw  a  table.     I  did  not  see  anything  else. 

8268.  Was  anybody  in  the  room  ? — I  did  not  see  any  one  there. 

8269.  Did  you  throw  it  upon  the  table  ? — It  dropped  somewhere.  I  do  not  know 
where  it  dropped,  inside. 

8270.  Do  you  mean  to  represent  that  that  was  so  ordinary  a  transaction  that  you  had 
not  some  suspicion  what  was  going  on  ? — I  had  a  suspicion,  but  still  I  thought  it  might 
be  some  confidential  communication  to  Mr.  Bligh.  I  thought  it  strange,  because  there 
were  messengers  in  the  room,  and  they  were  not  sent.     That  was  the  only  reason. 

8271.  A  confidential  communication  might  equally  well  have  been  carried  out  by  going 
in,  and  asking  if  Mr.  Bligh  was  at  home,  and  handing  him  the  letter.  Were  you  not  the 
eommittee  clerk  ? — Yes. 

8272.  Did  you  not  know  there  were  other  monies  going  out  in  the  same  way  ? — No. 

8273.  Did  you  never  hear  people  apply  for  money  ? — People  came  into  the  committee- 
room  on  one  or  two  occasions,  and  spoke  to  me. 

Kk  2 


Mr.  T.  Ashenden. 
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260  EVIDENCE  taken  before  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  inquire  into 

Mr.  T.Ashenden.        8274.  And  asked  for  money  for  electioneering  purposes?— I  do  not  know.     They 

— —         .    wanted  to  make  some  arrangement ;  one  or  two  did 
20Ui  May  1858.         8275.  Tell  us  what  it  was  ? — One  was  a  man  named  White.     I  only  know  his  name 
— — — *        was  White  because  he  said  so ;  and  I  should  not  know  the  man  again  if  I  saw  him. 

8276.  What  did  he  want  ? — He  wanted  to  make  some  arrangement.  He  had  been 
offered  a  certain  sum  upon  the  blue  side. 

8277.  Did  he  tell  you  what  sum  ? — ^No,  I  do  not  know  what  sum.  He  had  been  offered 
some  sum  of  money  upon  the  other  side,  and  I  woidd  not  have  anything  to  do  with  him. 
I  told  him  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  making  arrangements  with  people.  He  must  see 
the  other  parties. 

8278.  What  other  parties  ? — ^Any  one  he  liked  to  see. 

8279.  By  using  the  words  "  other  parties/'  did  you  mean  to  refer  him  to  nobody  ? — 
No. 

8280.  To  whom  ? — To  no  one  ;  only  to  get  rid  of  him.  He  came  in  there  ;  he  was  quite 
a  nuisance.     He  came  in  there  on  two  or  three  occasions. 

8281.  Did  anybody  else,  come  in  ? — Yes  ;  a  man  of  the  name  of  Burt,  a  tinman. 

8282.  He  wanted  to  make  an  arrangement  of  some  sort  ? — Yes. 

8283.  Can  you  not  tell  us  what  he  asked  ? — He  wanted  to  get  his  son  home.  His  son 
was  in  prison,  or  away  from  Canterbury. 

8284.  And  you  would  not  listen  to  him  ? — ^No. 

8285.  There  was  no  chance  of  getting  money  by  applying  to  you  ? — No,  not  at  all. 
I  have  none. 

8286.  And  have  had  no  means  of  getting  it  ? — ^No,  not  that  I  am  aware  of 

8287.  And  you  had  no  person  to  refer  parties  to  ? — I  referred  them  to  the  chairman. 
People  frequently  came  in  and  asked  for  Dr.  Lochee,  and  I  said  he  will  be  here  presently. 

8288.  People  who  came  for  money  ? — I  do  not  know  what  they  came  for. 

8289.  If  parties  did  come  for  money,  had  you  any  person  to  refer  them  to  ? — No  ona 

8290.  You  knew  nothing  about  all  this  money  bribery  going  on  ? — No,  I  did  not. 
8291  Are  you  not  very  much  astonished  now  it  has  all  come  out? — No,  I  am  not 

astonished. 

8292.  It  appears  to  me  you  are  the  only  pure  and  ignorant  witness  we  have  had,  and 
yet  you  are  the  committee  clerk  ? — I  was  not  engaged  for  that  purpose. 

8293.  Now  try  and  recollect.    Were  you  not  constantly  applied  to  for  money  ? — No. 

8294.  Only  upon  these  two  occasions  ? — I  saw  money  paid. 

8295.  You  did  ? — They  were  messengers.     I  saw  them  paid. 

8296.  That  was  after  the  election  ? — ^The  allowance-money,  I  think,  they  call  it. 

8297.  That  was  after  the  election  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  after. 

8298.  Who  paid  it?— Mr.  Holttum. 

8299.  How  much  did  you  see  paid  ? — I  do  not  know.  I  took  down  the  names  of  those 
that  were  paid,  and  it  was  somewhere  about  2i.,  I  tliink. 

8300.  In  all  ?— In  all. 

8301.  Have  you  got  a  list  of  the  names? — I  have  not 

8302.  Did  you  see  anything  about  the  payment  of  the  coloui*  tickets  ? — I  saw  them 
issued.     I  read  some  of  the  recommendations. 

8303.  Have  you  any  list  of  them  ? — I  have  not. 

8304.  We  have  been  told  they  have  been  all  burnt  ? — Yes. 

8305.  Now,  Mr.  Ashenden,  take  care.  Were  you  not  present  every  day,  and  nearly 
every  hour  in  the  day,  and  do  you  still  peraist  in  the  answer  you  made  to  the  Chief 
Commissioner? — I  do. 

8306.  That  you  knew  nothing  of  any  money  passing,  or  monies  passing,  in  direct 
bribery? — ^That  is  the  only  instance  of  money  that  I  carried  myself.  I  saw  the  2L  1 
mentioned  paid,  and  I  suppose  that  was  bribery. 

8307.  You  say  the  2L  which  you  saw  paid  you  suppose  to  be  bribery  ? — It  was  paid 
as  allowance  money.     I  suppose  now  it  was  bribery. 

8308.  Can  you  tell  us,  with  respect  to  what  the  Chief  Commissioner  asked  you,  of  any 
other  payments  which  you  now  suppose  to  have  been  bribery? — I  paid  myself,  Thomas, 
and  his  son  11,  4t8, ;  that  was  paid  considerably  after  the  election. 

8309.  What  was  that  paid  for  ? — It  was  paid  for  delivering  circulars,  thanking  the 
parties  who  supported  Messrs.  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

8310.  Was  that  paid  in  part  performance  of  any  promise? — No;  I  engaged  them  to 
deliver  the  circulars. 

8311.  Did  you  promise  them  this  if  they  would  vote  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps? — Oh 
no ;  it  was  done  considerably  after  the  election. 

8312.  The  payment  was ;  but  when  was  the  promise  made? — I  did  not  engage  them 
till  after  the  election. 

8313.  How  could  that  be  bribery ;  that  was  not  bribery  ? — I  thought  you  asked  me 
what  sums  of  money  I  paid. 

8314.  I  asked  you  to  give  me  the  information  the  Cliief  Commissioner  asked  for, 
namely,  what  payments  did  you  see  made,  or  have  part  in  making,  which  you  now 
suppose  to  be  bribery  ? — No  more  than  what  I  have  already  stated 

8315.  Nor  moneys  worth? — Nor  moneys  worth. 

8316.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  William  Pickering  ? — Yes,  I  do. 
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8317.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  Busher  ? — No.  *^^^  y.  Ashendetu 

8318.  Do  you  remember  William  Pickering  coming  to  the  committee-room  when  you        '     ' 

were  there? — I  do.  '  20th  May  1853. 

8319.  Tell  us  what  passed  between  you  and  him  ? — I  do  not  know  what  passed  now.       

I  think  he  aaked  for  a  messenger's  place  ;  I  am  not  quite  sure. 

8320.  Did  you  ask  him  whether  he  had  come  to  promise  his  vote  for  Gipps  and 
Johnstone  ? — I  think  I  did,  and  several  others  too  who  came  in. 

8321.  Did  he  say  to  you,  **  If  I  promise  to  vote  for  them  I  want  you  to  promise  me 
a  messenger's  place  ?" — He  said  so  to  me,  I  believe. 

8322.  What  did  you  tell  him  ?— I  referred  him  to  Mr.  Taylor. 

8323.  What  Taylor ;  what  is  his  name  ? — I  do  not  know. 

8324.  Do  you  mean  Mr.  Thomas  Taylor ;  or  what  is  it  ? — He  is  a  tall  man ;  that  is  all 
I  know. 

8325.  Do  you  know  what  his  business  is  ? — No. 

8326.  What  was  he  employed  at  ? — He  had  charge  of  the  messengers,  I  believe. 

8327.  Do  you  know  whether  he  got  the  messenger's  place  ? — I  do  not  know.  All  I 
know  is  he  applied  for  some  money,  eighteen-pence,  the  same  as  the  other  messengers 
did ;  and  he  was  in  some  way  objected  to  by  Mr.  Holttum. 

8328.  Did  he  come  back  again  to  the  committee  ? — Not  that  I  know  of 

8329.  Did  he  see  you  again  ? — When  he  applied  for  the  Is.  6d. 

8330.  After  they  objected  to  giving  him  the  messenger  s  place  ? — Tliat  was  when  they 
were  paying  the  messengers. 

8331.  Did  he  see  you  again  ? — He  was  paid  at  the  time. 

8332.  Did  he  see  you  again  ? — No. 

8333.  You  swear  that  he  did  not  see  you  after  you  told  him  to  go  to  Mr.  Taylor  ? — Oh 
yes ;  he  saw  me  after  that. 

8334.  Take  care  how  you  answer.     Where  did  he  see  you  ? — In  the  committee-room. 

8335.  What  did  he  give  you  ?— Nothing. 

8336.  Do  you  mean  to  say  he  gave  you  no  recommendation  for  colourmen's  tickects  ? — 
No,  he  did  not. 

8337.  Do  you  swear  that  ? — I  will  swear  that. 

8338.  You  will  swear  that  he  did  not  obtain  colourmen's  tickets  ? — I  do  not  know 
whether  he  obtained  them,  or  not.     He  did  not  give  them  to  me. 

8339.  Do  you  believe  that  he  did  obtain  them  ? — I  do  not  know  at  all. 

8340.  That  you  swear  ?— That  I  swear. 

8341.  Are  you  aware  that  he  has  been  examined  before  a  Committee  of  the  House  oi 
Commons  ? — Yes. 

8342.  Have  you  seen  his  evidence  ? — I  have. 

8343.  Is  it  true  or  false,  as  far  as  you  are  concerned  ? — I  only  saw  some  portion. 

8344.  Was  it  that  part  that  related  to  you  ? — The  portion  relating  to  me  about  applying 
for  colourmen's  tickets.  He  asked  me  simply  whether  he  could  be  paid  down,  and  I 
could  not  give  him  an  answer. 

8345.  I  asked  you  if  he  applied  to  you,  and  you  said  he  did  not :  now  you  say  he  did. 
What  did  you  teU  him  ? — I  told  him  I  would  ask  the  committee,  and  I  think  he  brought 
me  in  a  memorandum,  which  I  put  upon  the  file. 

8346.  You  said  just  now  he  brought  you  nothing  ? — I  did  not  give  him  a  recommenda- 
tion. 

8347.  I  asked  you  what  he  gave  you.  What  became  of  the  application  for  the  colour- 
men's  tickets  ? — It  was  put  upon  the  file. 

8348.  Was  it  granted  ? — I  do  not  know. 

8349.  You  stated  just  now  that  you  had  reason  to  believe  that  the  envelope  which  you 
put  through  the  window  of  Bligh's  room  was  a  confidential  communication.  What  do  you 
mean  by  that  ? — I  did  not  know  what  it  was ;  whether  it  was  money  or  a  confidential 
communication.  There  might  have  been  a  list  of  voters  there,  or  something.  I  could  not 
tell  what  it  was. 

8350.  You  say  you  had  no  suspicion  that  it  related  to  money  pm'poses  ? — I  did  not 
know  what  it  was. 

8351.  You  have  told  us  of  Pickering's  case,  with  a  great  deal  of  difliculty.  Was  there 
any  other  case  of  the  kind  that  came  within  yom:  knowledge  ?-^There  might  have  been 
others ;  others  that  applied  for  the  same  sort  of  tickets.    I  could  not  give  them  any  answer. 

8352.  They  did  apply  ?— Several. 

8353.  And  promised  their  votes  upon  that  condition  ? — When  they  came  into  the  room, 
I  asked  what  they  wanted  ;  whether  they  came  to  promise  their  votes ;  and  they  said, 
«  Yes." 

8354.  That  was  the  common  way  of  doing  the  business  ? — Yes. 

8355.  They  sent  in  their  applications,  and  you  filed  them  ? — I  filed  them,  without 
looking  at  them,  rei)eatedly. 

8356.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Richard  Moore  of  Lamb-lane,  a  bricklayer  ? 
— I  think  I  know  him  by  sight. 

8357.  Do  you  not  remember  his  coming  to  tlie  committ tee-room  about  10  or  12  days 
befoi-e  the  election  ? — I  do  not  recollect  his  coming. 

8358.  Was  he  not  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — I  do  not  know. 
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Mr.  T.AAendem*        8369.  Did  you  see  him  dmii^  the  election? — I  think  very  possibly  I  might,  but  I 
—        '    cannot  say  where.     He  waa  not  the  messenger  generally  on  duty.    There  were  two  or 
20th  May  195^    three  I  saw  frequently  at  the  committee-room. 
■  8360.  Who  were  they  ? — One  was  named  Thomas. 

8361.  Was  he  a  voter? — I  do  not  know  ;  I  believe  he  was  ;  and  his  son,  and  a  man  of 
the  oame  of  Pilcher  ;  and  I  think  that  is  nearly  all  I  recollect ;  and  there  was  Brown. 

8362.  Arthur  Brown  ;  is  not  that  his  name  ? — I  do  not  know  his  Christian  name. 

8363.  Was  there  a  man  of  the  name  of  Danills  too  ? — ^That  I  do  not  know 

8364.  Do  you  not  remember  Moore  coming  to  the  committee-room,  and  sajdng  he 
would  vote  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  if  he  were  put  down  as  a  messenger  ? — I  do  not. 

8365.  Do 'you  remember  any  person  coming  to  the  committee-room,  when  yourself 
Dr.  Lochee,  Mr.  Pout,  and  Mr.  Collard  were  there  ? — I  never  saw  Mr.  Pout  in  the  oom- 
mittee-room  at  aJL  On  two  or  three  occasions  men  came  in  and  said  they  had  come  to 
promise  their  votes,  and  they  wished  to  be  put  down  as  messengers.  They  were  either 
written  down  by  me,  saying  Uiey  wished  to  be  put  down  as  messengers,  or  they  brought  a 
written  order.  AU  I  did  was  to  file  that  order,  and  Dr.  Lochee,  when  he  came  in,  or  any 
one  else,  had  access  to  it. 

8366.  Do  you  know  anything  about  Mrs.  Harris's  cart  having  been  engaged  for  two 
days  at  SOs.  a  day  ? — I  do  not. 

8367*  Have  you  never  heard  anything  about  that  before  ? — I  never  heard  of  it. 


Mr.  James  BUgh.  jf r.  James  Bligh  recalled,  and  examined. 

8368.  You  have  heard  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Ward.  Do  you  still  persist  in  saying  that 
you  received  only  15i.  from  Mr.  Ward  ?— I  will  swear  that  I  received  no  other  sum,  upon 
my  oath. 

8369.  That  you  did  not  receive  30?.  from  Mr.  Ward  ? — I  declare  that  it  was  only  15f. ; 
and  it  was  a  lOi.  note  and  a  bL  of  the  Canterbury  Bank. 

8370.  How  did  you  receive  it  ? — In  this  envelope. 
8871  •  That  the  last  witness  has  spoken  to  ? — Yes. 
8372.  Dropped  through  your  window  ? — Yes. 

8873.  Did  y0u  receive  from  no  other  quarter,  known  or  unknown,  any  other  money  in 
addition  to  tWs  15i.  ? — None. 

8374.  You  received  from  nobody  whatever,  during  this  election,  more  than  15Z.? — ^No, 
except  the  21. 

8876.  Has  this  statement  of  Mr.  Ward's  to-day  taken  you  by  surprise,  then  ? — It  has. 

8376.  I  reoomm^id  you  to  make  inquiry  into  it? — I  should  like  to  make  inquiry, 
because  I  consider  my  character  is  quite  equal  to  Mr.  Ward's ;  and  looking  at  both  sides, 
and  at  gentlemen  of  both  parties,  I  do  not  think  there  is  a  gentleman  in  this  hall  can  say 
amiss  of  me  or  of  my  charax^r. 

8377.  Is  it  true  what  Mr.  Ward  says,  that  you  asked  for  30Z.  ? — Never  ;  I  never  asked 
for  any  suiq  wh^,tever,  and  Mr.  Ward  has  stated  wrong,  because  he  says  I  asked  him  for 
money  ;  but  he  came  and  told  me  there  would  be  money,  and  that  he  would  have  money, 
before  I  knew  th<it  he  would  have  money. 

8378.  Who  made  the  arrangement  for  this  mysterious  manner  of  dropping  the  parcel 
in  at  your  window  ? — He  came  down  to  my  house  in  the  morning  before  it  was  done,  to 
know  how  he  should  send  it  down ;  and  he  said,  **  You  do  not  wish  to  see  who  brings  it, 
or  who  puts  it  in  the  window." 

8879.  Ward  himself  said  ? — Yes.  *'  No,"  said  I ;  "  we  will  put  the  window  up,  and  you 
may  drop  it  in.     You  may  take  my  word.     I  do  not  care  how  you  drop  it  there." 

8380.  Was  it  arranged  at  what  time  it  should  be  done  ? — No ;  it  would  not  be- a  short 
time,  but  it  would  not  be  any  particular  time. 

8381.  Were  you  on  the  look  out  ? — No.  I  was  shaving  myself  when  somebody  came 
and  told  me  the  parcel  was  dropped  into  the  chair  in  my  front  room. 

8382.  Who  was  that  ?— My  little  girL 

8383.  Did  you  put  h«f  to  watch  ? — I  cannot  say  but  what  I  did ;  but  I  will  pledge 
my  word  the  girl  never  saw  whether  it  was  man,  women,  or  boy  who  did  it. 

8384.  You  know  that  there  was  to  be  this  bribe  or  means  of  bribing  put  into  your 
window,  and  you  set  your  little  girl  to  watch  ? — I  did  ;  or  else  somebody  else  might  have 
taken  it  out,  as  well  as  put  it  in.  My  orders  were,  when  this  parcel  came,  to  come  and  let 
me  know. 

8385.  Did  you  thereupon  go  down  immediately,  or  did  the  girl  bring  the  parcel  up 
to  you? — The  girl  brought  it  into  my  back  room.  The  little  girl  came  in  with  a 
paxcel  in  her  hand,  and  said,  "  This  has  just  been  dropped  into  the  window." 

8386.  She  knew  it  was  going  to  be  dropped  ? — Yes. 
8387  Was  it  sealed  ?— Yea 

8388.  Have  you  every  reason  to  believe  it  got  into  your  possession  in  the  same  state 
in  which  it  was  put  into  the  window  ? — I  am  certain  of  it ;  I  am  certain  of  it. 
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Benjamin  Johnson  sworn,  and  examinod  Bmja$mnJolm^m. 

8389.  Are  you  a  miller  ? — I  am.  2001  May  1858. 

8390.  Were  you  a  voter  at  the  last  election  ? — I  waa.  -— — 

8391.  Did  you  vote  for  the  Reds?— I  did. 

8392.  Were  you  an  active  man  on  that  side  ? — No. 

8393.  Did  you  do  anything  for  the  party,  except  vote  ?— Very  little. 

8394.  What  little  ? — I  paid  6Z.  away  about  five  or  six  weeks  afterwards. 

8395.  Who  to  ?— 0^2  to  Mr.  Roberts  for  four  colourmen's  tiAets  that  he  could  not  get. 

8396.  Explain  that.     Where  did  you  get  the  money  from  ?— I  got  it  from  Mr.  Pout. 

8397.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Pout  what  you  wanted  it  for  ? — Yes. 

8398  Had  Roberts  complained  to  you  ? — Roberts  said  he  never  got  the  money  for  his 
colourmen's  tickets. 

8399.  Is  Roberts  a  voter?— He  was. 

8400.  Roberts  the  voter  was  to  have  the  value  of  the  tidcets,  and  not  the  men  to  whom 
he  gave  them  ? — Four  sons ;  he  recommended  his  own  sons. 

-    8401.  His  own  family  ?— Yes. 

8402.  What  was  the  age  of  the  youngest  ? — I  do  not  know. 

8403.  Have  you  never  seen  them  ?— I  have  seen  them  when  I  have  gone  there  some- 
times to  settle  accounts, 

8404.  Was  he  big  enough  to  carry  a  colour  ?— Several  of  them  are ;  several  of  them 
are  out  in  service. 

8405.  Here  in  Canterbury  ?— One  is  a  baker,  and  works  for  Mr.  Tilly.  There  are 
several  sons. 

8406.  And  then  you  got  him  this  2i.  ? — Yes. 

8407.  Was  there  anybody  else  you  paid  the  money  to  ? — ^Yes.  .    ' 

8408.  Who  else  ? — John  Coombes,  Artillery-street. 

8409.  What  is  he  ? — ^A  carrier,  carter,  or  something  of  that. 

8410.  What  did  you  give  him  ? — I  gave  him  2i. 

8411.  For  tickets  too  ? — Yes  ;  he  complained  the  same. 

8412.  That  he  had  not  had  payment  for  his  tickets  ? — Yes. 

8413.  How  many  did  he  claim  payment  for  ? — Four. 

8414.  In  your  experience  is  four  the  usual  number  that  each  man  got? — I  do  not 
know. 

8415.  Rather  a  liberal  allowance,  is  it  not? — Mr.  Roberts  stated  he  got  the  same  from 
the  Blues  before.     He  voted  blue  before. 

8416.  Then  you  told  that  to  Pout  ?— I  told  Mr.  Pout  that. 

8417.  And  you  had  to  pay  him  ? — Mr.  Pout  said  if  I  liked  to  pay  them  he  would  give 
me  \h&  money,  and  I  did. 

8418.  Anything  else  ?— Yes. 

8419.  Who  is  that  ?— Mr.  Keel,  the  baker. 

8420.  What  did  you  give  him  ? — I  gave  him  a  sovereign. 

8421.  What  for? — He  went  and  voted  for  the  party,  and  when  Mr.  Pout  I  fou^id 
could  pay  2Z.  to  each  of  those  parties,  I  said, "  Mr.  Keel  has  had  a  very  ill  house,  and  he  has 
lost  three  children.  I  think  it  would  be  an  act  of  charity  to  give  the  man  a  sovereign, 
as  he  went  and  voted  without  being  almost  asked  or  even  canvassed  ;'*  and  I  threw  the 
sovereign  over  his  shop-door,  and  asked  him  whether  he  liked  to  accept  of  it  as  a  present. 
That  is  all  the  money  I  spent,  on  my  oath. 

8422.  Do  you  know  Coveney,  the  baker  ? — I  do. 

8423.  Can  you  not  tell  us  how  many  sacks  of  flour  he  had  ? — Not  one  in  his  life  from 
my  mill.     If  he  did  he  stole  it. 

8424^  How  much  did  he  have  fix)m  anybody  else  ? — I  do  not  know. 

8425.  Did  you  send  sacks  of  flour  to  anybody  ? — Not  one. 

8426.  Did  you  order  a  single  sack  of  flour  to  go  ? — No,  not  one.  I  would  not  mix 
myself  up  with  it. 

8427.  Were  sacks  of  flour  sent  by  you  to  any  one  ? — No. 

8428.  You  do  not  know  of  any  order  passing  ? — None  at  all  whatever. 

8429.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Busher,  a  freeman? — I  do,  very  well;  too  well,  to  my 
sorrow. 

8430.  How  long  was  he  on  your'  premises  before  the  election  ? — I  never  knew  he  was 
there  imtil  Tuesday  morning  or  Wednesday  morning  before  the  election. 

8431.  How  long  had  he  been  there  ? — He  told  me  himself  he  came  on  Sunday  night. 

8432.  And  was  hid  on  your  premises  ? — Yes. 

8433.  Who  hid  him  ?— He  hid  himself. 

8434.  Where  did  he  hide  himself? — In  the  waggon  loft,  where  Alderman  Brentfeeds 
his  fowls  sometimes.     He  has  access  to  the  yard  as  well  as  myself 

8485.  You  found  him  hiding  on  your  premises,  without  your  leave,  in  th(»  fowl-house, 
on  Tuesday  previous  to  the  election? — In  the  waggon  loft,  Tuesday  morning,  about 
seven  o'clock. 

8436.  Who  had  fed  him  during  that  interval  ?-— I  think  he  had  notlung  but  water ; 
he  told  me  he  had  not. 
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Benjamin  Johnson,       8437.  Who  fed  him  ? — I  do  not  know  any  one  fed  him. 

.  8438.  Who  did  ?— I  do  not  know. 

20th  Maj  1853.         8439.  Whom  do  you  suspect  ?— No  one. 

.  .   ■  8440.  Had  he  been  miraculously  sustained  during  that  period  ? — I  tliink  I  can  answer 

it.  My  waggoner  called  my  attention,  about  seven  o'clock,  I  think  it  must  be,  on  Tuesday 
morning, — I  will  swear  it  was  not  before, — and  said,  "  I  wish  you  would  come  up,  master, 
and  look  at  Busher."  Those  were  the  words.  I  will  not  tell  you  a  lie.  I  said,  "  Buslier ! 
where  is  he  ? "  He  said,  "  He  is  in  the  waggon  loft."  I  said,  "  How  came  he  there  ? " 
He  said,  "  He  has  been  there  ever  since  Sunday  night,"  I  said,  "  I  did  not  know  it" 
"  No,  no  more  did  I,"  he  said,  "  until  this  morning." 

8441.  What  is  your  man  s  name  ? — Stephen  Bean. 

8442.  Is  he  a  voter  ? — No.  My  waggoner  ;  and  he  said  that  he  carried  Busher  that 
morning  a  great  deal  of  water,  if  he  drank  a  pint  he  should  think  he  drank  two  or  three 
gallona 

8443.  Then  Bean  knew  of  his  being  there  ? — Not  before  Tuesday  morning. 

8444.  Then  you  went  up  and  saw  Busher  ? — I  did. 

8445.  What  did  you  ascertain  ?  Tell  us  shortly  ? — I  asked  him  how  he  came  there  ; 
and  he  said  that  Wilcock  turned  him  out  of  doors  on  Sunday  night.  He  got  tipsy,  and 
abused  him.  and  he  had  nowheie  to  go  to,  and  he  took  leave  to  go  in  there. 

8446.  And  had  lived  on  water  ever  since  ?  You  gave  him  food,  I  believe  ? — I  told  my 
man  to  get  him  sixpenny  worth  of  meat  and  a  quartern  loaf ;  that  is  the  truth. 

8447.  At  once  ? — Yes  ;  that  was  Tuesday  night  or  Wednesday. 

8448.  And  you  continued  to  feed  him  until  the  day  of  the  election  ? — I  did  not. 

8449.  How  long  did  you  feed  hun  ? — Only  that.  He  was  in  a  dreadful  state,  and  I 
thought  it  was  a  pity  the  man  should  stay  there  and  starve. 

8450.  Did  you  turn  him  out  ? — No. 

8451.  You  let  him  remain  there  ? — I  did,  for  nearly  three  weeks. 

8452.  That  is  sixpenny  worth  of  meat,  and  how  much  flour  ? — Sixpennjrworth  of  meat 
and  half  a  quartern  loaf,  two  pound  loaf 

8453.  Do  you  mean  to  say  he  li^'ed  three  weeks  on  that  ? — I  do  not  know  what  he 
lived  upon, 

8454.  Do  you  mean  to  swear  he  lived  on  your  premises  three  weeks  after  that,  and 
got  nothing  more  from  you  ? — No ;  I  will  not  swear  it.  I  gave  him  now  and  then  a 
shilling  or  two,  as  he  did  some  little  work  for  me, 

8455.  Are  you  sure  he  did  any  work  for  you  ? — Yes. 

8456.  What  was  the  natme  of  his  work  ? — He  helped  to  clean  out  the  stable,  and  so 
foi-th.     I  generally  hire  a  man  to  cut  chaff  for  the  horses. 

8457.  He  was  not  fully  employed  ? — No  ;  I  should  expect  to  pay  him  15«.  a  week  if 
he  had  been. 

8458.  How  much  did  you  pay  him  ? — I  only  gave  him  a  shilling  or  two  at  a  time. 
One  time  I  gave  him  10«. 

8459.  How  much  did  you  pay  him  altogether  ?— I  paid  him  from  20s.  to  308. ;  nearer 
30iJ.  than  208. 

8460.  And  his  grub  ? — No  ;  I  did  not  give  him  grub  mucli. 

8461.  A  little  ? — I  think  my  man  gave  him  a  cup  of  coffee  and  a  little  bit  of  bread, 

8462.  You  took  notice  of  what  your  man  gave  him  then  ?— No,  I  did  not. 

8463.  The  three  weeks,  as  I  imderstand  it,  during  which  this  lasted,  was  before  and 
after  the  election  ?— He  came  on  the  Sunday  night,  as  I  told  you. 

8464.  When  was  the  election?— I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  trouble  myself  about  elections ; 
very  little. 

8465.  He  came  on  the  Simday  night ;  how  long  was  that  before  the  election  day  ? — 
The  election  was  the  following  Friday. 

8466.  He  then  went  and  voted  ?— Not  to  my  knowledge. 

8467.  Did  he  stay  away  ?— He  did  not  stay  away. 

8468.  Continued  after  that  time,  staying  with  you  ? — Nearly  three  weeks. 

8469.  At  last  you  got  rid  of  him  ? — Yes,  and  very  glad  ;  he  was  quite  a  nuisance. 

8470.  Why  did  you  submit  to  his  being  there  so  long  ?— 1  do  not  know  why  I  did.  He 
had  got  no  lodging  to  go  to. 

8471.  Why  did  you  pay  him  during  the  time  ?— I  paid  him  a  trifle. 

8472.  Now,  come  to  the  point  ?  Do  you  mean  to  say  the  lodging  and  lx)ai-d  which  he 
got  at  your  place,  and  which  seems  to  have  been  of  a  most  sumptuous  description,  and 
the  money  j'^ou  paid  him,  was  not  given  liim  and  paid  him,  by  somebody's  direction  or 
with  somebody's  sanction  ?— No,  not  with  anybody's  sanction. 

8473.  Have  you  received  payment  or  remimeration  since  from  any  body  for  that  ?— 
On  my  oath,  not  a  farthing. 

8474.  Have  you  applied  for  it  ?— No,  not  a  farthing. 

8475.  Has  Busher  paid  you  ?— No,  not  a  farthing.     Out  of  my  own  pocket. 

8476.  Had  you  any  spare  money  in  yom-  pocket  which  you  were  at  lil)erty  to  do  what 
you  liked  with,  and  out  of  which  you  paid  him  ?— Only  my  own. 

8477.  Did  anybody  give  you  money  ?— No,  not  a  farthing. 

8478.  Did  anybody  say,  *'  Here  is  a  present  for  you  ?" — No,  I  woxild  not  demean 
myself  to  ask  for  it. 
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8479.  What  are  your  politics  ?— I  voted  for  Lord  Albert  and  Smytha  BeMomin  Johnson 

8480.  In  1852  ?— In  1852  I  voted  for  Johnston  and  Gipps.     I  will  tell  you  the  reason     ^'^^^ 

if  you  ask  me.     I  did  not  like  foreign  flour  coming  in  free.     I  am  a  miller.  20th  May  1858. 

8481.  You  took  a  warm  interest  in  the  success  of  protection  ? — A  little.     I  was  one  of       — — .— 
the  committee.     I  attended  once.     I  did  not  mean  to  mix  myself  up. 


Mr.  Henry  Ward  recalled ;  examined.  Mr.  Henry  Ward^ 

8482.  Do  you  wish  to  make  any  explanation  upon  your  evidence? — When  I  was 
questioned  respecting  the  money  that  passed  through  my  hands,  I  wish  to  know  whether 
it  was  not  meant  to  apply  to  this  last  election  of  1852. 

8483.  I  understood  you,  in  1852,  the  only  money  transactions  that  you  had  were  in 
reference  to  Bligh  s  transactions,  and  one  or  two  little  bills  that  you  paid  for  sherry 
furnished  ? — Everything,  I  believe  ;  and  in  that  transaction  I  had  nothing  to  do  with 
money.     It  was  only  enclosed  in  my  presence. 

8484.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  person  to  whom  money  was  given  for  his  vote  during 
the  election  of  1852  ? — Not  a  single  individual 

8485.  In  1847,  were  you  an  active  partisan? — What  election  was  that? 

8486.  In  1847,  when  you  gave  a  plumper  to  Mr.  Smythe  ? — Yes. 

8487.  Were  you  concerned  in  the  financial  department  on  that  occasion  ? — I  am  not 
quite  certain  whether  it  was  on  that  occasion  or  a  previous  one.  I  only  allude  to  a  cir- 
cumstance taking  place.  I  am  not  quite  positive  as  to  what  election  it  was ;  whether  it 
was  Mr.  Smythe's  first  election  or  second  election^  or  whether  it  was  the  election  with 
Mr.  Bradshaw,  I  am  imable  to  say ;  but  there  is  a  circumstance  connected  with  some 
money  which  did  pass  through  my  hand,  I  should  like  to  explain.  I  was  saying  just 
now,  many  persons  made  application  on  the  ground  of  charity  and  distress,  and  obtained 
money,  and  the  parties  who  were  the  means  of  supplying  it  must  necessarily  know  at  the 
time  the  intention  was  to  secure  their  votes.  I  had  an  application  one  of  those  years 
from  a  man  of  the  name  of  Blackman,  a  baker.  He  is  dead  now  ;  but  I  believe  the  fact  is 
known  by  many  persons  in  court.  I  do  not  wish  to  avail  myself  of  the  opportunity  of 
introducing  persons  who  are  now  no  more.  With  regard  to  Blackman,  he  came  to  me, 
I  had  occasion  frequently  to  see  him. 

8488.  Does  it  implicate  yourself,  or  Blackman,  or  both  ? — It  does  not  implicate  myselfi 

8489.  Then  do  not  tell  us  anything  about  it.     If  it  implicates  yourself,  tell  us  ? — No. 

8490.  Did  you  give  any  money  to  Blackman  ? — I  bought  his  horse  and  cart. 

8491.  What  did  you  give  for  his  horse  and  cart  ? — The  man  came  to  me,  and  wanted 
to  know  if  I  would  give  him  something  for  his  vote.  I  said,  "  I  cannot."  He  then  came  to 
me,  and  wanted  me  to  buy  a  horse  and  cart,  or  cart  without  the  horse,  or  some  apparatus; 
and  I  think  it  was  left  at  the  Inn. 

8492.  The  horse  and  cart  ? — Yes.     That  was  paid  by  the  Conservative  party. 

8493.  And  did  you  make  a  bargain  with  him  for  his  horse  and  cart  ? — No.  He  had  a 
certain  sum  of  money  paid  him  ;  some  few  pounds ;  and  he  was  to  redeem  it.  He  was 
to  repay  the  money.  He  did  not.  The  consequence  was,  that  the  horse  and  cart  were  of 
no  use  to  me,  and  he  got  that  back,  and  the  party  lost  the  money. 

8494.  He  received  a  certain  sum  of  money  imder  the  coloiu'able  pretext  of  selling  his 
horse  and  cart  ? — No  doubt  that  was  it. 

8495.  The  money  was  given  to  him,  and  the  horse  and  cart  were  returned  ? — Yes.  There 
is  another  case  with  regard  to  a  man  of  the  name  of  Henry  Royce.  He  met  me  somewhere, 
and  he  wanted  to  know  if  I  would  n^otiate  with  him  for  his  vote.  He  wanted  10/.  I 
mentioned  it  to  the  parties,  and  the  10/.  were  sent  by  some  means  or  another.  I  think 
the  money  was  given  to  me  to  forward ;  I  believe  it  was ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  I  gave 
it  to  Eoyce  himself;  I  think  I  got  it  forwarded  in  some  indirect  manner. 

8496.  What  election  was  this  ? — The  same  election  aa  the  horse  and  cart 

8497.  It  comes  to  this,  that  Royce  applied  to  you  about  his  vote,  that  you  communi- 
cated what  Royce  has  stated  to  you;  that  a  10/.  note  was  given  to  you,  which  you  trans- 
mitted through  other  hands,  and  which  you  believe  found  its  way  to  Royce  ? — Yes ;  that 
was  the  case.  But  just  previous  to  the  election  Royce  came  to  me,  and  he  said,  "  Mr.  Ward, 
I  am  very  sorry  I  cannot  support  your  party."  I  rather  condemned  myself  for  listening 
to  anyihmg  he  had  to  say,  because  I  entertained  an  opinion  it  was  merely  a  trap  to  catch 
me  in  direct  bribery. 

8498.  You  mentioned  it  to  certain  parties.  In  order  to  fix  the  tinae  of  the  particular 
election,  perhaps  you  can  tell  me  who  those  parties  were  ? — I  received  the  money  of 
Mr.  Pout. 

8499.  Recollecting  you  received  the  money  from  Mr.  Pout,  it  would  not  have  been  at 
the  election  of  1847,  when  Mr.  Smythe  stood  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngliam  was 
returned  ? — I  cannot  say  whose  election  it  was. 

8500.  You  received  it  from  Mr.  Pout  ?— Yes. 

8501.  Mr.  Pout  in  1847  was  engaged  to  Mr.  Vance  and  Clinton  ? — ^Yes. 

8502.  It  would  not  have  been  in  the  election  of  1847  ?— No.  ^ 

8503.  It  would  have  been  either  the  election  of  1841  or  the  first  election  in  which 
Mr.  Smythe  came  forward  ?— Yes  :  one  of  those,  most  likely, 
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Mr.  Henry  Ward.       8504.  This  affair  of  Royce  occurred  at  some  election  ? — Yes,  precisely. 

— —  8505.  As  you  have  recollected  these  transactions,  perhaps  you  can  tell  us  of  some  more 

20th  May  1868.  of  a  similar  kind? — I  recollect  no  others*  but  those.  It  is  nothing  but  the  peculiar  circum- 
— ^— —  stances  imder  which  Blackmail  and  Eoyce  had  the  money  that  fixes  it  so  strong  on  my 
mind.  With  regard  to  Royce,  he  came  to  me  just  previous  to  the  election,  and  he  said,  "Ward, 
I  am  sorry  I  cannot  support  your  party ;"  and  I  blamed  myself  for  taking  the  money, 
because  I  anticipated  at  that  moment  that  he  came  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  me  with 
being  guilty  of  a  direct  bribery  transaction,  in  which  he  could  not  have  shown  that  1  had 
positively  given  him  the  money,  because  I  took  the  precaution  of  sending  it  through  some 
indirect  channel. 

8506.  You  were  reasonably  anxious  not  to  be  trapped  yourself;  you  had  not  the  same 
anxiety  with  respect  to  other  parties  ?— We  do  not  like  to  get  ourselves  into  a  hobble  if 
we  can  help  it. 

8507.  Do  you  recollect  any  other  case  ? — ^These  are  the  only  two  ;  but  I  had  a  certain 
sum  of  money  from  Mr.  Pout  on  that  occasion,  with  an  understanding,  ajs  I  told  him,  I 
would  give  a  debtor  and  creditor  account  of  what  was  done  with  the  money,  which 
I  did  do,  and  the  balance  beyond  what  I  required  I  returned  to  Mr.  Pout. 

w  8508.  Perhaps  you  can  tefi  us  what  was  the  amoimt  ? — I  cannot 

8509.  About  ? — It  would  be  quite  at  random,  if  I  could  say ;  it  might  be  SO/.,  40?.,  60i., 
or  60/. 

8510.  Was  it  as  much  as  100/.  ?— Oh  no. 

8511.  Was  it  as  much  as  30/.  ? — I  think  it  will  be  much  more. 

8512.  Did  you  make  payments  out  of  the  money,  whatever  the  amount  was  you 
received  ? — I  do  not  recollect  any  one  I  paid,  except  Blackman  and  Royce.  I  had  a 
transaction  and  negotiation  with  another  Royce,  of  Chilham,  but  I  did  not  give  him  any 
money. 

8513.  Have  you  any  doubt  you  paid  money  or  transmitted  money  to  persons  who  had 
voted  at  that  election  out  of  the  sum  you  had  received  from  Mr.  Pout  ? — None.  Two  I 
recollect ;  but  whatever  I  did  do  I  gave  a  debtor  and  creditor  accoxmt  of  the  payments 
made. 

8514.  Although  you  cannot  recollect  any  particular  transaction,  except  those  two  which 
have  been  brought  (owing  to  certain  circxmistances)  to  your  recollection,  have  you  any 
doiibt,  out  of  the  monies  which  you  received  from  Mr.  Pout  on  that  occasion,  that  you 
paid  sums  to  voters  who  had  voted  for  the  Conservative  party  at  that  election?— I 
cannot  recollect  whether  I  did  or  not.     I  do  not  know.     I  might  have  done  so. 

8515.  Those  are  the  only  two  cases?— I  wish  to  state  one  thing  particularly  with 
regard  to  money  transactions.  Royce  came  to  me  just  previous  to  the  election,  and  said, 
^  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  vote  for  you.**  I  blamed  myself  for  taking  the  money  as  I  had 
taken  it ;  but  he  brought  the  money  back  to  me.  The  reason  he  assigned  for  not  voting 
for  the  party  he  had  promised  was  because  the  other  party  had  promSed  to  give  him  15/. 
I  thought  it  was  honest,  and  I  returned  the  money  to  Mr.  Pout.  It  was  just  on  my  part 
to  say  that  he  had  done  so. 

8516.  You  say  you  took  precautions  both  in  Blackman's  case  and  Royce's  case  you 
jshould  not  be  detected  ? — Yes. 

8517.  Had  you  recourse  to  the  window  dropping  ?— No ;  I  did  not  understand  the 
business  at  aU. 

8518.  What  was  your  precaution?  In  getting  money  conveyed  through  some  indirect 
channel  ?  How  was  it  ? — It  is  so  long  ago  I  really  forget.  I  believe  the  parties  had  the 
money.  With  regard  to  Blackman,  I  paid  him  the  money  because  it  was  a  purchase  of 
some  of  his  traps. 

8519.  The  horse  and  cart? — Yes  ;  something  of  that. 

8520.  And  Royce  ?  You  think  you  had  recourse  to  the  same  course  ? — Royoe's  was 
forwarded  either  by  the  post,  or  envelope,  or  given  to  somebody  without  his  knowing  it 
came  through  me. 

8621.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Mutton  ? — Yes,  I  do. 

8522.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Thomas  Taylor  ? — By  name. 

8523.  In  1847  did  you  pay  Mutton  any  money  ? — ^No,  I  do  not  think  I  paid  him.  Yes  ; 
now  I  remember  the  circumstance. 

8524.  Do  you  remember,  in  1847,  giving  Mutton  5/.  for  the  purpose  of  his  forwarding 
it  to  Thomas  Taylor  for  his  vote  ? — Now  you  mention  Mutton,  I  think  I  went  to  see 
Mutton  respecting  his  vote. 

8525.  Was  that  in  1847  ? — I  cannot  say  that.  I  mean  it  was  Taylor,  but  I  do  not 
think  he  negotiated  with  me. 

8526.  Did  you  see  a  person  of  the  name  of  Mutton  in  the  election  of  1847  ? — I  do  not 
recollect  I  only  know  of  one  Mutton,  and  I  am  quite  sure  I  had  no  communication  or 
correspondence  with  him  about  election  matters,  because  his  politics  are  decidedly  oppo- 
site, and  a  man  who  would  not  listen  to  it. 

8527.  Did  you  in  1847  give  a  person  of  the  name  of  Mutton  5i.  for  the  purpose  of  its 
being  transmitted  to  a  voter  of  the  name  of  Taylor  ? — I  do  not  know  anything  of 
that. 

8528.  You  say  that  you  applied  to  Thomas  Taylor  about  his  vote  ? — I  believe  I  did. 

8529.  WaA  ihat    in  1847?— I  will   not  speak  posiiiv^lj.    Now   you  mention  the 
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circumstance    about  Thomafl  Taylor,  I  remember,   in  conjunction  with  some    of    the  Mr  Henrv  Ward 
45ommittee,  going  to  Thomas  Taylors  house  to  canvass  him  for  his  vote.  *    _. 

8530.  You  remember,  in  conjunction  with  some  of  the  committee  ;  who  were  they  ?—  20tb  Ma^  1854 
I  cannot  recollect.     I  should  not  have  known  the  circumstance  unless  you  had  brought  ^  ' 

it  to  my  recollection-  ' 

8531.  In  1847,  did  you  canvass  with  any  of  Lord  Albert  and  Mr.  Smythe's  com- 
mittee?—No. 

8532.  At  the  time  when  you  went  to  Thomaa  Taylor  must  have  been  prior  to  the 
election  of  1 847  ? — Decidedly.     It  was  not  Mr.  Smythe's  election. 

8533.  What  I  understood  you  to  say,  with  respect  to  the  election  of  1847,  was  this, 
that  you  did  not  take  any  active  part  in  the  election  of  1847,  but  you  stood  aloof  from 
the  conservative  party,  and  you  gave  a  pliunper  for  Mr.  Smythe,  because  you  thought 
he  had  been  ill-treated  by  the  Conservative  party? — That  was  the  only  reason.  F 
thought  he  had  not  the  opportimity  of  clearing  his  conduct. 


Thomas  Taylor  sworn,  and  examined  Thonuu  Tayhr 

8534.  Are  you  employed  in  the  county  gaol  ? — Yes.  (Tunikey). 

8535.  What  are  you  ? — Turnkey,  at  present.  • 

8536.  Were  you  a  voter  at  the  last  election  ? — I  was  not 

8537.  Were  you  employed  by  anybody  ? — Yes. 

8538.  Were  you  employed  by  the  committee  of  the  red  side  \ — Yes. 

8539.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  Dr.  Lochee  ? — Yes. 

8540.  What  sum  might  that  be  ? — In  the  absence  of  aU  documents  I  cannot  exactly 
get  at  it ;  I  should  say,  about  330t  or  340i. ;  perhaps  more,  and  perhaps  less. 

8541.  Did  you  receive  any  sum  from  Mr.  Pout  ? — I  did. 

8542.  How  much  ? — £40  or  50?.,  more  or  less  ;  I  only  approximate  ;  it  is  impossible 
I  can  get  at  it  exactly. 

8543.  That  would  be,  in  all,  something  approaching  to  400t  ? — Yes  ;  say  that  in  round 
nimibers. 

8544.  Did  you  expend  it  at  all  ? — Why,  I  should  think,  I  did.  I  am  not  aware  thi^ 
I  kept  any  myself  I  think  I  got  a  penny  out  of  the  payment  of  the  bills ;  that  was  all 
the  money  I  got  myself  except  pajnment  of  the  salary. 

8545.  You  got  a  gratuity  for  what  you  did  ? — Yes. 

8546.  Independent  of  tlus  money,  (fid  you  have  a  gratuity  of  40/.  ? — I  did. 

8547.  How  long  were  you  employed  to  earn  that  40/.  ? — Why,  I  was  employed  all  the 
canvass,  and  some  time  subsequent  to  the  election  in  making  up  the  bills,  and  paying 
them,  and  so  on  ;  perhaps,  altogether,  seven  or  eight  or  nine  weeks. 

8548.  Did  you  render  any  account  to  any  of  the  parties?  Dr.  Lochee,  you -say, 
employed  you  ;  did  you  render  any  account  to  Dr,  Lochee  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
400/.  had  been  expended  ? — I  did.  I  had  bDls  sent  to  me  to  pay,  which,  when  I  got 
receipted,  I  returned  to  the  doctor  with  the  receipts,  and  he  has  got  them  all  now,  I 
have  no  doubt.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  has  got  them  now.  Thej  were  returned  to 
him  by  me. 

8549.  As  to  this  sum  of  money  which  was  intrusted  to  you,  had  you  a  direction  how 
you  should  spend  it  ? — None  whatever. 

8550.  Had  you  any  authority  to  buy  a  man's  vote  ? — I  had  not. 

8551.  Did  you? — Oh  yes,  I  certainly  did.  I  paid  a  man  of  the  name  of  Bourne,  or  I 
lent  him  money  for  wluch  I  got  a  thing  that  was  valueless.  I  got  a  stamped  pro- 
missory note  for  my  money,  which  I  never  expected  to  be  returned,  of  5L,  which  I  after- 
wards told  Mr.  Pout  about,  and  he  gave  me  the  money.  But  I  calculated  that  in  the 
amount  there ;  and  I  afterwards  gave  him  another  1/.,  which  I  supposed  he  considered  in 
the  light  of  hush  money,  but  I  did  not,  because  it  was  some  time  after  the  election  ;  he 
wanted  to  borrow  a  pound,  and  I  had  long  previous  been  in  the  habit  of  lendin£^  him  a 
few  shillings,  and  so  on,  and  had  paid  him  some  scores  of  pounds  in  the  way  of  business 
previous  to  any  election  matters,  and  he  borrowed  the  IZ.,  which  I  have  not  got  yet ; 
that  I  have  also  been  repaid. 

^   85^2.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? — Edward  Bourn. 

8553.  Was  that  loan  of  the  5i.  in  consideration  of  his  vote  ? — No  question  about  it. 

8554.  And  he  knew  it  ? — Yes,  no  doubt ;  I  intended  it  so ;  I  candidly  acknowledge  I 
wished  to  get  his  vote ;  I  was  desirous  of  promoting  the  interest  of  the  Ccnservative  party 
as  much  as  I  could.  I  had  always  advocated  that  side  of  the  question  for  twenty  years. 
I  unhesitatingly  let  him  have  the  money  for  that  purpose. 

8555.  And  you  have  been  paid  that  money  by  the  agent  of  the  Conservative  party?— 
I  have. 

8556.  Did  you  give  a  man  called  George  Parsons  anything? — Yes. 

8557.  How  much  ? — Haifa  sovereign. 

8558.  When  was  that  ? — That  was  during  the  canvass. 

8559.  What  was  that  half  sovereign  for  ? — For  no  express  purpose  whatever.  It  Was 
not  intended  for  his  vote,  because  I  did  expect  that  he  would  have  voted  for  us :  but  I 
went  into  his  house,  and  he  was  not  very  well  off,  and  I  certainly  did  shaJke  han(^  with 
him,  and  put  half  a  sovereign  into  his  hand. 
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Ttomu  Td^hr        8660.  And  he  took  it  ? — ^And  he  took  it ;  but  there  was  no  acknowledgment  upon  his 
(Turnkey).        part  that  he  would  vote. 

——  8561.  It  is  often  done  without  a  word  being  said  ? — He  did  not  say  in  consequence  of 

20tb  May  1858.    jj^^^^^  j^^  would  vote  for  our  party,  nor  did  they  extort  a  promise  from  him  that  he  should. 
*■——"■""*  8562.  You  were  talking  of  the  vote  and  the  promise,  and  you  slipped  half  a  sovereign 

into  his  hand  ? — ^Yes. 

8563.  And  he  did  not  put  it  back  again  ? — No. 

8564.  That  would  have  the  effect  of  clenching  the  nail  Did  you  do  the  same  thing 
with  John  Southee  ? — No.     It  was  a  different  transaction. 

8565.  What  did  you  do  with  John  Southee  ? — I  excuse  myself  of  that  amount  as  being 
expended  in  direct  bribery.  Southee  is  a  man  that  lives  at  Heme  Bay,  and  he  came  up, 
tod  got  a  tale  that  he  wanted  to  make  some  property.  He  came  up  on  the  day  of  nomi- 
nation, complained  that  he  had  walked  up,  and  did  not  have  much  money  in  his  pocket, 
and  so  on,  and  I  gave  him  half  a  sovereign  for  his  expenses.  That  is,  Mr.  Southee  had 
that  money.  It  was  lOd.  or  15«.  That  is  all  I  have  to  charge  myself  with.  I  was  not 
a  bribery  agent  at  all. 

8566.  Did  you  pay  the  messengers  ? — I  did. 

8567.  How  many  messengers  would  you  have  to  pay  ? — I  think,  perhaps,  there  would 
be  altogether  of  them  fifty  or  sixty,  more  or  less. 

8568.  All  voters  ? — The  greater  part  of  them  ;  I  believe  nearly  all 

8569.  What  did  they  have,  upon  an  average ;  li.  each  ? — Some  had  a  little  more  ;  say, 
11,  each,  168.,  18«.,  and  a  guinea,  and  so  on. 

8570.  Did  they  do  any  work  for  that;  were  they  the  real  messengers ?— Some  of 
them  did. 

8571.  And  some  did  not  ? — Some  were  in  constant  employment. 

8572.  And  those  that  were  not,  what  right  had  they  to  be  paid  for  doing  nothing  ? — 
They  always  himg  about  the  door,  which  was  against  my  wish  ;  they  were  ready  to  be 
employed  if  they  were  called  for  ;  buj.  there  were  very  few  of  them  that  reaUy  did  any 
essential  work,  or  any  work. 

8573.  Did  these  parties  receive  this  IZ.  apiece,  or  188.,  or  whatever  it  was,  for  doing 
work,  or  for  voting ;  which  ?— Why,  it  was  certainly  implied  that  they  would  vote  upon 
our  side  the  question.  Although  nothing  was  said  about  it,  it  was  distinctly  understood, 
because  it  has  been  the  custom  in  Canterbury  for  years  that  that  should  be  the  case.  It 
has  been  the  case  ;  and  of  course  it  was  impfied  that  all  those  we  employed  as  messengei-s 
would  be  on  our  side  of  the  question.  I  should  not  put  anybody  else  on  that  I  thought 
would  have  gone  against  us. 

8574?.  You  have  given  in  a  list.  Is  this  your  list? — Yes.  (The  list  was  Juinded  vn,  and 
ifna/rked  No.  33.) 

8575.  A  list  of  42  ?-Yes. 

8576.  Are  they  all  voters  ? — Yes ;  nearly  all  voters. 

8577.  Cast  your  eye  over  that  list.  Do  you  see  any  one  there  who  really  did  service 
as  messengers ;  and  tick  them  if  you  do  ? — I  think,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  thgse 
names  I  have  ticked  were  employed  in  actual  work. 

8578.  And  the  others  were  only  nominal  messengers  ? — Yes. 

8579.  A  nominal  messenger,  then,  would  be  William  Andrews  ? — He  might  occasionally 
have  gone  with  a  message  or  two ;  but  I  can  be  particular  about  those  that  are  ticked, 
that  they  were  employed 

8580.  What  do  you  think  of  P.  Andrews  ?— He  was  not  employed  at  all ;  Pierce 
Andrews. 

8581.  James  Bailey  ? — He  did  not  do  any  work 

8582.  Stephen  Back?— He  did  not  do  any  work. 

8583.  John  Blogg  ?—  One  or  two  Bloggs  did.  I  do  not  know  their  Christian  names. 
Perhaps  there  is  somebody  here  can  put  me  right.  The  one  I  mean  has  a  cast  in 
his  eye. 

8584.  Was  it  the  man  with  the  cast  in  his  eye  that  did  the  work  ? — Yes ;  he  was  often 
at  the  door,  and  inquired  if  there  was  anything  to  do.  I  am  told  that  that  is  Charles 
William. 

8585.  John  Blogg  did  no  work  ? — I  do  not  think  he  did. 

8586.  William  Waters  Blogg  ? — I  do  not  remember  that  he  did.  If  I  should  say  that 
they  did  not,  and  they  did,  you  must  excuse  me  for  being  unjust  to  them ;  it  is  not 
intentional 

8587.  It  is  perfectly''  well  undei-stood  that  parties  came  up  and  applied  for  messengers 
places  as  being  valuable  to  them,  it  being  perfectly  well  understood  that  they  need  not 
come  and  do  any  work  ? — It  is  understood ;  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  it ;  it  is  done 
on  both  sides  of  the  question ;  it  is  of  no  use  concealing  it ;  not  a  bit ;  it  is  intended  for 
their  vote. 

8588.  It  is  only  substituting  a  messenger's  ticket  for  a  colour  ticket  ? — That  is  all. 

8589.  The  difference  being  that  the  messenger  invariably  has  it  himself,  and  by  the 
colour  system  it  goes  into  the  femily  ? — I  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  colours, 

8590.  That  is  the  difference,  I  suppose  ? — It  may  be  that  that  is  the  difference. 
8691.  Thomas  Burt ;  did  he  do  any  work  ? — ^Yes,  he  did. 

8592.  Henry  Cherrison ;  did  he  do  any  work  ? — He  did  not. 

8593.  Frederick  Christie  ;  did  he  do  any  work  ?— No,  he  did  not 
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8694.  Thomas  Jarman  ? — He  was  occasionally  employed,  but  very  little.  Thomm  Hwlar 

8595.  Thomas  Jarman  the  yoimger  ? — I  do  not  remember  him  at  all  there.  (Turnkey )♦ 

8596.  Stephen  Lancefield  ? — He  was  there.  — 

8597.  Did  he  do  any  work  ? — He  did,  occasionally.  20th  May  1853, 

8598.  Edward  Lemar  ? — Not  that  I  remember.  ■ 

8599.  William  Lemar  ? — Neither  of  them  did  work. 

8600.  G.  F.  Palmer  ? — Not  any,  that  I  remember  ;  he  miglit  occasionally,  but  not  that 
I  can  charge  my  recollection  with, 

8601.  William  Pahner?— No, 

8602.  William  Palmer  the  yoimger  ? — No. 

8603.  William  Pierce  ? — No.  I  did  not  employ  him,  because  lie  was  always  drunk  ;  I 
could  make  no  use  of  him.  He  was  very  ready  to  go,  but  J  would  not  have  him  about 
the  place. 

8604.  William  Pickering  ?— No, 

8605.  Thomas  Sheather  ? — No ;  he  did  not  do  anything, 

8606.  Edward  Warman  ?— Yes  ;  I  think  he  did 

8607.  Edward  Tapsell  ? — Yes  ;  he  was  occasionally  employed. 

8608.  Did  William  Andrews  do  any  work  ? — I  think  he  did  occasionally ;  he  is  an  old 
man ;  he  was  there,  and  I  think  occasionally  he  went  upon  messages. 

8609.  You  have  an  account  against  the  poll  clerks,  70/ ;  was  that  ordinary  poll  clerks 
that  are  employed  at  elections  ? — Yes  ;  the  chief  part. 

8610.  And  the  check  clerks? — Poll  clerks,  and  check  clerks,  and  score  clerks ;  writing 
up  the  large  sheets  for  the  walls,  to  be  checked  when  the  slips  came  from  the  polling 
table. 

8611.  Publicans  50/.;  what  is  that ;  publicans'  bills? — Yes. 

8612.  Treating  ? — There  is  no  question  what  it  was  for  ;  but  these  accoimts  were  sent 
in  and  discharged  ;  it  was  not  by  any  specific  order  from  anybody ;  that  is  the  fact ;  and 
they  were  discharged. 

8613.  Being  the  successftil  candidates,  they  were  not  much  canvassed  or  checked?-  I 
do  not  know  much  about  that.  I  dare  say  they  were  glad  enough  to  be  the  successfu  I 
candidates.    I  do  not  think  anything  was  expended  in  consequence  of  that 

8614.  Ribbons  60/.  ?— Yes  ;  the  silk  mercers'  bills. 

8615.  Making  the  same  ribbons  into  bows  which  cost  60i,  80/.  ? — Yes,  The  bills  were 
sent  in,  as  I  said  before.  I  got  them  receipted,  and  returned  them  to  Dr.  Lochee,  and 
accounted  for  the  money  I  expended. 

8616.  Can  you  give  me  the  names  of  the  tradesmen  ? — Of  the  mercers  ? 

8617.  Yes? — I  think  I  paid  Mr.  Payne  something  like, — I  really  do  not  know  the 
amount — a  largish  sum  for  ribbons,  and  Mr.  Mose,  and  alsp  Miss  Bellingham.  I  do  not 
know  the  exact  amount ;  I  think  those  three  will  amount  to  40/.  or  50/. 

8618.  Was  Mr.  Wootton  one  of  the  mercers? — I  do  not  remember  paying  him  a  bill, 
I  do  not  think  he  was.  I  am  not  aware  that  anything  was  purchased  at  his  shop  at  the 
last  election. 

8619.  The  other  items  do  not  appear  to  be  other  than  is  general  at  an  election  ;  car- 
riage-hire on  polling  days,  and  so  on  ? — The  item  of  incidental  expenses  is  put  at  12/.,  but 
I  have  no  means  of  knowing  whether  it  is  less  or  more  than  the  sum  that  was  expended. 

8620.  What  do  you  mean  by  incidental  expenses  ? — Sometimes  I  might  have  met  with 
a  voter,  one  that  I  thought  would  be  likely  to  be  upon  our  side  of  the  question,  and  I 
should  go  and  have  a  glass  of  grog  ;  or  there  may  be  a  little  camage-hire  that  is  not 
included  in  that,  and  for  which  we  had  no  bUls. 

8621.  Treating,  and  expenses  of  that  kind  ? — Yes. 

8622.  No  bribes  among  them  ? — None  whatever. 

8623.  The  ribbons,  you  say,  were  brought  at  these  mercei-s'  shops  ?— I  believe  they 
were  bought.     The  bills  came  in. 

8624.  Who  made  them  up  ?— The  bows  ? 

8625.  Yes  ? — They  were  not  made  by  the  mercers.  '  Miss  Bellingham  made  a  quantity. 
There  was  a  quantity  purchased  there.  I  will  not  be  sure,  but  I  think  Miss  Bellingham 
made  up  a  quantity  ;  that  is,  they  were  made  up  by  other  people. 

8626.  Were  they  made  up  by  the  votera  wives  ? — The  generality  of  them  by  voters 
wives, 

8627.  What  did  they  have  for  making  a  bow  ;  not  much,  I  suppose  ? — It  depends  upon 
the  manner  in  which  it  is  made. 

8628.  Does  it  depend  on  which  way  the  man  votes  ? — No,  it  does  not ;  it  depends 
upon  the  manner  in  which  the  bow  is  made  ;  the  quantity  of  ribbon  that  is  put  into  it ; 
whether  it  is  made  veiy  handsome,  or  a  common  thing  for  the  hat. 

8629.  They  give  sometimes  as  much  as  half-a-crown  for  a  bow  ? — Yes  ;  ot  tne  very  best 
sort,  for  the  breast. 

8630.  Half-a-crown  for  the  making  of  the  bow,  the  ribbon  being  found  ? — Yes. 

8631.  How  long  would  it  take  to  make  it  ?— I  do  not  know  that  in  the  case  where  the 
ribbon  was  foimd  it  was  half-a-crown.  Where  they  found  the  ribbon,  and  made  it  up,  it 
would  be  half-a-crown.  I  think  the  general  charge  is  about  a  shilling  apiece,  or  eighteen 
pence  apiece. 

8632.  For  making  up  the  ribbon  ? — ^Yes  ;  perhaps  12«.  or  18«.  a  dozen* 
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fhomoB  Baylor         8633.  How  long  would  it  take  to  make  up  a  bow  ? — I  have  not  the  least  idea. 
(Turnkey).  8634.  Seven  minutes  ? — I  do  not  know.    That  is  not  my  business.     I  have  merely  to 

discharge  the  bills. 

20th  May  1853^        8635.  You  were  employed  to  pay  these  bills,  which  bills  had  passed  the  committee  ? 

—       —Yes. 

8636.,  They  were  paid  from  12«.  to  188.  a  dozen  for  the  making  of  the  bows  ? — Yes. 

8637.  I  fancy  a  bow  could  be  made  in  about  seven  minutes,  so  that  they  had  a  shilling 
for  seven  minutes,  the  greater  part  of  these  persons  employed  being  voters'  wives  ? — Yes.- 

8638.  Did  you  say  that  one  of  these  messengers,  instead  of  doing  work,  was  drunk  the 
whole  time,  and  for  which  lie  drew  his  salary  ? — He  did  not  have  so  much  as  many 
others,  and  what  I  gave  him  I  gave  him  in  the  street.  He  said  he  wanted  it  to  buy  fiah 
with.' 

8639.  There  being  a  charge  for  public  houses,  I  wish  to  know  whether  he  got  drunk 
at  the  expense  of  Messrs.  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  or  at  his  own  expense  ? — Not  at  the 
expense  of  Messrs.  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

8640.  Here  is  William  Pickering,  who  did  no  work  ? — No,  he  did  not. 

8641.  You  heard  Mr.  Ashenden  examined  to-day,  about  William  Pickering  ? — Yes. 

8642.  Is  that  the  same  man  ? — I  expect  it  is.  There  are  two  Pickerings  ;  one  waited, 
and  the  other  did  not. 

8643.  Did  this  William  Pickering  get  his  messenger's  place  through  Mr.  Ashenden  ? — 
To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  he  came  from  the  committee-room  to  me,  to  say  he  had  been 
and  promised  his  vote,  and  I  was  to  put  him  on  my  list  of  messengers. 

8644.  Kckering  did  ? — ^Yea  I  then  placed  him  on  the  li^t ;  but  I  do  not  think  he  had 
the  money  ;  I  do  not  remember  that  he  had  any  money. 

8645.  You  were  also  charged,  were  you  not,  with  the  distribution  of  the  colour  tickets  ? 
—No. 

8646.  With  the  receipt  of  the  recommendations  for  colour  tickets  ? — No. 

8647.  It  has  been  stated,  although,  upon  oath,  that  you  were  engaged  night  and  day 
with  colour  tickets  ;  is  that  true  or  false  ? — False  ;  decidedly  false. 

8648.  Your  duty  was  confined  to  messengers'  places  ? — Entirely  to  messengers. 

8649.  How  long  have  you  held  your  present  appointment?— My  present  appointment 
was  confirmed  in  April  last ;  last  April  sessions. 

8650.  When  was  it  given  to  you  ?— I  went  to  assist  in  November  last. 

8661.  In  November  last  year  ? — Yes,  and  remained  there  up  to  last  April,  and  then  I 
was  appointed. 

8652.  Did  you  go  in  November  without  an  appointment  ? — Yes ;  on  the  discharge  of 
another  man  I  was  sent  for,  and  in  fact  I  had  been  there  a  few  weeks  before. 

8653.  In  November  last  were  you  promised  a  permament  appointment  ? — No. 

8654.  Were  you  promised  that  you  should  have  a  permanent  appointment  after  a  certain 
time?— No. 

8655.  Was  there  any  understanding  ? — None  whatever,  except  shortly  previous  to  my 
being  elected. 

8666.  Who  appointed  you  ? — The  magistrates  at  session ;  the  visiting  justices.  The 
method  is  this :  the  visiting  justices  here  make  a  report  in  favour  of  one  or  two  particular 
persons,  and  that  report  is  confirmed  at  the  general  sessions  at  Maidstone  by  the  whole  of 
the  coimty  magistrates  who  like  to  meet. 

8667.  Did  the  visiting  justices  recommend  you  ? — They  did. 

8658.  When  did  they  recommend  you  ? — Last  April  sessions. 

8659.  What  are  their  names  ? — ^The  chairman  of  sessions  is  Mr.  Wildman. 

8660.  And  of  the  visiting  justices  ? — He  is  the  chairman  also  here. 

8661.  The  chairman  also  of  the  city  sessions? — No;  of  the  county.  The  visiting 
justices  sinoe  August  are  Matthew  Bell  of  Bourne,  Narford  D'Aeth,  WiUiam  Burra, 
Mr.  Jarman  of  Boughton,  Mr.  William  Delmar,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Deedes  is 
one  or  not ;  Mr.  Deedes  may  be  among  them.     That  comprises  the  list  of  visiting  justices. 

8662.  Are  all  those  gentlemen  Blues  ? — I  do  not  know. 

8663.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  red  interest  is  more  powerftil  than  the  blue  interest 
among  the  county  magistrates  ? — I  believe  it  to  be  so. 

8664.  Did  you  not  receive  this  appointment  by  way  of  token  of  their  regard  to  you 
for  the  valuable  services  you  had  rendered  to  the  cause  at  the  last  election  ? — Distinctly 
not,  with  my  knowledge. 

8665.  Miss  Bellingham  was  employed  to  make  up  a  great  many  of  these  bows  at  a 
shilling  each.  She  has  a  father  and  two  brothers  who  voted  upon  the  Conservative 
interest  ? — A  fether  and  one  brother,  and  they  always  had  been  on  that  side  of  the 
question,  as  &r  as  I  recollect 

8666.  One  question  about  the  half  sovereign  you  paid  to  Mr.  Parsons.  Who  was  he 
working  for  at  this  time  ? — I  am  sure  I  do  not  know  ;  I  might  have  a  suspicion. 

8667.  Whom  did  you  suspect  ? — I  suspect  he  was  working  for  Blinks,  but  I  do  not 
know. 

8668.  Was  that  in  part  payment  of  a  larger  sum  ? — No. 

8669.  Has  he  rec^ved  more  since  ? — ^Not  to  my  knowledge. 
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Mr.  Benjamin  Mutton  recalled,  and  examined. 

8670.  You  have  been  examined  before  ? — Yes. 

8671.  Did  you  state  in  your  examination  that  you  received  51  from  Mr.  Ward  for  the 
purpose  of  transmitting  to  a  voter  of  the  name  of  Taylor  ? — No. 

8672.  Did  you  receive  51  from  Mr.  Ward  ? — No,  I  did  not ;  it  was  from  Mr.  Butter* 
The  Chief  Commissioner  asked  me  that  question,  whether  I  received  6i.  from  Mr.  Butter, 
and  I  said  no ;  I  had  received  5/.  I  think  it  was  oh  the  Tuesday  Mr.  Ward  went  down 
with  me  to  canvass  the  party. 

8673.  What  party  ?— Mr.  Taylor. 

8674.  At  what  election  was  that? — 1847. 

8675.  What  took  place  when  Mr.  Ward  and  you  went  to  canvass  Taylor  ? — Mr.  Ward 
and  I  canvajssed  Mr.  Taylor,  and  asked  him  for  his  vote  as  usual,  and  he  said  he  should  hot 
vote  without  he  had  5Z.,  and  Mr.  Ward  then  stated  that  would  be  all  right  if  he  voted  for 
the  two  candidates. 

8676.  Did  he  say  for  what  candidates  ?— For  the  two  candidates,  Mr.  Smytbe  and  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham. 

8677.  Did  anything  else  take  place  ? — Not  anything. 

'   8678.  You  did  not  receive  afterwards  that  5L  from  Mr.  Ward  to  give  ^  Taylor  ? — I  did 
not  receive  the  5L  from  Mr.  Ward  at  alL 

8679.  Did  you  receive  51  fit>m  Mr,  Butter,  which  you  transmitted  to  Taylor  ? — Yes. 

8680.  Was  this  what  was  referred  to  by  Mr.  Ward  in  his  evidence  just  now  ? — I  was 
not  here  to  hear  what  he  said. 


MnB,  MuUtm. 
20th  May  1858. 


Mr.  Henbt  Wabd  recalled,  and  examined. 


Mr.  Henry  Ward. 


'  8681.  You  heard  what  Mutton  has  said.  Was  that  the  substance  of  the  conversation 
which  took  place  between  you  and  Taylor? — I  remember  going  very  well,  now  that 
Jlr.  Mutton  mentions  it,  for  the  purpose  of  canvassing  this  Taylor,  but  as  for  canvassing 
for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  it  is  quite  out  of  the  question. 

,.  8682.  Do  you  remember  Taylor  saying  that  if  he  voted  he  would  have  51  for  his  vote  ? 
— I  remember  very  well  that  he  would  not  promise  his  vote  unless  there  was  something 
required  by  him  to  be  paid  ;  whether  it  was  5/.  or  10/.  I  do  not  know.  As  I  said  before, 
I  did  not  negotiate  it. 

8683.  Did  you  say,  after  he  had  stated  he  would  not  promise  his  vojbe,  or  that  he 
would  not  vote  unless  he  had  51,  or  some  money,  "  Oh,  if  you  vote,  it  will  be.  all  right "  ? 
— I  have  no  doubt  I  did  so. 

8684.  Did  you  communicate  with  Mr.  Butter?— Certainly  not.  He  is  quite  the 
opposite  party.     I  never  had  any  correspondence  with  Mr.  Butter. 

8685.  You  thought  Mr.  Mutton  was  canvassing  on  your  side  with  you? — I  knew 
Mr.  Mutton.  How  it  was  he  consented  to  go  with  me,  knowing  me  to  be  of  different 
politics,  to  canvass  his  brother-in-law,  I  cannot  understand. 

8686.  Would  not  the  &ct  of  Mr.  Smythe  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  having  coalesced 
account  for  that  ? — On  the  part  of  Mutton  ? 

8687.  Your  going  down  with  Mutton,  or  Mutton  going  down  with  you  ? — I  never 
consented  to  go  with  any  one  .to  canvass  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham. 

8688.  You  might  have  gone  together  V — It  strikes  me  very  forcibly  that  Mr.  Mutton 
is  mistaken  as  to  the  election,  and  that  when  I  went  down  to  Mr.  Taylor  it  was  not 
then.  I  do  not  believe  I  canvassed  at  all  in  that  election.  I  remember  very  well 
going  down  with  Mr.  Mutton  to  Mr.  Taylor,  but  I  do  not  think  it  applies  to  that 
election  when  Mr.  Smythe  coalesced  with  Lord  Albert  I  do  not  deny  it,  I  am,  not 
certain  about  it. 


Mr.  Mutton  recalled,  and  examined. 

8689.  What  do  you  say  to  this  ? — I  am  certain  about  it. 

8690.  Have  you  always  been  a  Blue  % — ^Yes,  I  have ;  and  I  am  certain  it  was  on  the 
election  of  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 


Mr.  B.  Mutton. 


Mr.  Ward  recalled. 

8691.  If  Smythe  were  returned  at  that  election,  you  did  not  care  who  was  returned 
with  him  ?— No ;  I  was  only  desirous  of  seating  Mr.  Smythe,  because  I  considered  him  an 
injured  man. 

8692.  When  I  asked  you  before  did  you  say  you  did  not  remember  going  with 
Mr  Mutton  to  Mr.  Taylor  ?— I  did  not. 

8693.  Now  you  see  him  in  the  box  you  remember  that  you  did  ? — Yes.  The  reason  I 
thought  I  could  not  remember  it  was  because  I  did  not  tliiiik  it  possible  I  should  go 
with  a  man  of  such  very  decidedly  different  politics. 


Mr.  ffemy  Ward. 


-^ 
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Mr.  B.  MuUon. 
20th  May  1853. 


Mr.  Mutton  recalled 

8694.  Have  you  anything  you  wish  to  add  ? — Yes.    I  wish  to  state  that  it  should  be 
understood  that  I  never  bribed  any  one  in  my  life. 

8695.  Nobody  has  ever  said  you  did,  but  it  was  very  near  it  in  this  case  of  Taylor  ? — ^ 
I  wish  it  to  be  understood. 


Mr.E.Wileoeks. 


Mr.  Edward  Wilcocks  sworn,  and  examined. 

8696.  What  are  you?—     millwright. 

8697.  Do  you  keep  the  Weavers'  Arms  ? — Yes. 

8698.  Are  you  also  a  publican  ? — Yes. 

S699.  Are  you  a  Liberal  or  Conservative  ? — A  Liberal. 

8700.  All  your  life  ?— All  my  Ufe. 

8701.  Are  you  a  freeman  and  householder? — Both. 

8702.  Are  you  on  the  register  as  a  freeman  ? — As  both. 

8703.  How  long  have  you  held  the  franchise  ?— Ever  since  1828  or  1829. 

8704.  Have  you  taken  part  in  every  election  that  has  occurred  since  ? — No,  not  par- 
ticularly. 

8705.  What  elections  have  you  taken  part  in  ? — None  at  all  in  parfcicular. 

8706.  The  last  election,  in  1852  ?— No. 

8707.  Now  recollect.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  took  no  interest  in  that  election  ? — Na 
I  will  explain  to  you  what  little  interest  I  did  take,  if  you  call  it  an  interest.  I  had  a 
niece  of  the  name  of  Wood.  I  asked  her  if  her  two  brothers  had  promised  their  votes. 
She  said  "  I  do  not  know,  uncle ;  I  will  go  and  ask  them." 

8708.  What  were  the  names  of  the  two  brothers  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  Tom, 
George,  Bill,  or  what,  I  was  so  little  with  them ;  but  their  names  were  Wood. 

8709.  Is  her  name  Watkins  ? — That  is  an  aunt ;  a  sister-in-law  of  mine. 

8710.  Did  you  ever  talk  to  Mrs.  Watkins  about  them  ? — ^Yes ;  I  asked  her  the  same  as 
I  asked  the  niece,  about  the  Woods. 

8711.  Had  you  any  talk  afterwards  with  Mrs.  Watkins  about  it  ? — No ;  no  further  than 
that  I  asked  her  if  she  had  seen  the  Woods. 

8712.  What  did  she  say  ? — She  said  no  more  than  that  she  had  seen  them,  but  they  had 
not  been  down,  and  I  did  not  see  them  at  all 

8713.  But  she  saw  them? — I  believe  she  did. 

8714  And  told  them  what  you  said? — She  might.  I  do  not  know  what  she  told 
them. 

8715.  Did  she  inform  you  she  had  communicated  to  them  what  you  had  said? — I  do 
not  remember. 

8716.  What  was  it  you  wished  her  to  tell  them  ? — I  will  tell  you  candidly.  I  said, 
"  Have  the  two  yoimg  Woods  promised  V*  "  I  do  not  know,  uncle."  I  said,  "  If  they 
"  have  not,  let  them  come  down  to  me.  Perhaps  they  will  come  over,  and  I  will  see  if 
"  there  is  a  colourman's  ticket  or  two  to  be  given  away  upon  our  side."  I  felt  an  interest  in 
the  subject,  and  I  felt  if  I  could  get  the  two  to  vote  that  I  ought  to  do  it.  That  the 
Derby  Ministry  were  endeavouring  to  get  a  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
did  not  wish  it,  and  I  put  my  shoulder  to  the  wheel  so  fai*  and  no  ftui»her. 

8717.  That  was  for  Romilly  and  Somerville? — ^Yes. 

8718.  You  were  inclined  to  be  very  liberal,  in  order  to  get  their  votes,  were  you  not  ? 
— No  ftirther  tha^  that. 

8719.  ^5  or  more? — Not  one  forthing,  I  will  be  upon  my  oath, 
ave  them  anything,  or  thought  of  doing  it. 

8720.  Colourmen's  tickets  to  that  value  ?— Nothing  of  the  kind, 
if  colourmen's  tickets  were  given  by  our  side. 

8721.  And  you  offered  to  get  them  for  them  ? — ^Yes ;  if  there  were  anything  of  the  kind 
given  away. 

8722.  To  the  extent  of  5/.  ?— No. 

8723.  Did  you  canvass  a  man  of  the  name  of  Busher  ? — Never.  That  man  lodged  at  my 
house.     He  was  a  discreditable  drunken  fellow,  and  I  would  not  have  liim  any  longer. 

8724.  What  was  his  name  ? — James. 

8725.  A  freeman  ? — A  freeman. 

8726.  Do  you  remember  who  he  voted  for  at  the  previous  election  in  1847  ? — I  think 
he  voted  for  Lord  Albert  Conjmgham  and  Mr.  Smyth. 

8727.  Did  you  not  want  him  to  vote  for  Romilly  and  Somerville  this  time  ? — I  never 
put  the  question  to  him.  His  conduct  was  so  bad  I  would  not  have  anything  to  do 
with  him.  I  gave  him  notice  to  quit,  and  would  not  allow  him  to  be  in  my  house  any 
longer. 

8728.  When  did  you  turn  him  out  ? — Somewhere  in  July. 

8729.  How  long  before  the  election  ? — Perhaps  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks. 

8730.  Where  did  he  go  to  ? — I  am  not  supposed  to  know  where  he  goes  to  after  he 
leaves  my  house. 

8731.  Have  you  any  information  ? — I  saw  him  riding  in  Mr.  Johnston's  waggon,  but 
whether  be  was  in  his  house  I  do  not  know. 


I  never  tendered  or 
I  offered  them  only 
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8732.  Was  he  in  the  waggon  lofb  of  Johnson  the  miller  during  the  election  ?— I    Mr.  E.  Wtlcochs. 
cannot  say.  '    * 

8733.  Was  it  before  the  election  you  saw  luin  with  Johnson  ?— Somewhere  about  the    20th  May  1852. 
election  time.  

8734.  You  saw  him  about  the  streets  ? — I  saw  him  in  the  waggon,  along  with  the 
waggoner,  riding  with  a  load. 

8735.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  in  Johnson's  employment  ? — I  cannot  tell  you. 

8736.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  living  with  Johnson  ? — No ;  he  was  not  living 
with  Mr.  Jolmson.  Mr.  Jolmson  resides  at  one  part  of  the  town,  and  his  miU  trade  is 
carried  on  quite  at  another. 

8737.  Was  he  residing  at  Mr.  Johnson's  mill  ? — I  believe  so,  but  I  cannot  speak 
positively. 

8738.  Did  you  know  at  that  time  where  he  was  living  ? — No,  I  did  not  go  down  and 
see  him  in  the  premises  at  alL 

8739.  Was  it  known  in  the  town  tliat  he  was  there  in  Johnson's  employment  ? — I 
did  not  know  that  he  was. 

8740.  Do  you  know  whether  Buslier  voted  at  all  at  the  election  ? — I  believe  he  did 
not. 

8741.  Do  you  know  why  he  did  not  vote  ? — No,  I  cannot  tell  you. 


Mr.  William  Cullen  Irons  sworn,  and  examined.  Mr.  W.  C.  Ironn. 


8742.  Are  you  a  voter  for  this  city  ? — I  believe  so. 

8743.  You  know  it,  I  suppose,  do  you  not  ? — Yes. 

8744.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  householder. 

8745.  What  are  you  in  rank  of  life  ? — A  licensed  victualler. 

8746.  How  long  have  you  had  a  vote  ? — I  think  about  twelve  or  fourteen  years  ;  I 
cannot  recollect.     The  first  election  I  voted  for  was  Mr.  Gipps's. 

8747.  Have  you  always  been  upon  the  red  side  ? — Yes. 

8748.  Have  you  taken  an  active  part  in  elections  ? — Very  little. 

8749.  What  part  did  you  take  in  the  last  election  ? — I  do  not  believe  I  took  any. 
87o0.  Did  your  wife  take  an  active  part  ? — I  do  not  know  ;  that  is  not  my  business. 

8751.  Did  you  give  her  anything  to  give  anybody  ?— No. 

8752.  You  do  not  know  if  in  any  shape  or  form  you  did  receive  any  money  from  any- 
body ?— Yes,  I  did. 

8753.  Who  from  ?— Mr.  Kelson. 

8754.  How  much  did  Mr.  Kelson  give  you  ? — ^4  108. 

8755.  What  did  he  give  you  the  U.  10^.  for  ? — To  give  to  Mr.  Thomas  Brown. 

8756.  Did  he  owe  Brown  a  bill  then  ? — I  do  not  know. 
8757    What  did  he  tell  you  it  was  for  ? — I  do  not  know. 

8758.  About  what  time  was  it  ? — I  cannot  tell  you. 

8759.  Was  it  before  the  members  were  returned  ? — ^Yes. 

8760.  Is  Brown  a  voter  ? — Yes  ;  I  believe  he  was.     I  know  he  was. 

8761.  Do  you  mean  to  tell  us  you  do  not  know  what  the  money  was  given  for  ? — 
Yes,  I  do. 

8762.  Have  you  any  suspicion  ? — Yes. 

8763.  What  is  your  suspicion  ? — Why  to  vote  for  Mr.  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps. 

8764.  Did  you  give  it  to  him  yourself? — Part  of  it. 

8765.  How  much  did  you  give  him? — £\  10s. 

8766.  That  is  all  ?— No  ;  he  had  5?. 

8767.  Who  did  he  get  the  other  U,  from  ? — Mr.  Kelson,  I  believe. 

8768.  How  do  you  know  he  had  U. ;  did  he  tell  you  ? — I  clo  not  know  he  had.  As  I 
say,  I  gave  him  4Z.  lOs. 

8769.  Did  you  give  him  the  whole  of  the  4i.  lOs.  ?— I  did  so. 

8770.  In  his  own  house  ? — No. 

8771 .  Where  ?— In  mine. 

8772.  Did  you  send  for  him  ?— No. 

8773.  How  did  he  come  tlien  ? — He  came  on  his  legs,  I  believe. 

8774.  Did  you  let  him  know  you  liad  got  something  for  him  ? — No. 

8775.  Did  he  ask  for  anything  when  he  came  in? — No. 

8776.  Did  you  tell  him  you  had  got  something  for  him  when  he  did  come  in? — I  told 
him  I  had  got  a  present  for  him. 

8777.  What  did  he  say  to  that?— He  took  it  home,  I  believe,  according  to  what  he 
stated  to  me.  I  do  not  know  that  he  did.  It  was  a  parcel ;  and  he  took  it  home,  and 
he  said  he  opened  it. 

8778.  He  did  not  ask  you  ? — He  did  not  ask  me  anything  about  money. 

8779.  He  did  not  ask  you  who  the  present  was  fi-om  ? — No. 

8780.  Did  you  tell  liim  who  it  was  from  ?— No,  I  did  not  tell  him  ;  not  at  that  time. 
9781.  Afterwards? — I  did  afterwards 

8782.  Tliat  it  came  from  Mr.  Kelson  ?— Yes. 

M  m 
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M.  W.  C.  Irani.        8783.  What  did  he  say  ? — He  did  not  know,  and  he  did  not  want  to  know  anything 

— —  about  it. 
20th  May  1868.        8784.  Did  you  give  anybody  else  anything  ? — No. 
8785.  Did  you  receive  any  more  money  ? — No. 

8786.  Nothing  ?— No,  nothing. 

8787.  From  nobody  ? — No,  nothing. 

8788.  Nothing ;  no  colour  tickets  ? — No.    I  wish  I  had. 

8789.  What  did  you  have  ?—  Nothing. 

8790.  No  messenger's  ticket  ? — No. 

8791.  Nor  a  sovereign  ? — No. 

8792.  Nor  half  a  sovereign  ? — No. 

8793.  Did  you  get  nothmg  for  doing  this  bit  of  dirty  work  ? — I  wanted  it. 
•   8794.  Did  you  ask?— No. 

8795.  Did  you  let  them  know  you  wanted  it  ? — No. 

8796.  Are  you  to  have  anything?— For  what  ? 

8797.  Are  you  to  have  anything  from  them  now  ? — No. 

8798.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — I  voted  for  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gippa 

8799.  Had  your  wife  any  money  ? — I  don't  know.  I  cannot  answer  the  question.  I 
am  not  supposed  to  know  that. 

8800.  Had  your  wife  any  money  to  give  to  voters  ? — I  do  not  know.  I  cannot 
answer  that  question. 

8801.  Do  you  believe  she  had  ?— I  do  not  know. 

8802.  Did  you  never  hear  she  had  ? — I  have  heard  people  talking  about  it. 

8803.  Tell  us  what  they  said  ? — No ;  I  cannot  tell  you  what  they  said. 

8804.  Did  they  say  who  she  had  got  the  money  from  ? — I  do  not  know  what  they  said. 
I  cannot  answer  the  question,  because  what  they  said  to  her  has  nothing  to  do  with  me. 

8805.  Did  you  hear  any  names  of  persons  whom  she  was  said  to  have  bribed,  or  did 
you  hear  any  name  of  any  person  to  whom  she  was  said  to  have  given  money  ?  Did  you 
hear  of  any  person  who  had  received  money  from  her  ? — Not  to  my  knowledge. 

8806.  Did  you  hear  their  names  ? — No. 

8807.  Did  you  not  hear  any  name  talked  of  ?— I  heard  the  name  of  a  man,  but  who  he 
was  I  do  not  know. 

8808.  Give  us  the  name  ? — I  cannot. 

8809.  You  remember  the  name  ? — No,  I  do  not. 

8810.  Do  you  not  remember  his  name  ? — No. 

8811.  You  say  you  wanted  money  for  your  vote  ? — I  did. 

8812.  Kelson  gave  you  4i.  10«.  before  the  election,  and  you  had  a  very  shrewd  suspicion 
that  that  was  for  Brown's  vote  ? — I  have  not  said  so. 

8813.  Had  you  any  doubt  that  was  for  Brown's  vote  ?~  No ;  not  before  the  election. 

8814.  He  gave  you  the  money  before  the  election  ? — No. 

8815.  Was  it  after  the  election  ?--It  was  after  the  election. 

8816.  Did  you  see  Kelson  before  the  election  ?— I  did  so. 

8817.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  him  respecting  the  vote  ? — Very  little. 

8818.  Did  you  tell  him  that  you  wanted  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

8819.  Did  you  know  he  was  going  about  getting  voters  ? — No. 

.    8820.  Did  you  see  anybody  else  about  your  vote  ? — About  money  ? 

8821.  Yes?— Yes. 

8822.  Before  the  election,  did  you  tell  anybody  else  you  wanted  money  for  your  vote  ? — 
I  have  not  had^any. 

8823.  I  do  not  know  whether  you  have  had  any.  You  say  you  wanted  money  for  your 
vote.     Did  you  not  apply  to  anybody  before  the  election  for  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

8824.  Had  you  any  treating  going  on  at  your  house  ?  Was  a  score  run  up  by 
voters  ? — No,  not  by  voters ;  not  to  my  knowledge. 

8825.  By  whom  ? — There  was  a  limch  one  morning  by  the  parties  coming  round. 

8826.  What  parties  ? — I  believe  it  was  Mr.  Gipps,  and  Mr.  Johnstone,  and  Mr.  King, 
I  believe,  who  paid  for  it ;  I  do  not  know ;  it  was  paid, 

8827.  Was  that  before  the  election  ?— Yes. 

8828.  How  much  did  it  come  to  ? — I  cannot  tell  you  what  it  cost. 

8829.  There  was  a  bill  ? — No,  no  bill ;  never  have  no  bills. 

8830.  The  money  was  paid  for  the  luncheon  ? — I  do  not  know, 

8831.  To  your  wife? — I  know  it  was  put  upon  the  table,  but  who  paid  it  I  cannot 
answer ;  I  believe  it  was  Mr.  Thomas  King. 

8832.  Did  you  see  it  upon  the  table  ? — No,  not  the  money  ;  I  did  not. 

8833.  You  do  not  know  how  much  it  was  ? — It  was  about  148.  or  15«. 

8834.  Not  more?— No. 

8835.  Did  you  have  any  other  charge  against  the  committee  of  tlie  members  ? — No. 

8836.  Was  this  Thomas  White  the  man  who  went  away  from  Canterbury  ? — No ;  I  do 
not  know  anything  about  his  going  away. 

8837.  I  mean  Thomas  Brown.  Was  this  Thomas  Brown  the  man  that  went  away  ? — 
I  do  not  know. 
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Mr.  Robert  Walker  sworn,  and  examined. 

8838.  You  are  a  solicitor,  I  believe  ? — I  am. 

8839.  How  long  have  you  been  a  solicitor  ? — Upwards  of  20  years. , 

8840.  Always  in  Canterbury  ? — Yes. 

8841.  Are  you  a  voter  for  this  city  ? — I  am. 

8842.  As  a  freeman,  or  as  a  householder  ? — Householder. 

8843.  How  long  have  you  been  a  householder  ? — Since  1835,  to  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion. 

8844.  Have  you  taken  a  part  in  all  the  elections  since  ? — Not  all. 

8845.  In  which  ?— Which  I  did,  or  which  I  did  not  1 

8846.  In  which  did  you  take  part  ?  —In  Mr.  Lushington  s,  Mr.  Bradshaw,  Bradshaw  and 
Smythe,  and  Mr.  Gipps,  who  came  forward  afterwards. 

8847.  What  year  would  that  be  ? — Mr.  Lushington  s  was  in  1837,  and  Mr.  Smythe,  I 
think,  was  in  1841,  or  Bradshaw  and  Gipps  ;  I  cannot  tell  you  exactly. 

8848.  You  took  part  in  both  the  elections  of  1841  ? — I  did. 

8849.  Did  you  take  part  in  the  election  of  1847  ? — No,  1  did  not ;  not  during  the 
election. 

8850.  When  then  ;  before  the  election  ? — No ;  afterwards.  I  was  imder-sheriff  at  the 
time. 

8851.  What  part  did  you  take  after  the  election  ? — I  applied,  by  direction  of  the  com- 
mittee, to  Mr.  Gridley,  for  some  money  to  pay  the  bills. 

8852.  To  pay  the  sheriffs  charges  ? — No.  To  pay  the  costs  which  were  then  standing; 
which  had  been  incurred  at  the  recent  election. 

8853.  By  whose  direction  did  you  make  the  application  ? — By  Mr.  Pout  s. 

8854.  You  were  employed  as  solicitor  to  Mr.  Pout  ? — I  was  not  employed  as  solicitor. 
He  came  to  me  at  the  office  to  say  there  were  a  great  many  bills  outstanding,  and  the 
parties  became  very  clamorous,  and  wished  to  know  what  I  would  advise  him  to  do.  I 
said,  "  By  aU  means  write  to  Mr.  Gridley,"  who  brought  the  candidate  down,  as  I  under- 
stood, in  the  first  instance.  He  wished  me  to  do  so,  and  I  did  so.  That  was  1847.  That 
must  be  September,  as  the  election  took  place  in  July. 

8855.  Were  you  under-sheriff  at  the  time  he  applied  to  you  ? — I  was. 

8856.  I  thought  you  said,  being  under-sheriff,  you  took  no  part  ? — I  did  not  in  the 
election.      He  appUed  to  me  after  the  election. 

8857.  In  1850  did  you  take  any  part  for  Mr.  Vance  ? — Not  the  slightest. 

8858.  1852?— Not  the  slightest. 

8859.  You  have  not  been  concerned  in  any  way  in  the  election  of  1852  ? — No. 

8860.  Nor  in  the  election  petition  ? — No. 

8861.  Nor  in  the  defence  of  the  seat  ? — Not  in  any  shape  whatever, 

8862.  Nor  getting  up  of  evidence  ? — Not  for  the  petition. 

8863.  For  this  inquiry  ? — For  this  inquiry. 

8864.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  part  which  you  took  in  Mr.  Lusldngton's  election  in 
1837  ? — In  and  out  the  committee  room,  as  one  of  the  committee  men. 

8865.  Were  you  employed  as  solicitor  or  agent  ? — No ;  only  as  a  committee  man. 

8866.  Financial  business  ? — Nothing  to  do  with  it. 

8867.  Canvassing  ? — Yes,  occasionally. 

8868.  With  whom  did  you  canvass  ? — With  Mr.  Lushington  and  his  committee.  I  do 
not  recollect  who  they  were,  now.     The  same  parties  I  see  now  about ;  a  great  many. 

8869.  Did  you  canvass  pretty  largely  ? — Oh  no.  I  could  not  give  up  my  time  every- 
day.    I  went  occasionally,  when  opportimity  suited. 

8870.  Were  many  colour  tickets  issued  on  this  occasion  ? — Oh  yes,  a  great  many. 

8871.  Plenty  of  bribery  ? — I  cannot  answer  for  bribery. 

8872.  Had  you  any  application  for  bribes  ? — Not  the  slightest. 

8873.  For  colour  tickets? — For  colour  tickets,  in  the  committee  room. 

8874.  Did  you  set  your  face  against  them  ? — No. 

8875.  You  were  awai*e  they  were  illegal  ? — Perfectly  so. 

8876.  Perfectly  aware?— Yes. 

8877.  And  you  were  aware,  I  suppose,  also,  that  Sir  Nicholas  Tindale  had  thought  so? 
No ;  I  was  not  aware  of  that ;  but  they  were  issued. 

8878.  In  1841  you  were  concerned  for  Mr.  Smythe  ? — No ;  I  was  not  concerned  for 
him.     I  was  on  the  committee  then 

8879.  Did  you  not  act  as  his  money  agent  ? — No. 

8880.  Did  you  receive  no  money  from  him? — Not  from  him,  in  the  slightest  degree j 
not  a  £arthing. 

8881.  No  money  from  anybody? — No.  I  received  a  parcel  from  Mr.  King,  which  he 
gave  to  me,  and  which  he  stated  contained  money,  with  directions  to  give  it  to  Mr.  Cros- 
dail,  who  was  then  deputy  chairman. 

8882.  Who  was  Mr.  King  ? — The  gentleman  examined  here  the  other  day. 

8883.  Did  you  open  that  parcel  ? — I  did  not.  I  was  directed  to  give  it  to  Mr.  Crosdail, 
and  I  did  so. 

8884.  Who  opened  it  ? — I  suppose 
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Mr.RobertJVatker.      8885.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  no  money  of  Mr.  Smythe's  came  into  your  hands  at 
— —  that  election  ? — I  most  positively  mean  to  say  none  whatever. 

20th  May  1853.        8886.  Did  you  expend  any  monies  of  your  own,  or  of  anybody's,  in  the  course  of  that 
"       election? — No. 

8887.  Did  you  make  no  charge  whatever,  either  against  Mr.  Smythe,  or  against 
Mr.  George  Crosdail,  or  against  anybody,  in  short,  for  disbursements,  or  otherwise,  at, 
during,  or  prior  to  the  election  ? — No,  I  had  none. 

8888.  You  heard  Mr.  Smythe's  evidence  on  that  subject? — Yes 

8889.  Do  you  wish  to  be  imderstood  as  contradicting  Mr.  Smythe's  statement  ? — Every 
word  Mr.  Smythe  has  said,  if  he  did  say  so,  in  reference  to  my  having  money,  I  flatly 
contradict. 

8890.  Were  you  not  paid  in  any  way  for  your  services  ? — Not  the  sUghtest 

8891.  You  do  not  pretend  to  be  ignorant  of  what  Mr.  Smythe  so  distinctly  stated  in 
your  presence  ? — I  cannot  say  I  bear  in  mind  what  Mr.  Smythe  said ;  but  I  distinctly 
deny  having  received  any  money  at  any  election,  beyond  what  I  have  stated. 

8892.  You  have  been  present  every  day  of  the  inquiry,  taking  notes  ? — I  have. 

8893.  You  must  have  a  tolerable  recollection,  now,  as  you  had  a  tolerable  perception 
then,  of  what  Mr.  Smythe  meant  to  convey.  I  ask  you  now,  once  more,  upon  yom-  oatli, 
do  you  mean  to  persist  in  the  contradiction  which  you  have  just  given  to  his  statement  ? 
— I  most  assuredly  do,  as  far  as  money  in  every  shape. 

H  8894.  You  state  that  you  have  received  no  pecuniary  advantage  in  any  shape  or  kind, 
from  the  first  election  in  which  you  took  a  part  until  now,  from  your  connexion  with  the 
Red  party,  or  any  of  its  candidates? — I  do  mean  to  maintain  that  to  the  full  extent. 

8895.  You  have  had  no  assistance  in  regard  to  repairs  or  construction  of  houses,  or 
anything  of  that  sort  ? — Not  the  slightest. 

8896.  Neither  directly  nor  indirectly  ? — Neither  directly  nor  indirectly. 

8897.  You  have  had  no  money  passing  through  your  hand  at  that  or  any  former  or 
any  subsequent  election  ? — I  do  not  say  that 

8898.  You  stated  so  just  now,  as  I  understood  ? — Not  on  my  account. 

8899.  Having  given  the  general  contradiction  to  Mr.  Smythe's  statement,  I  leave  you 
yourself  to  state  in  yo\ir  own  language  any  other  exceptions  by  which  you  wish  to 
qualify  that  general  contradiction  ? — If  you  wish  me  to  confine  my  present  evidence  as 
regards  the  election  in  1841  ? 

8900.  In  the  first  place  ? — In  the  first  place  I  deny  it  in  toto,  beyond  what  I  have 
already  stated  I  received  from  Mr.  King,  as  regards  the  second  election  in  1841,  the 
same,  that  is,  the  general  election.     In  Mr.  Gipps'  election  I  received  money. 

8901.  What  year?— In  1847,  I  think  it  was. 

8902.  In  1847  you  did  what? — I  received  some  money  from  Mr.  Gipps  at  the  time  he 
came  forward  to  oppose  Lord  Albert. 

8903.  Was  that  the  first  or  second  election  ? — Mr.  Gipps'  second  election  This  was 
when  he  came  single-handed  to  oppose  Lord  Albert  Conyngham. 

8904.  That  he  gave  you  this  money  ? — Yes. 

8905.  How  much  did  he  give  you  ? — <£*815  ;  paid  to  my  credit  at  my  London  bankers. 

8906.  Who  from  ? — The  Union  Bank,  Princes  Street,  by  the  Bank  of  England. 

8907.  How  long  have  they  been  your  bankers? — 12  or  13  yeai-s  my  London  bankers. 

8908.  But  before  that  time  ?— Yes. 

8909.  Had  they  been  your  London  bankers  in  1841  ? — In  1842  it  was. 

8910.  Who  were  your  bankers  in  1841  ? — I  began  here  witli  Hammond  and  Company  ; 
Furley's. 

8911.  In  Canterbury  ?— Yes. 

891 2.  How  long  have  they  been  your  bankers  ? — Ever  since  I  have  been  here ;  upwards 
of  20  years. 

8913.  Were  they  your  bankers  until  you  transferred  yo\ir  accoimt  to  the  Union  Bank  ? 
— I  have  not  transferred  my  accoimt ;  I  keep  three  bankers. 

8914.  Are  they  still  your  bankers? — Yes. 

8915.  And  Hammond's  have  never  ceased  to  be  your  bankers? — Never. 

8916.  You  also  bank  with  the  Union  Bank? — Yes. 

8917.  With  what  other  banker  have  you  an  account? — The  London  and  County 
Bank. 

8918.  Since  when?— Since  1842  or  1843. 

8919.  The  London  and  Coimty  Bank  in  Canterbury  here  ? — Yes ;  the  branch. 

8920.  You  bank  with  this  branch?— Yes. 

8921.  For  what  purpose  was  that  money  paid  to  you  by  Mr.  Gipps  ? — For  the  piuT;)ose 
of  contesting  his  then  election. 

8922.  And  do  you  swear  that  you  were  concerned  in  that  election  only  as  a  committee 
man  ? — ^That  is  all.     I  declare  that  solemnly. 

8923.  Do  you  mean  to  contradict  in  a  solemn  manner  Mr.  Gipps'  solemn  statement 
that  you  on  that  occasion  acted  as  his  solicitor  or  agent  ? — I  mean  to  deny  it  in  toto. 

8924.  Without  qualification  whatever  ? — I  acted  in  no  other  cjipacity  but  with  the 
chairman  and  his  committee  upon  that  occasion. 

8925.  Therefore  your  services,  you  wish  us  to  understand,  were  strictly  gratuitous  ? — 
I  do,  to  the  greatest  i>ossible  extent,  and  not  one  brass  farthing  did  I  liave. 
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8926.  Mr.  Walker,  this  is  a  serioiis  matter,  becaiise  if  your  services  were  gratuitous  it  ^,.  BobertWalk 

follows  you  will  have  to  have  accounted  to  the  last  farthing  for  the  money  wliich  you  ^^* 

received  of  liis,  without  retaining   or  making  any  deduction  in  respect  of  your  own     20th  May  1853. 
services  ? — Yes  ;  quite  right. 

8927.  And  you  are  still  prepared  to  state  it  ? — Quite  so ;  perfectly. 

8928.  How  was  that  sum  of  money  paid  ? — I  paid  Mr.  Pout,  I  think,  one  50Z.  Mr. 
Turmaine  had  50^. 

8929.  Is  that  the  present  town  coimcillor  ? — The  present  town  councillor ;  and  there 
was  40Z.  the  chairman. 

8930.  Wliat  was  his  name  ? — Mr.  George  Crosdail ;  and  there  was  a  sum  of  66^.  I  paid 
to  the  London  and  County  Bank. 

8931.  For  what  purpose  ? — In  the  preceding  November  of  1846  the  committee,  which 
was  the  same  committee  as  were  on  Mr.  Gipps'  election,  were  the  committee  of  a  club 
then  called  the  Conservative  club,  and  also  the  registration  ;  that  club  was  then  getting 
into  difficulty,  and  there  was  a  sum  due  from  the  committee  to  various  parties.  At  a 
meeting  of  the  gentlemen  of  that  committee  they  came  to  a  determination  of  borrowing 
a  sum  of  120i.  of  the  London  and  County  Bank  for  the  purpose  of  liquidating  these 
liabilities ;  that  1 201,  was  borrowed  of  the  London  and  County  Bank  upon  my  seciuity, 
and  I  took  the  joint  security  from  Mr.  Crosdail,  Mr.  Pout,  Mr.  Holttum,  Mr.  Alderman 
James  Delmar,  Mr.  Thomas  Phillips,  and  Mr.  Turmaine,  bearing  date  the  same  day,  for 
the  same  amount,  and  this  66i.  was  part  and  parcel  of  the  815i.  that  I  received  of 
Mr.  Gippa     There  was  \6L  I  paid  Mr.  Smithson. 

8932.  Who  was  Mr.  Smithson? — He  was  an  active  man  on  the  committee  at  that 
time. 

8933.  What  was  it  for  ? — I  cannot  tell  you ;  I  did  not  retail  it  out.  They  came  to  me 
when  they  required  monies,  and  I  gave  it  accordingly.  There  was  some  expense  that 
was  incurred  by  Mr.  Smithson's  journey  ;  he  went  to  town ;  he  was  an  active  man ; 
some  part  was  for  that. 

8934.  How  much  ? — I  cannot  tell  exactly  how  much  it  was. 

8935.  About  how  much  ? — It  might  be  5Z.  or  6i. ;  something  like  that ;  and  I  paid 
500i.  to  Mr.  Gippe. 

8936.  What  was  that  for  ? — That  was  after  the  matter  was  settled.  We  had  a  strong 
canvass  for  about  ten  days  or  a  fortnight,  and  then,  upon  going  through  the  books,  the 
committee  came  to  the  determination  that  they  thought  Mr.  Gipps  could  not  win,  and 
we  waited  upon  the  committee  on  the  other  side  to  state  as  much,  and  that  Mr.  Gipps 
would  withdraw. 

8937.  And  he  did  withdraw  ? — And  he  did  withdraw,  and  the  committee  was  called 
together,  and  Mr.  Pout  collected  the  accounts.  They  were  got  in,  and  they  were  paid. 
I  made  an  appointment  to  meet  Mr.  Gipps  at  London  at  his  chambers.  I  did  so.  I 
took  the  account  to  him,  and  I  gave  him  a  cheque  on  my  London  banker  for  500/. 

8938.  How  much  had  you  received  altogether? — 815/. 

8939.  Do  you  mean  to  make  out  you  were  out  of  pocket  by  this  transaction? — I 
cannot  say  I  was  out  of  pocket.     It  was  a  little  one  way  or  the  other. 

8940.  Have  you  never  been  repaid  the  balance  ? — I  have  no  doubt,  in  making  up  the 
aocoimt,  there  were  some  expenses  charged.     I  went  to  town  tliree  or  four  times. 

8941.  Have  you  consulted  your  accounts  since  this  inquiry  began  ? — I  have  not.  If 
Mr.  Gipps  will  produce  the  account  it  will  tell  to  a  shilling. 

8942.  You  are  speaking  now  entirely  from  memory  ? — I  am  so. 

8943.  You  have  taken  no  pains  to  supply  items  ? — I  do  not  know  how  I  can  supply 
them,  except  the  monies  I  gave  the  chairman  and  Mr.  Pout ;  and  I  have  the  vouchers  for 
those. 

8944.  This  was  when? — Mr.  Gipps,  I  think  was  in  1850. 

8945.  You  are  speaking  of  1850? — I  am  speaking  of  1850. 

8946.  Mr.  Gipps  did  not  stand  in  1850  ? — It  must  have  been  1847. 

8947.  It  was  a  bye  election? — A  bye  election. 

8948.  How  much  of  that  went  to  you  ? — Not  a  farthing. 

8949.  Was  not  a  fartliing  retained  by  you  ? — Not  a  farthing. 

8950.  Had  you  no  advantage  at  all  in  this  transaction  with  the  London  and  County 
Bank  ? — Not  a  farthing.    They  were  for  printers  bills.   Mr.  Pout  could  tell  you. 

8951.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  security  ? — The  security  I  gave  was  a  note  of  hand. 

8952.  To  your  own  banker? — I  did  so ;  and  they  gave  me  a  counter  security  the  same 
day. 

8953.  At  the  general  election  of  that  year? — Of  1847. 

8954.  I  presume  you  are  speaking  of  1847  ? — If  that  was  the  time. 

8955.  Yes  ? — I  took  no  part  in  it. 

8956.  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  swore,  did  he  not,  that  you  acted  for  him  as  his  agent  ? — 
No,  that  he  did  not. 

8957.  Did  you  take  no  part  in  his  committee  ? — No ;  I  do  not  think  I  went  to  the  com- 
mittee room  once.    I  was  at  Maidstone  assizes  imtil  the  v^ry  last  moment. 

8958.  I  think  you  ought  to  state  in  what  it  is  you  contradict  Mr.  Smythe  ? — If 
Mr.  Smythe  says  I  had  any  money. 

8959.  You  say,  "  I  contradict  Mr.  Smythe  flatly  ?" — If  he  said  so. 
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Mr.BohertWdlkH'.      8960.  The  learned  Commisaioner  flaid  to  you,  "  You  hea^d  wtat  Mr.  Smythe  said  f'  You 

, said,  "  Yes,  and  I  contradict  it  flatly/'   To  put  yourself  right,  and  Mr.  Smythe  right,  you 

aoth  May  185?.    ought  to  state  what  it  ifi  you  contradict? — If  Mr.  Smythe  said  I  received  any  money, 
^  , — ;^_,^       I  say  I  flatly  contradict  him.     I  never  heard  Mr.  Smythe  say,  I  had  received  a  shilling. 
I  am  quite  prepared  to  tell  what  I  know. 

8961.  Two  honourable  gentlemen  should  never  be  brought  in  direct  collision  in  matter 
of  testimony,  if  possible  to  be  avoided.  Let  us  go  through  Mr.  Smythe's  evidence,  to  do 
you  both  justice  ;  and  see  if  Mr.  Smythe  has  ever  said  so  ? — I  do  not  believe  he  did. 

8962.  You  heard  what  Mr.  Smythe  said  about  his  agent? — Mr.  Gipps  said,  I  was  his 
solicitor. 

8963.  Did  you  hear  what  Mr.  Smythe  said  about  his  agent  ? — No. 

8964.  What  did  Mr.  Smythe  say  about  his  agent  ? — I  never  heard  Mr.  Smythe  allude 
to  me  in  any  case ;  he  never  alluded  to  me  as  being  his  agent  at  all ;  nor  was  I  his  agent 
nor  solicitor. 

8965.  You  did  not  act  for  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  ? — I  did  not ;  he  brought  down  his 
own  solicitor. 

8966.  You  did  not  act  aa  his  committee  man? — No,  I  did  not ;  nor  as  his  solicitor. 

8967.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  ? — Not  until  after  the 
election ;  as  I  stated  just  now,  on  application  to  me  from  Mr.  Pout  Mr.  Grindley  then 
paid  550i.  to  my  London  banker. 

8968.  Did  that  come  into  your  hands  ? — I  gave  Mr.  Pout  450i. ;  60?.  the  chairman  had  ; 
54Z.,  being  the  balance  of  the  120i.  due  to  the  London  and  County  Bank,  I  went  and  paid; 
66Z.  was  paid  by  Mr.  Gipps ;  54Z.  was  paid  in  as  Lord  Clinton's. 

8969.  What  was  due  to  the  London  and  County  Bank  was  more  than  66Z.  ? — j^'llO  we 
borrowed. 

8970.  Why  was  it  divided  in  those  two  sums  ? — It  should  be  60Z.  apiece.  I  cannot 
tell  why  I  paid  66/.  upon,  it ;  I  supposed  there  would  be  some  interest     I  did  pay  66/. 

8971.  The  residue  was  not  paid  until  after  by  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  ? — That  is  quite 
right. 

8972.  Was  it  a  bargain  that  the  Conservative  candidate  should  at  the  next  election 
pay  for  his  half  of  that  sum  ? — Oh  dear  no. 

8973.  How  do  you  account  for  Mr.  Vance  being  called  upon  to  pay  only  one  half  the 
sum  in  the  beginning  of  1847,  in  the  course  of  his  canvass,  and  Lord  Thomas  Clinton,  the 
next  candidate,  being  called  upon  to  pay  the  residue  at  the  next  election,  which  was 
the  latter  part  of  the  same  year  ? — They  were  expenses  incurred  by  the  Conservative 
club,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Conservative  party,  and  called  "  the  Conservative  club." 
There  were  a  very  large  number  of  them.  We  considered  that  by  the  next  candidates, 
whoever  they  were  that  came  forward,  that  the  120/.  should  be  paid,  either  between 
them  or  in  some  shape.  It  was  supposed  we  should  put  60/.  to  the  first  candidate,  and 
60/.  to  the  next.  Mr.  Gipps  came  first ;  he  paid  66/.,  which  I  rendered  an  accoimt  of  to 
Mr.  Gipps  in  his  account,  and  wliich  I  gave  into  his  own  hand.  They  had  the  benefit 
find  advantage  of  all  the  registration,  and  all  the  exertions  of  the  Conservative  com- 
mittee. 

8974.  Who  managed  the  Conservative  club  committee  ? — There  were  25  or  26. 

8975.  Were  you  the  person  primarily  responsible  to  these  persons  ? — No,  certainly  not. 

8976.  I  do  not  mean  to  the  London  and  County  Bank ;  before  the  London  and  County 
Bank  came  forward  ? — No  ;  they  were  Mr.  Pout's  accounts  as  treasurer. 

8977.  Mr.  Pout  was  liable  ? — No  doubt  Mr.  Pout  would  be  liabla  There  was  a  printer's 
bill  of  27/.  or  28/. ;  I  will  explain  how  it  was  incurred.  We  had  a  man  employed  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  information.  Mr.  Pout  had  taken  to  him  from  time  to  time,  for  which 
we  paid  him  20/.  a-year.  No  doubt  there  was  a  large  arrear  of  that  The  accotmts  were 
made  up.  This  120/.  was  borrowed  for  the  express  purpose  of  paying  them  ;  and  I  paid 
66/.  at  one  time,  and  54i.  at  the  other. 

8978.  How  much  of  the  simi  remitted  by  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  to  you  was  applied  in 
payment  of  your  expenses  ? — Not  a  farthing  ;  I  had  none  ;  I  took  no  part  in  the  election. 

8979.  You  advised  Mr.  Crosdail,  and  you  took  steps  to  recover  the  money  ;  was  there 
a  diarge  made  for  that  ? — What  money  ? 

8980.  The  money  from  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  ? — I  had  only  an  application  to  Mr.  Grind- 
ley  ;  I  did  not  have  to  apply  to  Lord  Thomas. 

8981.  Did  he  pay  you  ? — ^No ;  he  sent  me  550/.    There  is  the  account. 

8982.  You  were  a  volunteer  in  that  transaction  ? — Yes ;  and  I  should  have  written 
again. 

8983.  In  1852  ?— Li  1852,  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

8984.  You  voted?— Yea 

>    8985.  You  did  not  canvass  ? — No ;  nor  committee  man. 

8986.  Nor  recommended  anybody  ? — Nor  recommended  anybody.  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  it. 

8987.  Neither  directly  nor  indirectly  ? — No.  I  was  sheriff  and  returning  officer ;  there- 
fore my  time  was  fully  occupied. 

8988.  And  after  the  election  you  were  employed  by  somebody  to  get  up  evidence  ?-^ 
Here  in  this  place. 
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8989.  Who  has  employed  you? — Dr.  Lochee,  Mr.  Holttum,  Mr.  King.    I  handed  the  Mr.RobertWalker. 
list  in  to  the  Commissioners  the  first  day.  . 

8990.  Was  that  the  list  Mr.  Ballantine  handed  in  ? — Precisely  so.  20th  May  1858. 

8991.  Then  Mr.  Ballantine  was  instructed  by  you? — He  was;  I  went  to  town  to        

instruct  him. 

8992.  Now,  Mr.  Walker,  are  your  instructions  in  writing  ? — Not  any  from  that ;  that 
is  the  paper  I  had  in  writing. 

8993.  What  ?— That  authority. 

8994.  The  list  you  handed  up  ? — That  was  the  authority  to  me  to  appear  and  defend 
these  parties  who  had  been  spoken  of  in  the  House  of  Commona 

8995.  Your  retainer  ? — My  retainer. 

8996.  Have  you  no  other  papers  in  your  hands  relating  to  that  matter  ? — To  what 
matter? 

8997.  The  matter  of  your  instructions  ? — My  instructions  was  that  authority. 

8998.  Have  you  any  other  papers  on  that  subject  ? — Yes.  I  have  got  the  evidence 
which  I  have  obtained,  and  which  I  put  in,  and  I  gave  to  Mr.  Ballantine  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  in  the  brief 

8999.  Anything  more  ? — Yes ;  I  have  got  the  brief  It  was  the  evidence  I  had  obtained 
with  reference  to  colourmen  at  the  by  election. 

9000.  You  appeared  for  a  numba*  of  gentlemen,  and  among  others,  Mr.  Sooones  ? — 
Yes ;  I  see  he  signed  it.     I  did  not  see  him  sign  it. 

9001.  Is  that  the  managing  clerk  of  Mr.  Elingsford  ? — Ye& 

9002.  You  have  not  appeared  for  Mr.  Kingsford  ? — No. 

9003.  What  did  these  gentlemen  apprehend  ? — What  they  apprehended  was  this  :  they 
stated  evidence  had  been  given,  and  which  went  through  the  printed  evidence  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  which  had  cast  reflections  on  some  of  those  gentlemen ;  and  I  was 
prepared,  and  did  give  Mr.  Ballantine  instructions,  to  examine  those  parties,  and  to  cross- 
examine  any  others,  in  order  to  set  them  right  with  the  public.     That  was  my  object. 

9004  Did  they  give  you  any  information  to  enable  you  to  do  so  ? — No ;  I  went 
tiirough  tiie  evidence,  and  took  it  all  out,  and  dovetailed  it  in  piecemeal 

9005.  What  evidence  ? — The  evidence  given  before  the  House  of  Commons. 

9006.  No  further  instructions  ? — No  ;  not  the  slightest. 

9007.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Thomas  Friend  ? — Yes. 

9008.  Did  you  employ  him  to  get  up  the  evidence  ? — I  sent  for  him  to  go  and  get  it 
up. 

9009.  And  engaged  him  to  do  it  ? — Yes,  I  did  engage  him  ;  it  is  true. 

9010.  And  you  paid  him  ? — I  have  not  paid  him,  but  I  told  him  to  go  to  Mr.  Pout  for 
his  money  ;  and  employed  another  man  of  the  name  of  Reader  as  welL 

9011.  The  canvassing  clerk  ? — No.  I  do  not  think  it  was  the  canvassing  clerk  ;  he  was 
a  man  Mr.  Pout  had  as  a  runner. 

9012.  Then  what  Friend  has  said  is  false  ? — What  about  ? 

9013.  That  you  did  not  employ  him  ;  and  that  you  gave  him  no  reason  to  expect  he 
was  to  have  any  remuneration  ? — Not  a  farthing  from  me. 

9014.  Any  remimeration  ? — I  have  no  doubt  the  money  will  be  paid. 

-    9015.  Then  what  he  said  is  imtrue  ? — If  a  man  were  to  teU  me  he  was  to  be  employed 
for  a  week  or  fortnight  without  being  paid,  I  would  not  believe  him  myself 

9016.  I  have  read  the  short-hand  writer  s  note  of  Mr.  Smjrbhe  s  evidence,  and  your  name 
is  not  mentioned  directly  or  indirectly  ? — I  do  not  reooUect  he  mentioned  it  in  any  one 
single  instance.  I  am  quite  sure  the  Commissioners  will  give  me  ciedit  forlielieving  that 
wlmt  I  have  said  here  to-day  is  perfectiy  true.  I  have  not  the  slightest  motive,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  conceal  one  fact. 

9017.  With  reference  to  another  individual,  who  has  gone  away,  and  we  cannot  see 
him,  a  gentleman  of  the  name  of  Crosdail,  who  has  been  stated  openly  here  to  have  gone 
away  with  some  himdreds  of  pounds  in  his  pocket ;  can  you  aflPbrd  any  explanation  ? — 
After  the  5501.  were  paid  to  my  credit  the  accounts  were  made  out,  and  Mr.  Smithson 
took  them  to  town.  There  was  a  balance  of  between  200i.  and  300Z.  Mr.  Crosdail  had 
a  sum  of  5501.  transmitted  to  Messrs.  Furley's  bank,  directed  to  be  paid  to  him. 

9018.  Was  that  extra  and  above  your  5501.  ? — It  was  so.  Thereupon  the  5001  being 
paid,  Mr.  Pout  ascertained  the  fact,  I  went  down  to  the  Bank  to  ascertain  whether  it 
was  true,  and  I  found  it  was,  and  he  had  drawn  then  already  just  lOOl.  I  told  Mr. 
Furley  I  wished  him  to  stop  it.  He  said  he  would,  if  I  would  get  him  a  letter  authorizing 
him  to  do  so,  and  would  hold  him  harmless.  I  undertook  to  do  so,  and  gave  him 
an  indemnity  accordingly.  That  money  remained  from  September  up  to  the  following 
Christmas,  and  there  it  remained  until  an  application  was  made  by  a  Mr.  Wathen, 
a  solicitor  in  town,  who  sent  down  his  managing  clerk,  who  went  to  the  Bank,  and 
demanded  the  money.  I  was  at  Harve  at  the  time.  Messrs.  Furley  despatched  a  mes- 
senger over  to  me,  to  come  back  to  Canterbury,  which  I  immediately  did,  and  met  the 
parties  at  the  bank  I  oflTered  to  give  them  a  bond  of  indemnity,  with  20  or  30 
req)ectable  names,  if  they  required  it  They  stated  they  did  not  require  that ;  mine  was 
sufficient  without  that.  Mr.  Wathen  had  tlureatened  to  serve  them  with  notice  of  an  act 
of  bankruptcy  imless  the  money  was  paid,  and  a  firm  of  that  description  were  very  loth 
io  be  brought  before  the  public  when  they  had  no  sufficient  interest ;  it  was  immaterial  Uy 
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Mr.RobertfValker.  them  whether  they  paid  the  money  over  to  one  or  the  other,  and  they  were  advised  to 

pay  the  money  over  to  Mr.  Wathen's  clerk     The  money  was  paid  accordingly.     Mr. 

20th  May  1853.     Crosdail  took  the  money  that  day,  and  he  afterwards  went  away  with  that  in  his  pocket ; 

but  I  should  observe,  if  that  money  had  been  received  there  would  have  been  more  money 

than  would  have  been  required  to  pay  the  balance  of  the  debts  ;  there  would  have  been 
about  200/.  or  260/.  to  be  returned. 

9019.  The  allegation  against  Mr.  Crosdail,  as  far  as  you  know,  is  a  correct  one  ? — It  is, 
certainly,  because  I  indemnified  the  bank. 


A.  Abrahams.  ABRAHAM  ABRAHAMS  Rwom,  and  examined. 

9020.  You  are  a  voter  for  the  city  ? — I  have  been  so  for  14  years. 

9021 .  What  are  your  politics  ? — Always  liberal. 

9022.  Wliich  side  did  you  vote  on  in  1847  ? — For  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

9023.  Did  any  money  pass  tlwoughyour  hands  in  1847  ? — Will  you  allow  me  to  address 
the  court  ? 

9024.  You  had  better  answer  my  questions.  If  you  say  yes,  then  I  will  ask  you  other 
questions  ? — ^Yes ;  but  I  beg  to  say,  gentlemen,  that  diiring  the  whole  com'se  of  my  political 
life,  with  this  exception,  I  never  received  a  fartliing  from  any  member  of  Parliament,  or  a 
promise  at  any  election,  in  the  whole  c^m'se  of  my  life.  I  never  remember  to  have  given 
a  colourman's  ticket ;  neither  do  I  believe,  with  the  exception  of  one  glass  of  wine,  that  I 
ever  ate  or  drank  at  the  expense  of  any  candidate. 

9025.  Now  for  the  exception  ? — On  the  morning  of  the  election  in  1847,  I  was  in  the 
street,  and  a  voter  called  me  in,  an  old  gentleman  and  an  old  acquaintance,  and  what  I 
call  one  of  ourselves,  a  regular  old  liberal,  and  he  said  to  me,  "  Abrahams ;  what  of  the 
election  ? " 

9026    What  was  his  name  ?— Beckford. 

9027.  Is  he  alive  ? — No  ;  he  is  dead.  Beckford  said,  "  How^goes  the  election  V*  I 
said,  "  I  suppose  you  are  going  to  vote,  Beckford."  "  Yes,''  he  said,  "  I  shall ;  but  I 
have  been  undei-standing  they  have  been  giving  a  good  deal  of  money  in  the  night."  I 
said  I  have  not  heard  it ;  I  neither  go  near  the  committee,  nor  do  I  know  anything 
about  it.  He  said,  "  I  think  it  is  very  hard  I  should  vote  for  a  couple  of  colourmen's 
tickets.  If  you  can  do  anything  for  me,  about  3Z.,  as  I  owe  a  little  money,  which  my 
family  do  not  know  of,  it  would  make  a  man  of  me."  I  told  him  I  had  never  asked  for 
a  favour  in  my  life ;  but  as  he  seemed  so  much  to  wish  it,  I  would  see  what  I  could  do  for 
him  ;  but  I  said  "  At  all  events  it  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  your  vote."  "  No,"  he 
said,  "  certainly  not."  I  went  home,  and  went  across  the  road  to  Mr.  Lepine,  and  I  stated 
the  circumstances  to  him,  and  he  said,  "  You  had  better  go  off  and  see  the  committee." 
I  went  up,  and  I  saw  Alderman  Brent  in  the  committee  room.  I  told  the  alderman 
what  the  party  wanted.  I  did  not  mention  the  party's  name.  Aldermen  Brent  said  to 
me,  "  Mr.  Abrahams,  you  know  I  am  chairman  of  the  committee ;  I  cannot  have 
anything  to  do  with  anything  of  the  sort." 

S028.  I  thought  the  vote  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  ? — He  told  me  he  was  chairman  of 
the  committee,  and  could  having  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

9029.  But  I  thought  the  old  man  told  you  the  vote  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  ? — Wliat 
I  mentioned  was,  that  it  would  not  hinder  him  from  voting  while  I  was  gone. 

9030.  Was  it  the  election  day  ? — On  the  morning  of  the  election  ;  on  the  polling  day. 

9031.  Was  he  to  take  care  and  not  leave  the  bhop  and  vote  while  you  were  to  go 
and  get  the  SI,  ? — He  was  at  his  own  house. 

9032.  And  he  was  not  to  go  and  leave  his  house? — I  did  not  mention  anything 
of  the  sort  to  him.  I  said  I  hoped  it  would  not  hinder  his  voting,  as  he  said  he 
was  going  up  to  vote.  I  said  I  had  never  asked  for  anything  in  the  whole  course 
of  my  life,  and  if  I  could  not  get  it  it  would  not  hinder  liis  voting  the  way  in  which  he 
always  was, — a  Blue. 

9033.  You  went  to  the  alderman,  and  you  told  him  this  ? — Yes  ;  and  the  alderman  said 
to  me,  "  Mr.  Abraham,  you  know  I  am  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  and  of  course  I 
cannot  have  anything  to  do  with  anything  of  the  sort."  That  is  as  far  as  I  can  remember ; 
it  IS  six  years  ago  ;  but  he  said,  "  I  should  advise  you  to  go  and  see  Mr.  Pilcher,  who 
is  Lord  Conjmgham's  steward."  I  believe  I  left  the  committee  room,  and  in  the  street  I 
met  Mr.  Pilcher.  I  stated  what  the  man  told  me  to  Mr.  Pilcher.  I  did  not  mention  the 
man's  name,  and  he  never  asked  me.  He  said,  "  Abrahams,  I  will  leave  it  in  your  hands, 
and  if  you  think  the  man  is  really  in  want  of  31.  give  it  him  ;  but,"  he  said,  "  before 
you  do  it,  go  and  see  Mr.  Rutter,  and  tell  him  what  you  are  going  to  do."  I  went ;  but 
I  do  not  know  where  I  foimd  Mr.  Rutter ;  I  cannot  say  ;  but  I  did  see  Mr.  Rutter,  and 
I  told  him  I  had  seenM  r.  Pilcher,  and  he  said  I  was  to  give  the  poor  voter  31.  I  went 
home ;  and  I  think  I  went  round  by  Lady  Wooton's  Green,  where  my  polling  place  was. 
After  staying  about  some  time,  I  found  that  the  man  had  voted ;  and  in  the  course  of 
the  evening  I  went  up,  and  I  gave  the  man  the  3L  That  is  the  only  transaction  of  that 
kind  I  ever  had  m  the  whole  course  of  my  life ;  and  I  can  safely  say  I  never  ate,  drank, 
or  received  a  farthing,  or  any  elec  tion  money,  in  the  whole  course  of  my  life.     Here  'ai*e 
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many  gentlemen  here  who  have  always  acted  with  me ;  and  if  they  knew  I  ever  dis-      A.  Abrahams. 

graced  myself  in  any  transaction  of  that  kind,  I  wish  they  would  say  so.    I  never  gave  

a  voter  a  ticket ;  I  always  detested  the  principle ;  and  I  can  assure  you,  gentlemen,  it     20th  May  1853. 
was  only  on  this  plea  I  did  it.  

9034.  It  has  not  been  thought  much  of  in  Canterbury,  has  it  ? — ^But  I  consider  it  so. 
It  was  only  on  the  plea  that  the  man  wanted  to  get  out  of  difficulties. 

9035.  Who  paid  you  the  3i.  back  again  ? — Mj.  Rutter  sent  it  me  by  a  young  man  of 
the  name  of  Delo,  two  or  three  months  afterwards.  I  had  the  pleasure  of  waiting  two  or 
three  months  for  my  money. 

9036.  I  suppose  you  asked  for  it? — I  asked  Mr.  Rutter,  I  dare  say,  half  a  dozen  times, 
and  I  began  to  thiidc  I  should  not  get  it  at  alL 

9037.  What  was  the  name  of  the  voter  ? — William  Beckford,  a  very  old  man  indeed  ; 
I  believe  it  is  pretty  generally  known  as  good  a  Liberal  as  we  had  in  Canterbury.  As  to 
selling  my  vote  for  a  paltry  3Z.,  by  God,  I  would  sooner  have  starved  first. 

9038.  Nobody  has  charged  you  with  that. — I  saw  in  the  paper  that  I  received  3Z.  as  a 
bribe  to  vote. 

9039.  That  is  quite  a  mistake. — If  you  see  it  in  the  paper,  and  your  character  is  at 
stake,  it  is  very  hard. 

9040.  I  do  not  see  much  difference  between  a  man  taking  3i.  for  his  vote,  and  giving 
another  man  Zl.  for  his  vote ;  I  do  not  think  a  man  ought  to  be  so  nice  and  talk  about 
his  cliaracter  when  such  is  his  conduct ;  the  briber  is  a  great  deal  worse  than  the  bribed. 
— I  can  assure  you  it  was  on  the  heat  of  the  election,  and  I  really  did  not  take. time  to 
consider. 

9041.  Do  not  take  too  much  credit  to  yourself;  you  are  worse  than  the  old  man. — I 
Lave  seen  lai^e  funds  expended  in  Canterbury,  and  I  never  received  a  penny  from  any 
party  in  my  life. 


John  White  sworn  and  examined. 

9042.  Were  you  a  voter  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

9043.  Which  side  did  you  vote  on  ? — I  voted  for  Mr.  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps. 

9044.  Did  you  always  vote  upon  that  side  ? — Except  the  first  election ;  the  first  of  my 
having  a  voice. 

9046.  Which  was  that  ?— Mr.  Herieker  Wilson. 

9046.  1841  ? — I  do  not  know  what  the  date  was.     That  was  my  first  election. 

9047.  On  that  occasion  you  were  blue  ? — Yes. 

9048.  Since  then  you  have  been  red  ? — Yes. 

9049.  Did  you  have  any  money  at  the  last  election  ? — Yea 

9050.  How  much  ?— 5Z. 

9051.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— Mr.  Blig:h. 

9052.  What  was  that  5Z.  for  ? — I  did  not  have  that  singly. 

9053.  What  do  you  mean  ? — There  was  15i.  for  three  of  us. 

9054.  For  three  votes  ? — Yes. 

9055.  Was  that  for  yourself  and  your  brother  ? — It  was  divided. 

9056.  Who  were  the  three  ? — My  brother  and  my  father. 

9057.  Your  &ther,  your  brother,  and  yourself? — Yes. 

9058.  Did  Bligh  give  you  \U.  for  the  three?— Yes. 

9059.  For  your  votes  ?— Yes. 

9060.  And  did  you  pay  your  brother  and  your  father  5Z.  ? — No  ;  it  was  not  that  way. 
I  borrowed  \l.  of  Mr.  Bligh  for  to  pay  my  own  expenses  and  my  brother's.  I  went  down 
to  Ashford  to  my  brother,  and  I  brought  him  back  here  with  me.  I  borrowed  11.  of 
Mr.  Bligh  to  pay  his  expenses  and  mine  there  and  back.  The  \l.  was  deducted,  and  the 
rest  I  gave  them ;  4Z.  10«.  each.  I  believe  they  made  a  false  statement  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  One  said  they  had  5Z.,  the  other  said  3Z.,  I  think.  However,  I  gave  them,  I 
can  assure  you,  4t.  10«.  each. 

9061.  However  you  divided  it,  you  gave  them  9Z.  between  them  ? — ^Yes. 

9062.  And  you  kept  the  remainder  yourself? — Yes. 

9063.  That  was  5Z.  after  deducting  the  one,  was  it  not  ? — ^Yes. 

9064.  Was  this  money,  with  the  exception  of  the  11.  for  the  expenses  of  going  to 
Ashford  to  fetch  your  brother,  given  for  your  votes  ? — Yes,  I  believe  it  was. 

9065.  You  have  no  doubt  of  it  ? — ^No  doubt. 

9066.  You  understood  it  perfectly  ? — ^Well,  I  dare  say  I  did. 

9067.  And  your  fistther  and  brother  understood  it  perfectly,  because  they  quarrelled 
-with  you  about  the  amount  ? — I  do  not  recollect  their  quarrelling. 

9068.  They  differed  in  opinion  as  to  how  much  they  got  ? — They  have  made  a  difierent 
statement  to  what  I  do  myself 

9069.  Did  they  tell  you  to  make  the  bargain  for  them  ? — Not  exactly. 

9070.  How  came  you  to  know  that  they  woidd  seU  their  votes  if  you  would  sell 
yours? — ^I  asked  them  "whether  they  felt  any  inclination  of  going  the  way  that  I  did 

Nil 


JohnWhiU 
of  Bridge, 
Shoemaker. 
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John  White .      myself;"  they  promised  they  would,  and  which  they  did.     They  wanted  to  know  what 
of  Bridge,         amount  I  could  get  for  them,  and  I  told  them  I  could  not  say. 
Shoemaker.  9071.  When  did  you  ascertain  the  amount,  and  when  did  you  tell  them  what  you 

~         could  get  for  them  ? — I  did  not  find  out  at  all  until  I  got  it. 

20th  May  1853.         9072.  Did  you  speak  to  any  one  about  it  before  you  got  it  ?— About  having  it  ?  did  I 
"■""""■""■"^       ask  anybody  about  it  ? 

9073.  Yes. — I  certainly  asked  Mr.  Bligh.  I  asked  him  if  there  was  anything  to  be 
done,  and  he  said  he  really  did  not  know,  and  I  was  to  call  again  ;  and  I  did,  and  then 
he  did  not  give  any  decisive  answer.  After  I  had  polled  it  was  one  or  two  o'clock,  some- 
thing like  that,  I  saw  Mr.  Bligh.  He  said  there  was  a  parcel  left  at  his  house,  which  I 
went  and  received. 

9074.  This  parcel  which  Bligh  gave  you,  was  it  sealed  up  ? — To  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion it  was  tied  round  with  a  bit  of  string. 

9075.  What  was  in  it  ? — There  was  14^.;  14  sovereigns. 
'     9076.  In  the  parcel?— Yes. 

9077.  When  had  you  been  paid  the  \l.  for  going  down  to  Ashford  ? — I  borrowed  that. 
That  was  deducted  out  of  the  15i.  ;  that  made  the  14i.  in  the  parceL 

9078.  You  had  borrowed  that  before  ? — Yes. 

9079.  Of  whom  ?— Of  Mr.  Bligh. 

9080.  Was  it  understood  between  you  and  Bligh  that  you  were  to  have  U.  a  piece  I — 
He  could  make  no  promise  ;  what  he  could  get. 

9081.  Was  it  understood  you  were  to  have  something? — Oh  yes.  I  expected  it,  of 
course. 

9082.  And  you  all  of  you  gave  your  votes  upon  that  expectation  ? — Yes. 

9083.  After  the  election  there  was  a  petition.  Were  you  one  of  those  that  went  away  ? 
—Yes. 

9084.  Who  put  you  up  to  going  away  ? — I  felt  rather  uneasy  about  the  matter  ;  and  I 
did  not  wish  to  get  Mr.  Bligh  in  any  trouble  ;  and  I  went  and  consulted  with  Mr.  Friend, 
and  we  made  agreement  to  go  away  ;  which  we  did. 

9085.  Did  Friend  go  with  you  ?— Yes. 

9086.  Did  anybody  find  the  money  ? — I  did  not  pay  any  expenses,  for  I  had  no  money. 

9087.  Who  did,  do  you  know  ? — Why,  Friend  paid  what  necessaries  I  wanted. 

9088.  What  was  Friend's  Christian  name  ? — Thomas  Friend. 
,  9089.  Are  you  the  White  of  Bridge  ?— Yes. 

9090.  Were  you  living  at  Bridge  ? — Yes. 

9091.  About  three  or  four  miles  from  here,  upon  the  Dover  road  ? — Yes. 

9092.  Did  the  Blue  party  ever  try  to  get  you  ? — I  was  ofiered  by  Mr.  Oakenfiill.  He 
asked  me  if  oL  was  of  any  use  for  us  three.  I  said  no,  I  would  have  nothing  to  do, 
with  it. 

9093.  He  offered  you  bL  for  the  three  ?— Yes. 

9094.  That  was  paying  you  very  low  ;  and  you  said  you  would  have  nothing  to  do 
wiUi  it  ?— Yes. 

9095.  When  was  this  ?— It  was,  to  the  best  of  my  rellection,  three  or  four  days  before 
the  nomination. 

9096.  Is  that  OakenfuU  a  turner?— Yes. 

9097.  He  offered  you  U.  ? — No  ;  he  did  not  exactly  offer  it.  .  He  asked  me  "  if  that 
woidd  do.'' 

9098.  Which  side  were  you  to  vote  if  you  had  taken  the  bl.  ? — I  did  not  intend  taking 
it. 

9099.  If  you  had,  on  which  side  was  it  ? — I  did  not  intend  taking  it. 

-    9100.  Supposing  you  had  taken  it, — was  he  canvassing  you  for  the  Red  side  ? — No  ;  he 
was  canvassing  for  his  own  ;  Blue. 

9101.  Was  that  on  the  side  on  which  Colonel  RomiUy  and  Sir  William  SomerviUe  were 
standing  ? — Yes. 

9102.  He  offered  you  this  money,  and  you  refused  it  ? — Yes. 

9103.  Did  he  say  there  was  a  chance  of  getting  you  any  money  ? — No.  I  did  not  say 
anything  to  him  any  more  about  it  than  that  I  would  rather  not  have  any  more  to  do 
with  it. 

9104.  Was  that  all  that  passed  ? — Yes ;  he  left  me  and  I  left  him ;  and  we  have  not 
had  any  conversation  since. 

9105. .  Was  the  Thomas  Friend  the  Thomas  Friend  who  was  examined  to-day  ? — Yes. 

9106.  What  do  you  say  Mr.  Oakenfull  said  to  you;  what  were  the  words  as  near  as 
you  can  remember  ? — He  called  me  on  one  side  from  one  room  to  another,  if  I  must 
explain  it  correctly,  and  we  were  by  ourselves ;  and  he  asked  me  what  I  intended  to 
do  ?  I  said,  "  I  do  not  know  particularly."  "  Well,"  he  said,  "  is  your  brother  going  your 
way,  and  your  father  ?"  "  Yes,  most  likely  they  will,"  I  said.  He  asked  me  what  I 
thought  of  having ;  I  told  him  I  did  not  know ;  and  then  he  asked  me  if  bl  would  be  of 
any  sei^vice  for  the  three.   I  said,  "  Mr.  Oakenfiill,  I  will  have  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  it" 

9107.  When  did  all  that  take  place  ? — That  is  all  I  can  recollect. 

9108.  Was  this  after  you  had  had  this  commtmication  with  Mr.  Bligh  ? — No.   . 
910a  Before?— Yea 
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9110.  When  you  applied  to  Mr.  Bligh  did  you  tell  him  you  had  been  offered  any        John  White 
money  by  the  other  party  ? — I  did  not.  of  Bridge, 

9111.  You  were  bribed  before,  were  you  not,  in  1841  ? — Yes.  Shoemaker. 

9112.  Who  by  ?— It  was  Mr.  Bligh  . 

9113.  And  your  father  ? — I  had  nothing  to  do  with  him  then.  ^^^  May  1853. 

9114.  Had  you  nothing  to  do  with  your  brother  s  vote  ? — No.  ■ 

9115.  Only  withyour  own  vote  ? — Only  with  my  own. 

9116.  In  1847  did  you  receive  money  for  your  vote  when  Mr.  Vance  and.  Lord 
Thomas  Clinton  were  candidates  on  one  side? — It  was  then  I  was;  not  in  1841  but 
in  1847. 

9117.  Was  that  the  first  time  you  had  voted  for  the  reds  ? — I  cannot  recollect.  I  know 
that  Mr.  Heneker  Wilson's  was  the  first  election. 

.  9118.  Did  you  vote  for  him  ?— Yes. 

9119.  Were  you  bribed  then  ? — Yes. 

9120.  How  much  did  you  receive  ? — I  think  it  was  61 ;  I  am  not  sure. 

9121.  Had  you  your  fathers  vote  to  deal  with  then  ? — No. 
'  9122.  Or  your  brothers?— No. 

9123.  At  the  general  election  after  that,  when  Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  were 
candidates  on  one  side,  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Twisden  Hodges  on  the 
other,  did  you  vote  then  ? — I  think  I  voted  for  Mr.  Bradshaw. 
'  9124.  What  did  you  get  for  your  vote  ? — I  have  no  recollection  of  that  election. 

9125. .  Do  you  think  you  got  some  money  ? — Very  likely  I  might ;  but  I  have  no  recol-  " 
lection  of  it. 

9126.  Having  received  money  for  Mr.  Heneker  Wilson's,  the  Blue  candidate  in  1841, 
you  voted  the  same  year  for  Mr.  Bradshaw,  the  Tory  candidate.  Have  you  any  doubt 
you  changed  about  because  you  got  money  from  Bradshaw  ? — I  might,  perhaps,  but  I  do 
not  recollect. 

9127.  Perhaps  you  do  not  recollect  the  exact  sum  ? — I  do  not  recollect  it  at  all,  or  else 
I  Would  mention  the  sum,  if  I  could  recollect. 

9128.  Had  you  5L  then  ?^-I  cannot  say  at  aU.     I  cannot  recollect  at  all. 

9129.  Where  did  you  go  to  Mr.  White,  when  you  left  Canterbury  ? — When  I  went  with 
Mr.  Friend  ? 

9130.  Yes. — I  went  from  here  to  Faversham,  and  then  we  got  as  far  as  Sheerness,  and 
from  there  round  to  Chatham,  and  so  forth,  and  we  got  into  London. 

9J31.  Did  you  extend  your  voyage  as  far  as  Hull  ? — Yes,  we  did. 

9132.  You  are  "Mr.  James,  of  London,  at  Hull?"—  I  do  not  know.  That  is  not  my 
name. 

9133.  You  or  Friend;  one  or  the  other.  Did  you  expect  letters  at  all? — I  never 
received  any. 

9134.  Did  you  expect  any? — No ;  and  I  did  not  expect  any. 

9135.  Did  Friend  give  you  any  money  when  you  were  away? — No. 

9136.  Did  you  receive  afterwards  from  him  any  money  ? — There  were  a  fewhttle  neces- 
sary articles  I  required,  which  we  got. 

9137.  He  paid  yo\ir  travelling  expenses  ?-^He  paid  everything.  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  handling  the  money. 

9138.  Did  he  give  you  pocket-money  besides? — He  gave  me  a  half-a-crown,  that  is  all. 

9139.  Was  hsdf-a-crown  aU  that  he  gave  you? — AU  the  money  that  I  had  to  put  into 
my  pocket. 

9140.  He  said  to-day  he  gave  you  as  much  as  lOl.;  is  that  true  ? — I  have  not  seen  it. 

9141.  You  would  like  to  see  it? — It  would  do  me  a  good  deal  of  good. 

Adjourned  to  half  past  nine  o'clock  to-morrow. 


Seventh  Day. — Saturday  21st  May  1853. 
Thomas  White  Collard  sworn  and  examined.  t/ws.  W.  Collard. 

9142.  Are  you  a  voter  for  the  City  of  Canterbury? — Yes,  I  am.  2ist  May  1853. 

9143.  How  long  have  you  been  so? — About  1 2  years,  I  think.  * 

9144.  Have  you  always  been  upon  the  Red  or  Conservative  side? — Yes,  I  have. 

9145.  Did  you  take  an  active  part  in  the  two  last  elections,  in  1847  and  1852  ?— Not 
in  1847. 

9146.  Did  you  take  an  active  part  in  1852  ? — Yes,  I  was  active  in  1852. 

9147.  Were  you  deputy  chairman  of  the  committee  of  the  Conservatives? — No. 

9148.  Were  you  not? — No. 

9149.  Were  you  upon  the  committee? — I  was  upon  the  committee- 

9150.  Did  you  occupy  any  particular  post  upon  the  committee?— I  was  very  active 
upon  the  committee. 

9151.  Dr.  Lochee  was  the  chairman  ? — Yes,  he  was. 

9152.  Who  was  deputy?— There  were  two  deputies;  Mr.  Hellier  and  Mr.  R.  Sankey. 

9153.  A  surgeon  ? — A  solicitor. 
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Thoi.  W.  CoUard.       9164.  In  1 852  had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  financial  arran  gemente  ? — Nothing  with 

^  the  financial  arrangements,  except  that  I  had  a  sum  of  50i.,  placed  in  my  hands  by 

21tt  May  1858.     Mr.  Coare  KingsforA 
9155.  That  is  the  son  ? — Yes,  the  son. 

9156.  Did  he  place  50i  in  your  hands? — Yes. 

9157.  Had  you  the  discretion  as  to  the  use  of  that  501.  ? — Yes 

9158.  It  was  not  placed  in  your  hands  for  any  specific  purpose  ? — No 

9159.  Was  it  for  the  general  purposes  of  the  election? — Yes. 

9160.  Do  you  remember  an  occasion  on  which  a  man  of  the  name  of  Ashenden  was  in, 
the  committee-room  when  you  were  there  ? — Yes ;  he  was  constantly  there, 

9161.  Do  you  remember  an  occasion  when  a  simi  of  money  was  wrapped  up  by  you  in 
a  parcel,  and  handed  to  Ashenden  ? — No ;  that  is  not  so. 

9162.  Do  you  recollect  an  occasion  when  a  sum  of  money  was  prepared  in  a  parcel  for 
Ashenden  ? — Yes. 

9163.  Who  was  present  on  that  occasion? — Mr.  Ward. 

9164.  Did  you  see  it  given  to  Ashenden? — I  did  not. 

9165.  What  did  you  do  with  it? — I  took  30/  out  of  my  pocket,  in  the  presence  of 
Mr.  Ward,  and  placed  it  in  an  envelope,  and  left  it  in  the  room  with  Mr.  Ward,  and  went 
firom  that  room,  which  was  a  private  room,  into  the  committee-room,  and  told  Mr.  Ashen- 
den to  pack  up  his  papers,  and  take  his  hat  and  to  go  into  the  private  room  ;  there  was 
a  parcel  required  to  be  delivered. 

9166.  Did  you  know  what  was  to  be  done  with  that  parcel  containing  the  30^  ?— Yes; 
I  must  say  that  I  did, 

9167.  What  was  it  for ;  Bligh  ? — It  was  to  be  sent  to  Mr.  Bligh. 

9168.  For  what  purposes  ? — For  the  general  purposes  of  the  election. 

9169.  How  do  you  mean  "  for  the  general  purposes  of  the  election  ?** — Mr.  Bligh  was 
actively  engaged  on  the  part  of  the  Conservatives,  and  Mr.  Ward  represented  to  me  that 
he  wanted  some  money  for  the  purposes  of  the  election. 

9170.  That  seems  to  me  to  be  another  term  for  bribery.  There  is  no  doubt  of  that 
upon  your  mind  ? — There  is  no  doubt  on  my  mind  that  the  money  was  for  that  purpose. 

9171.  What  did  you  do  with  the  50Z. ;  how  did  you  employ  it  ? — I  gave  an  account. 
There  were  several  payments  in  the  committee-room,  and  I  gave  an  account  of  that  to 
Mr.  Kingsford. 

9172.  Mr.  Coare  Kingsford  ?— To  Mr.  Coare  Kingsford. 

9173.  Can  you  not  tedl  us  how  it  was  expended  ?  There  was  201.  left  out  of  IJie  SOZ.  ? — 
Yes;  I  have  accounted.  I  do  not  know  the  precise  sum  ;  but  there  were  several  small 
sums. 

9174.  Try  and  recollect.  Did  you  give  any  money  to  anybody  else  besides  Mr.  Ward 
and  Ashenden  ? — Yes.  I  was  desired  by  Dr.  Lochee  to  pay  Mr.  Ashenden  251.  as  a  pre- 
sent for  his  services,  and  I  did  so. 

9175.  Where  did  you  get  that  money  ? — All  that  was  abov6  the  501.  out  of  my  own 
pocket,  and  several  other  sums  besides ;  some  small  sums. 

9176.  Were  you  repaid  ? — I  have  not  been. 

9177.  You  have  not  been  repaid? — No. 

9178.  Have  you  made  any  application  for  pajrment  ? — No,  I  have  not. 

9179.  I  see  you  have  a  book  in  your  hand;  is  that  the  canvass  book  ? — This  is  the 
canvass  book. 

9180.  The  book  into  which  the  several  canvassers  entered,  or  you  entered,  the  result  of 
their  daily  canvass  ? — Yes. 

9181.  Hand  it  in. — (The  book  is  handed  in,  and  marked  34.) 
This  is  the  book  for  1852  ?— Yes,  it  is. 

9182.  Is  this  book  in  the  same  state  in  which  it  was  before  the  petition  to  Parliament  ? 
— ^Yes,  precisely. 

9183.  There  have  been  no  erasures,  and  no  rubbings  out  ? — ^Not  that  I  am  aware  o£ 

9184.  Have  you  one  for  1847,  of  a  similar  character  ? — I  took  no  active  part  in  1847. 

9185.  Who  kept  the  canvass  book  in  1847  ?— I  should  think  Mr.  Pout;  but  I  do  not 
know  positively. 

9186.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  money,  besides  the  30Z.  you  have  stated  to  us  to  have 
been  given  to  Ashenden  for  Bligh  for  the  geneal  purposes  of  the  election,  that  was  given 
to  any  one  else  for  the  general  purposes  of  the  election  ? — No,  I  do  not. 

9187.  You  know  of  no  other  monies  that  passed  from  your  committee,  or  any  member 
of  the  committee,  for  the  purposes  of  the  election  ? — No,  I  do  not. 

9188.  What  are  you? — ^A  surveyor. 

9189.  What  was  the  nature  of  your  employment  on  the  committee  ? — I  prepared  the 
canvass  books.  I  have  the  register  of  all  voters.  I  did  anything  and  everything  that 
was  required  in  the  committee-room.  I  may  say  I  had  the  management  of  the  com- 
mittee-room. 

9190.  And  the  canvass  ? — The  canvass  occasionally 

9191.  Of  course  you  can  tell  us  what  is  the  meaning  of  "  refreshment  money '*? — I 
hink  one  shilling  was  allowed  for  every  ticket ;  and  parties  who  came  from  the  country 
were  allowed  something  for  refreshment.     I  am  not  aware  of  the  amount. 
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9192.  What  do  you  mean  by  a  shilling  for  every  ticket  ?— That  persons  who  had  colour  Thos^  W.  Cottard. 
tickets  were  allowed  one  shilling  for  refireshments.  .-»-p* 

9193.  Over  and  above  the  ti^et? — ^Yes;  over  and  above  the  ticket     I  think  I  am     SlstMay  1863. 
correct ;  I  cannot  swear  to  that.  • 

9194.  What  were  the  messengers  allowed  for  refreshment  money  ? — I  do  not  know» 

9195.  It  has  been  stated  elsewhere  that  they  were  allowed  Is.  6cZ.  each  ? — Per  day. 

9196.  In  addition  to  their  messengers  money ? — I  really  do  not  know;  but  I  should 
think  not. 

9197.  How  much  were  they  allowed,  do  you  know  ? — I  do  not  know. 

9198.  Perhaps  a  shilling  ? — I  cannot  say.     I  really  do  not  know. 

9199.  Was  there  any  rule  or  understanding  under  which  all  persons  having  tickets,  or 
employed  under  the  committee,  were  entitled  besides  to  a  certain  sum  per  head  per  diem 
for  refreshment  ? — I  think  not.  I  am  sure  there  was  no  rule,  and  I  do  not  think  they 
were  allowed  it. 

9200.  But  you  have  stated  that  every  colour  ticket  man  got  it  ? — I  mean  the  colour 
tickets  were  allowed  a  shilling,  but  the  messengers,  the  parties  in  attendance  in  the 
committee-room,  I  do  not  think  were  aUowed  anything  in  addition, 

9201.  Who  received  the  refreshment  money,  the  men  who  gave  the  recommendations 
for  the  colour  tickets  or  the  holders  of  the  colour  tickets  ?— The  holders  of  the  tickets. 

9202.  And  that  is  to  be  added  therefore  to  the  money  receivable  under  the  ticket  ? — I 
should  say  so. 

9203.  When  did  he  get  the  shilling  ? — I  cannot  tell  you. 

9204.  Will  you  thiii  for  a  moment  ?  Did  he  get  the  shilling  with  the  ticket,  or  did 
he  get  the  shilling  when  the  ticket  was  paid  ? — I  do  not  know.  I  think  Mr.  Smith  is 
in  committee,  and  he  can  answer  that  question  much  better  than  I  can.  I  cannot  give 
the  information,  or  else  I  would  with  pleasure. 


Mr.  George  Frederick  Smith  recalled  and  examined. 

9205.  You  have  heard  my  question  with  regard  to  the  refreshment  ticket,  will  you  have 
the  goodness  to  answer  the  question  ? — Is  the  question,  when  did  the  holder  of  the  ticket 
have  the  refreshment  ticket  ? 

9206.  The  money  ? — I  paid  the  money  to  the  different  tradespeople  as  the  tickets  came 
in  afterwards. 

9207^  When  did  the  ticket  holder  obtain  his  refreshment  ticket  ? — When  they  brought 
the  flags  in  of  an  evening.  That  is  the  meaning  of  the  hole  that  is  punched  in  it.  When 
I  gave  them  the  refreshment  ticket  I  punched  a  hole  in  the  colour  ticket. 

9208.  The  colour  ticket  would  be  issued  in  the  morning ;  was  that  so  ? — The  colour 
ticket  would  be  issued  two  or  three  days  previous  to  the  election 

9209.  On  what  day  was  the  colour  ticket  punched. — In  the  evening  of  the  nomination. 
After  they  had  been  out  the  whole  of  the  day  they  returned  the  flags,  and  then  I  gave 
them  the  refreshment  ticket. 

9210.  Perhaps  you  can  answer  the  question  as  to  the  messengers  money  ? — I  know 
nothing  about  the  messengers. 

9211.  You  do  not  know  whether  the  messengers  received  refi^hment  tickets  too? — 
No. 

9212.  Nor  refreshment  money  ? — No.     I  know  nothing  about  them. 

9213.  Who  had  charge  of  the  messengers  ? — I  do  not  know. 

9214.  How  much  was  allowed  per  head  per  diem,  under  the  name  of  refreshment 
ticket  or  refreshment  money,  to  holders  of  colour  tickets  ? — Those  tickets  were  shilling 
tickets. 

9215.  What  were  the  1*.  6d  tickets  that  were  spoken  to  in  the  House  of  Commons  ? — I 
do  not  know. 

9216.  Do  you  happen  to  know  whether  the  refresliment  money  was  intended  as  a 
bonus  to  the  holder  of  the  colour  ticket,  or  to  the  person  who  recommended  him  ? — The 
person  who  did  tiie  duty  and  carried  the  coloiu". 


Mr.  G.  F.  Smith. 


Thomas  White  Collakd  recalled  and  examined. 

9217.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  received  this  30?.  from  Mr.  Pout? — No ;  from 
Mr.  Kingsford.     It  was  not  a  sum  of  30?.,  it  waa  a  sum  of  50?. 

9218.  Was  30?.  a  portion  of  the  50?.  that  you  received  from  Mr.  Kingsford  ? — Yes. 

9219.  How  long  waa  it  after  you  received  the  50?.  from  Mr.  Kingsford  ? — I  think  it 
was  the  same  day,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

9220.  Did  Bligh  come  to  you  ? — No ;  I  had  no  commimication  with  Bligh.     I  have 
not  spoken  to  him  from  that  day  to  this. 

9221.  With  whom  had  you  communication  about  putting  this  money  into  tlie  envelope  ? 
— With  no  one  but  Mr.  Ward. 

Nn3 
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2Sb#.  W.  aaiard.       9222.  What  did  you  do  with  the  other  20i.— I  accounted  for  it  to  Mr.  Kingeford,  and 
*  I  believe  I  have  accounted  for  more  money  to  the  chairman. 

2l8t  Mi^  1853.         9223.  You  say  that  Mr.  Bligh  took  an  active  part  in  the  election  'i — I  considered  him  a 

:       very  active  man. 

9^24.  Did  you  see  him  frequently  at  the  committee-room  ? — Yes ;  very  frequently. 

9225.  Did  he  bring  any  voters  to  the  committee-room  ? — Not  voters,  I  think  He 
brought  the  returns  occasionally,  and  promises  which  were  entered  in  the  book  that  you 
have  before  you. 

9226.  Do  you  remember  the  names  of  any  persons  whom  he  returned  ? — No ;  I  cannot 
charge  myself  Mdth  the  names  of  any  particular  persons,  because  every  voter  was  recorded 
by  me,  and  therefore  I  cannot  fix  upon  the  party  who  brought  any  particular  name. 

9227.  He  returned  the  names  of  more  than  two  or  three  voters  ? — Oh  yes. 

9228.  Twenty  or  thii-ty  ? — I  cannot  say  the  number. 

9229.  Do  you  know  of  Mr.  Bligh  having  received  money  from  any  other  quarter  ? — I* 
do  not. 

9230.  Used  he  to  communicate  with  you  and  other  members  of  the  committee  ? — ^Yes ; 
he  attended  as  a  committee-man.  It  waa  the  practice  to  call  out  the  names  on  the 
qanvass  of  the  voters  who  had  not  promised  ;  and  if  any  gentleman  since  the  last  canvass 
had  i^eceived  a  promise,  he  answered  that  so-and-so  had  promised,  and,  whoever  he  might 
be,  the  promise  was  recorded  at  once. 

9231.  Do  you  remember  of  what  this  money  consisted  that  was  put  into  the  envelope?  • 
— Notes. 

9232.  How  many  ? — I  think  two.  I  think  a  20i.  and  a  lOZ.  I  should  not  like  to 
swear  that ;  but  I  can  confidently  swear  it  was  in  notes. 

9233.  And  you  will  positively  swear  it  was  SOL  ? — Oh  dear  yes. ' 

9234.  Did  you  seal  up  the  parcel  when  you  went  from  the  small  committee-room  into 
the  large  committee-room  ? — To  the  best  of  my  recollection  not.  I  think  it  was  an 
adhesive  envelope  ;  and  I  should  say,  as  a  matter  of  course,  I  wetted  it,  closed  the 
envelope,  and  left  it  on  the  table ;  but  I  should  say  positively  it  was  not  sealed.  I  mean 
by  being  sealed,  it  was  not  sealed  with  sealing  wax,  or  an  impression  on  it.  I  think  it 
was  an  adhesive  envelope  which  I  sealed  and  left  on  the  table. 

9235.  By  closing  you  mean  fastened  ? — Yes. 

9236.  Did  you  leave  any  person  in  the  little  committee-room  when  you  went  into  the 
room  where  Ashenden  was  ? — I  left  Mr.  Ward. 

9237.  No  one  else  but  Mr.  Ward  ? — ^No  one  else,  and  sent  Mr.  Ashenden  to  him. 

9238.  Have  you  no  other  book  but  this  (referring  to  the  canvass  book)  ;  this  appears  a 
veiy  fair  copy  ? — It  was  intended  to  be  a  fair  copy. 

9239.  Was  there  any  book  from  which  you  copied  it  ? — There  was  a  rough  day  canvass 
book ;  but  those  books  were  all  destroyed  after  the  election. 

9240.  I  understood  you  to  say  there  were  several  books  ? — Several  small  books. 

9241.  Brought  in  by  the  respective  canvassers  ? — Yea 

9242.  Were  they,  or  were  their  contents,  entered  directly  from  the  small  canvass  into 
the  large  book  ? — Yes. 

9243.  Without  the  intervention  of  another  book  ? — Yes. 

9244.  Have  you  any  book  which  would  show  how  the  parties  were  inclined,  if  they 
had  promises  of  money  or  support  ? — No. 

9245.  Was  it  not  the  custom  of  your  committee  to  have  such  a  book  ? — No ;  there  was 
no  such  book  in  the  committee-room. 

9246.  How  did  you  know  then  how  to  have  recourse  to  the  men  who  would  take 
money  for  theii*  promises  ? — I  had  no  recourse  at  all 

9247.  I  do  not  say  you  had,  but  how  did  the  committee  know  ? — I  cannot  teU ;  I 
merely  recorded  the  promises  as  they  were  brought  in  by  the  canvassers  from  day  to  day. 

9248.  This  book  appears  to  me  to  give  but  very  meagre  information  to  the  committee, 
situated  as  the  town  of  Canterbury  was  at  that  time,  how  many  people  were  prepared  to 
receive  bribes  for  their  votes ;  this  gives  little  or  no  information.  Have  you  no  book 
that  would  give  the  committee  other  information  ? — No  ;  that  is  the  only  book  I  had ;  it 
gives  an  account  of  all  the  promises,  and  how  they  votedL 

9249.  But  not  how  they  voted  before  ? — Yes ;  how  they  voted  at  the  election. 

9250.  But  was  it  not  made  up  before  the  election  ? — The  promises  were  made  up  before 
the  election ;  and,  as  the  voters  were  polled,  they  were  marked  off  by  a  red  line  over  the 
black  ones. 

9251.  The  black  line  represents  how  you  anticipated  they  would  vote  ? — Yes. 

9252.  The  red  line  how  they  actually  voted  ? — Yes ;  and  on  the  left-hand  side  the 
opinions  they  formerly  entertained ;  how  they  had  voted  at  the  former  election. 

9253.  The  black  line,  then,  was  introduced  previous  to  the  polling  ? — Yes. 

9254.  And  was  entered  after  the  promise?— Aflier  the  promise. 

9255.  You  positively  state  you  have  no  other  book  ? — I  have  no  other  book  belonging  to 
this. 

9256.  And  never  had  ? — And  never  had,  except  the  day  canvass  books,  and  they  were 
destroyed  from  day  to  day. 

925?.  Did  those  canvass-books  contain  notes  of  this  sort,  "  Observations. — Party  to  be 
"  called  on  again,"  for  instance  ? — The  only  information  there  was,  I  believe,  in  the  canvass 
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books  was  this :  there  would  be  the  name  of  any  gentleman  who  was  likely  to  have  ^17u)s,  W»  GMard. 
influence  over  the  voter,  and  he  was  requested  to  see  him.  *  .^-^ 

9258.  For  instance,  there  would  be  such  an  entry  as  this  against  the  name  of  a  voter     ^Ist  May  i85S. 
in  the  canvass-book,  "  Mr.  So-and-so  to  caU  on  him  ?"— Yes ;  or  to  see  him  • 

9259.  That  means  to  influence ;  it  might  have  been  a  very  proper  influence  ? — Decidedly 
it  might  be  proper ;  and  I  thought  it  was.     I  shoidd  now  imderstand  it  to  be  improper. 

9260.  Then  if  the  name  of  a  voter  had  such  a  marginal  observation  against  it,  and  Mr. 
3o-and-6o,  whoever  it  was,  came  to  you,  would  you  have  instructions  to  give  him  money 
^  for  the  general  purposes  of  the  election  f '  —  No  ;  I  had  not.  I  gave  the  list  to  the  gentle* 
man  whose  name  was  placed  opposite  the  voter ;  and  that  is  all  I  know  about  it. 

9261.  How  came  you  in  this  instance  to  give  this  SOL  to  Mr.  Ward  or  Mr.  Ashenden^ 
for  Bligh,  for  the  purposes  of  the  election  ? — Because  Mr.  Ward  represented  to  me  that  it 
was  necessary  that  Mr.  Bligh  should  have  some  funds  at  his  disposal,  and  I  made  no 
inquiry  what  those  funds  were  for. 

9262.  Without  reference  to  any  particular  voter  ? — Without  reference  to  any  voter. 

9263.  Without  reference  to  any  particular  voter  to  be  influenced  by  it  ? — Yes  ; 
decidedly. 

9264.  Did  Bligh  evet  send  you  an  account  ? — Never. 

9265.  Are  you  aware  that  Bligh  states  that  parcel  only  contained  15Z.  ? — Yes ;  I  am.  » 
9266-  Is  that  true  ? — It  is  not  true,  so  far  as  I  know  ;  when  I  left  the  parcel  it  con- 
tained SOI. 

9267.  Did  anybody  else  apply  to  you  for  money  during  the  election  ? — I  don't  know ; 
I  should  not  like  to  swear  that  they  did,  but  I  think  I  was  applied  to  by  Mr.  Vincent, 
but  I  am  not  sure.  I  should  not  like  to  say  that  I  was.  I  can  positively  say  that  he 
had  none. 

9268.  Do  you  remember  whether  any  person  else  applied  to  you  ? — No ;  I  think  not. 

9269.  Perhaps  you  can  remember  now  what  you  did,  or  what  you  said,  when  he  applied 
to  you  for  money  ? — No,  I  cannot.  I  should  not  like  to  say  positively  that  he  did  apply ; 
I  have  an  impression  that  he  did.     I  am  quite  certain  that  he  never  had  it. 

9270.  Had  you  frequent  commimications  with  Mr.  Pout  during  the  election  ?— None  at 
alL  I  do  not  think  I  spoke  to  him  half  a  dozen  times ;  he  never  came  into  the  com- 
mittee-room. 

9271.  Was  there  no  printed  copy  of  any  former  poll-book  in  your  possession  ? — 
Oh,  yes. 

9272.  Were  there  no  manuscript  notes  in  that  copy  ? — ^There  were  notes  as  to  the  resi- 
dence and  occupations  of  the  different  voters. 

9273.  But  as  to  the  way  they  were  likely  to  go  ?— It  is  all  in  that  register  before  you. 

9274.  I  want  to  know  whether  there  is  anything  there  ? — Nothing. 

9275.  Nothing  at  all  ?— Nothing  at  all 

9276.  I  thought  you  said  just  now  there  were  manuscript  notes  ? — Yes ;  the  occupa- 
tions and  residences  of  the  freemen. 

9277.  Now  supposing  a  man's  name  occurred  in  the  piinted  list,  and  there  were  some 
doubts  as  to  which  way  he  woidd  go  this  time ;  do  you  mean  to  tell  me  that  you  who  are 
men  of  business  would  not  enter  something  there  in  the  margin,  or  somewhere  or  another 
suggestive  of  those  doubts  ? — It  is  already  on  record  in  the  book. 

9278.  This  was  before  it  became  the  record  ? — ^No,  I  beg  pardon ;  there  is  the  former 
opinion  on  the  left-hand  side  of  the  voter's  name. 

9279.  But  this  was  not  made  up  in  this  remarkably  neat  shape  before  the  election  ? — , 
Indeed  it  was. 

9280.  Do  you  mean  to  tell  us  this  was  the  original  draft  and  copy  both  together  ?— 
Yes. 

9281.  Not  made  from  any  rough  book  ? — Only  as  I  have  stated  before  from  day  to  day 
posted  up  from  the  canvass  book. 

9282.  That  is  rather  odd,  because  they  follow  each  other  in  alphabetical  order ;  how 
coidd  you  anticipate  that  ? — It  is  a  copy  of  the  register. 

9283.  You  say  it  was  posted  from  day  to  day,  as  the  canvass  book  was  returned  ? — Yes, 
9284  You  would  not  post  them  in  alphabetical  order  ? — Oh,  yes,  I  should. 

9285.  How  ? — The  names  being  in  the  register,  the  number  of  the  voter  is  in  the  can- 
vass book  I  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  turn  to  the  number  in  that  fair  copy,  and  post  up 
the  answer. 

9286.  Then  if  I  imderstand,  this  fair  copy  contained  a  list  of  the  register,  and  then  the 
entry  from  the  canvass  book  was  merely  the  marks  against  the  names ;  is  that  it  ? — Yes,, 
and  promise  or  not,  as  it  might  be. 

9287.  You  Siiy  that  this  is  a  mere  copy  of  the  register  ? — It  is  a  copy  of  the  register 
with  the  double  struck  out. 

9288.  A  mere  copy  with  the  double  sttuck  out  ? — ^Yes. 

9289.  Had  you  a  printed  copy  of  the  register  ? — ^Yes. 

9290.  Were  there  no  marginal  notes  there  ?— None  whatever. 

9291.  Nor  comments  of  any  kind? — None  that  I  am  aware  of 

9292.  .You  must  have  had  some  means  of  checking  that  register,  otherwise  how  could 
you  have  struA:  out  the  doubles  ? — It  is  very  simple ;  if  a  man  is  entered  as  a  freeman 
and  householder,  it  is  a  very  simple  process  to  stnke  him  out 
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Thos.  Ws  CoUard.       9293.  A  stranger  could  not  do  it  ? — No,  a  stranger  could  not  do  it. 

—  9294.  I  suppose  there  are  some  of  the  double  men,  whose  names  are  common  and 

21st  May  1853.     fi|,nnliar— "  Brown,'' "  Smith,"  and  "Jones,"  and  that  sort  of  thing— who  might  be  unknown 

to  you,  whose  business  it  was  to  strike  them  out  ? — But  I  have  already  ^ted  I  had  the 

register,  where  the  residences  of  the  voters  were  placed  in  manuscript. 

9295.  Who  made  that  out  ? — I  think  I  had  the  information  from  Maurice  Saunders ; 
I  know  I  did. 

9296.  Did  he  give  you  the  manuscript,  or  did  you  make  it  out  ? — I  think  it  is  in  his 
own  handwriting.  * 

9297.  Do  you  say  the  canvass  books  were  destroyed  from  day  to  day  ? — ^Yes ;  and  fresh 
ones  made  out  every  morning. 

9298.  What  did  you  destroy  them  from  day  to  day  for  ? — There  was  no  object  in 
keeping  them ;  the  information  being  recorded  in  that  book,  there  was  no  ftirther  use 
for  them ;  it  was  only  accumulating  useless  paper. 

9299.  The  canvass  books  would  not  have  been  completed  every  day,  and  there  would 
be  plenty  of  room  left ;  they  might  have  been  used  again  ? — They  were  not  so  used ;  there 
were  fresh  books  every  day. 

9300.  Was  there  not  some  other  reason  besides  that  for  issuing  fi^sh  canvass  books 
every  morning  ? — No ;  they  are  merely  street  canvass-books ;  I  know  of  no  other  reason. 

9301.  These  canvass  books,  I  suppose,  contain  several  pages? — Several  sheets.  In  a 
penny  memorandum  book  they  might  contain  eight  or  ten  pages,  not  more. 

9302.  They  were  not  filled  up  ?— Oh,  no. 

9308.  Can  you  give  no  other  reason  than  that  for  destroying  the  canvass  books  every 
day  ? — No,  I  really  cannot ;  except  that  they  were  useless  paper. 

9304.  The  canvasser,  when  he  went  out  the  next  morning,  was  left  to  his  mere  recol- 
lection of  whether  he  had  been  in  a  house  before  or  not  ? — He  was  supplied  with  a  fresh 
canvass  book. 

9305.  He  had  nothing  to  turn  to,  to  see  whether  he  had  been  in  the  house,  or  what 
sort  of  answer  he  had  got  from  the  voter  ;  that  was  left  to  his  recollection ;  he  could  not 
carry  that  large  book  about  him  ? — He  might  carry  a  small  book. 

9306.  Not  the  small  book  of  the  previous  day  ? — No ;  but  any  memorandum  that 
could  be  of  service  to  the  canvasser  on  the  second  day,  was  placed  in  it,  as  a  remark,  if 
any  particidar  person  was  to  call  and  see  him,  or  any  gentleman  required  to  see  a  parti- 
cular voter,  whose  name  was  opposite. 

9307.  Did  you  copy  out  every  morning  into  a  fr^h  book  what  appeared  in  the  canvass- 
book  the  day  before  ? — Yes ;  all  that  appeared  desirable,  and  would  be  of  advantage  on 
the  next  day's  canvass  was  transferred  from  the  first  book,  and  then  that  book 
destroyed. 

9308.  How  could  Maurice  Saunders  have  given  you  that  manuscript  book  ;  he  was  en- 
gaged as  a  canvassing  clerk  for  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William  Somerville  ? — Oh,  I  am 
perfectly  aware  of  that ;  it  was  no  information,  beyond  the  residence  of  the  voters. 

9309.  Did  you  not  say  it  was  done  with  a  view  to  this  contest  ? — I  saw  in  the  r^s- 
tration  book  the  residence  of  the  freemen  is  not  written ;  and  in  order  that  the  entries 
might  be  complete,  Maurice  Saunders  put  that  information  in  manuscript. 

9310.  For  you  ?— Yes,  for  me, 

9311.  That  is  for  the  reds  ? — For  the  reds ;  at  least,  it  was  for  me. 

9312.  When  did  he  do  this  ? — I  should  think  12  months  before  the  election;  a  con- 
siderable time  before  the  election. 

9313.  Do  you  not  know  a  man  may  have  a  vote  12  months  befoi-e  the  election,  and  yet 
not  have  a  vote  at  the  time  of  the  election  ? — Oh,  yes. 

9314.  How  could  the  information,  supplied  to  you  12  months  before,  be  of  the  slightest 
assistance  to  you  in  1852  ? — It  was  of  every  service. 

9315.  Let  us  imderstand.  You  say  that  this  book  was  made  up  in  this  beautiful  con- 
dition during  the  course  of  the  canvass ;  that  you  had  no  draft,  as  requiring  none,  because 
Mr.  Maurice  Saunders  had  given  you  what  I  suppose  I  may  call  his  draft,  complete,  which 
placed  you  in  entire  possession  of  the  facts  of  the  case  at  the  moment  this  book  was  being 
made  out,  so  that  you  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  correct  the  register  by  Maurice  Saunders' 
book,  and  having  corrected  it,  transferred  the  contents  into  this  book.  How  is  that 
reconcileable  by  any  man  of  common  sense  with  your  last  answer  ? — I  see  nothing  irrecon- 
cileable  in  it. 

9316.  Perhaps  you  will  recollect  more  about  it  by  the  time  we  come  again.  How  many 
canvassers  had  you  ? — I  do  not  know ;  there  were  several  parties  went  out. 

9317.  Give  us  the  names,  as  well  as  you  can  remember,  of  the  persons  who  canvassed 
in  1852? — Mr.  King  was  a  canvasser,  Mr.  Holtum,  Mr.  Delmar;  both  the  Delmars— 
James  and  William  ;  William  the  most  constant. 

9318.  Who  else  ? — I  do  not  know  of  any  more  at  this  moment  They  were  the  most 
active  men, — they  were  the  most  constant  with  the  party. 

9319.  Can  you  not  remember  the  names  of  others.  Mr.  Bligh  used  to  canvass,  did 
he  not  ? — I  do  think  he  did  much  in  my  district. 

9320.  I  am  not  asking  you  about  your  district.  Did  he  use  to  canvass  ? — I  dare  say 
he  might. 
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9321.  Was  he  one  of  those  persons  who  wa«  fiirnished  with  a  canvassing-book  ? — No,   Tha$.  W.  tolla$ 
certainly  not ;  not  by  me.  *  J. 

9322.  You  say  he  used  frequently  to  come  and  report  the  names  of  the  voters  ? — ^Yes ;     2l8t  May  1853 
he  came  in  the  evening.  ■■■■ 

9323.  Did  you  not  well  know,  when  he  reported  the  names  of  votei-s,  that  those  were 
persons  who  were  to  receive  money  ? — No. 

9324.  Come,  did  you  not  suspect  it?— Yes;  I  thought  some  might  be,  very 
probably. 

9325.  When  he  used  to  report  the  names  of  the  voters,  did  you  not  suspect  that  those 
were  parties  who  were  to  receive  money  ? — I  thought  it  higlily  probable.     Yes. 

9326.  There  were  some  other  persons,  who  when  they  reported  names  of  voters,  you 
had  a  shrewd  suspicion  they  were  voters  that  would  receive  money,  "tell  us  the  names 
of  those  persons  ? — I  should  say  both  Mr.  Vincent  and  Kelson. 

9327.  Anybody  else  ? — None  that  I  know  of. 

9328.  None  that  you  know  of? — None  that  I  know  of 

9329.  Used  Vincent  and  Kelson  come  to  the  committee-room  and  report  the  names  of 
the  voters  ? — ^Yes,  very  frequently. 

9330.  In  the  large  committee-room  ? — Yes. 

9331.  Do  you  know  a  voter  of  the  name  of  Richard  More  of  Lamb  Lane  ? — Yes,  1  do. 

9332.  Was  he  employed  as  a  messenger  at  the  last  election  for  Gipps  and  Johnston  ? — 
I  do  not  know ;  I  do  not  think  he  was. 

9333.  Used  you  to  put  down  the  names  of  persons  who  were  employed  as  messengers  ? 
— I  did  sometimes. 

9334.  Did  you  put  down  the  name  of  a  voter  of  the  name  of  Arthur  Brown  ? — No ;  I 
do  not  know  of  the  messengers  now  that  I  put  down. 

9335.  You  told  me  just  now  that  you  might  put  down  the  names  of  the  messengers 
sometimes  ? — ^Yes,  I  did  say  so  ;  but  I  beg  to  correct  that  observation.  I  do  not  think  I 
put  down  a  messenger. 

9336.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Arthur  Brown  ? — I  do  not 

9337.  Or  Albert  Brown  ?— I  do  not. 

9338.  Is  this  book  in  your  handwriting  ? — No,  it  is  in  Mr.  Assheden's  handwriting. 

9339.  There  is  a  voter  here  of  the  name  of  John  Keel  in  the  Ville  of  St.  Gregory 
Northgate  Street ;  do  you  know  him  ? — No. 

9340.  Against  his  name  is  put,  "  If  wanted,  Wilson.''  Is  that  one  of  the  cases  in 
which  Mr.  Wilson  was  to  call  upon  him  ?--I  should  think  so. 

9341.  Who  is  Mr.  Wilson  ? — I  do  not  know.   I  do  not  know  what  Wilson  that  refers  to. 

9342.  Whose  handwriting  are  the  entries  in  the  column  of  remarks  ? — I  could  tell  if  I 
saw  them. 

9343.  You  see,  "  If  wanted,  Wilson,"  there ;  tell  us  that  ? — (Tlie  wiiness  ref&ra  to  the 
book,)     I  think  it  is  Dr.  Lochee  s  ;  it  is  evidently  not  Mr.  Assheden's  handwriting. 

9344.  Is  Wilson  a  chemist  ? — I  do  not  know  the  Wilson  it  refers  to.  There  is  a 
Wilson  a  chemist. 

9345.  Was  he  on  the  committee  ? — I  think  he  was. 

9346.  Was  he  a  canvasser  ? — I  do  not  think  he  was  active  in  the  canvass. 

9347.  Was  he  employed  to  sound  the  bribery  voters  ? — Certainly  not. 

9348.  To  sound  any  class  of  voters  ? — Not,  I  should  say,  with  respect  to  bribes,  most 
decidedly. 

9349.  What  class  was  he  employed  to  s  und  ? — I  am  not  aware  he  was  employed  to 
sound  any.     I  do  not  tliink  he  was  an  active  man  on  the  canvass  at  all. 

9350.  Why  would  Wilson  be  appointed  to  see  Keel,  who  has  been  stated  by  a  former 
witness  to  have  received  a  bribe? — I  do  not  know  Keel,  nor  do  I  know  the  Wilson  that 
that  refers  to. 

9351.  Is  there  a  Wilson  who  is  a  sweep  ? — Yes,  there  is. 

9352.  Is  it  not  very  likely  that  is  the  man  ? — I  do  not  know. 

9353.  I  did  not  a^  that  ? — I  do  not  know.  Nor  do  I  know  that  Keel  was  bribed 
imtil  I  just  heard  the  Commissioner  say  so. 

9354.  Do  you  know  anybody  else  was  bribed  ?—  No  ;  I  do  not  know  of  any,  excepting 
those  I  have  heard  you  read. 

9355.  Try  and  recollect  ? — I  do  not  know  of  a  single  case. 

9356.  I  think  you  know  more  than  you  are  inclined  to  tell  us.  Perhaps  you  do  not 
call  it  bribery  unless  the  man  receives  the  money,  and  is  distinctly  told  it  is  one,  and  he 
distinctly  says,  I  accept  it  as  such  ? — Yes.  I  understand  the  meaning  of  the  word  l>ribe 
very  well 

9357.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say,  Mr.  Collard,  that  amongst  the  tradesmen  who 
supplied  the  colour  ticket  men  with  refreshments,  the  refreshment  tickets  circulated  as 
money  ? — No,  I  have  not  said  so. 

9358.  Is  that  the  fact  ? — I  have  no  doubt  about  it. 

9359.  Have  you  heard  of  them  passing  from  hand  to  hand,  just  as  pennies,  sixpences, 
and  shillings  would  pass  ? — I  hfcve  no  doubt  that  they  would  do  so. 
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Mr  James  BUah  ^^*  J^^^^*^*^  Bligh  recalled,  and  examined. 

21  t  ^^Ifi'sa  9360.  Now,  Mi\  Bligh,  you  have  heard  what  Mr.  CoUard  has  said  with  regard  to  the 

way  loop,     amount  of  money  which  was  placed  in  that  parcel  which  was  dropped  in  at  your  window, 

and  you  told  us  yesterday  that  your  little  girl  brought  it  up  to  you,  having  been  put  to 

wait  for  it ;  that  the  envelope  was  then  unbroken,  and  that  you  yourself  opened  the 

envelope  and  took  out  the  contents  ? — I  did. 

9361.  You  said  the  amount  it  contained  was  15Z.  ?— Yes. 

9362.  You  did  not  tell  us  in  what  notes  it  was? — A  101  note  and  a  5i. 

9363.  You  had  a  lOi.  note  and  a  5i.  ? — I  did  not  think.     I  know  it  waa. 

9364.  Will  you,  swear  it  contained  nothing  but  a  lOi.  and  a  5i.  ? — Upon  my  oath  I 
will  swear  it  was  only  a  lOi.  note  and  a  SI,  note  when  it  arrived  at  my  hoiue  ;  there 
might  have  been  in  it  a  greater  sum ;  but  when  it  arrived  at  my  house  it  was  only  a 
lOL  note  and  a  5L  note. 

9365.  What  is  the  age  of  your  child  ? — Fourteen  years  old. 

9366.  Was  she  present  when  you  opened  it  ? — I  do  not  think  she  was.  I  told  her  to 
put  it  down  on  the  table.     I  was  shaving,  I  think,  at  the  time. 

9367.  Was  anybody  present  ? — I  believe  Mi's.  BUgh  was. 

9368.  Can  we  see  her  ? — I  dare  say  you  can  if  she  was  sent  for. 

9369.  How  far  is  she  oflF? — Not  a  great  way;  in  King  Street. 

9370.  Let  somebody  ask  Mrs.  Bligh  to  come  here  without  loss  of  time.  I  forget  the 
name  of  the  party  to  whom  you  gave  it,  or  part  of  it  ? — White. 

9371.  White  says  he  received  14L  ? — Yes. 

9372.  Did  you  break  the  lOi.  and  6Z.  ?— Yes. 

9373.  Where  did  you  break  it  ? — I  broke  it  at  the  bank,  I  consider  ;  I  cannot  swear  I 
did  ;  but  I  believe  I  did. 

9374.  Which  bank  ? — At  the  Canterbury  bank ;  they  were  Canterbury  bank  note& 

9375.  Do  you  know  the  numbers  ? — No,  I  do  not ;  I  did  not  take  that  notice. 

9376.  You  are  quite  clear  you  broke  it  at  the  bank  ? — Yes,  I  believe  I  did. 

9377.  Why  did  you  break  it  ? — The  day  after  I  received  it. 

9378.  Why  ? — Why  because  I  wanted  to  take  my  sovereign  out  of  it  that  I  had  lent 
tie  man  to  go  to  Ashford ;  my  arrangement  with  the  man  was  1 5i. 

9379.  What  did  you  break  ?~Why  the  \0l.  and  the  5Z.  note. 
9880.  Did  you  break  them  both  ?— Yes. 

9381.  Why  ?  5Z.  would  have  been  quite  enough  to  have  broken  ? — No. 

9382.  j^'lO  and  four  sovereigns  would  have  been  fourteen  sovereigns.  Why  did  you 
break  both  the  notes  ? — I  could  not  without  I  got  them  both  changed ;  I  could  not  give 
him  fourteen  sovereigns. 

9383.  jf  14  would  have  been  quite  enough ;  that  lOi.  note  and  the  four  sovereigns  \ — 
How  could  I  do  that  without  breaking  the  5?.  note  ? 

9384.  You  could  have  done  it  without  breaking  both  the  notes  ? — I  might ;  but  that 
was  the  caa«,  I  did  change  them. 

9385.  But  if  it  had  been  a  20i.  note  and  a  lOJ.  then  you  would  have  had  to  break 
both  the  notes  ? — ^Yes,  if  I  had  changed  the  10/.  note,  and  I  wanted  four  more  sovereigns, 
and  I  had  not  got  fo\ir  more  sovereigns  in  my  pocket. 

9386.  If  you  had  changed  the  51,  you  would  have  had  14i.  to  give  him  ? — So  I  should. 

9387.  And  you  would  have  saved  your  sovereign  ? — Yes. 

9388.  But  if  the  notes  were  a  lOi.  and  a  20?.,  to  give  him  14Z.  you  must  have  broken 
them  both  ?— Yes. 

9389.  Now  upon  your  oath  did  it  not  contain  a  lOi.  and  a  20i.  note  ? — No,  it  did  not. 

9390.  Why  did  you  want  to  give  him  fourteen  sovereigns  ? — With  such  a  transaction 
as  that  I  should  say  sovereigns  were  a  good  deal  better  than  giving  a  man  notea 

9391.  To  prevent  its  being  traced? — Yes. 

9892.  Where  did  you  get  the  fourteen  sovereigns  ? — At  the  bank. 

9393.  At  the  Canterbury  bank  ? — ^At  the  Canterbury  bank. 

9394.  The  day  after  it  was  paid  to  you  ? — The  day  after  it  was  paid  me. 

9395.  What  day  was  that  ? — I  think  it  was  on  the  nomination  day,  in  the  morning. 

9396.  That  it  was  paid  to  you  ? — No,  I  received  it  the  day  before.  I  will  not  swear 
to  that. 

9397.  How  many  notes  did  you  change  at  the  bank  or  anywhere  in  the  course  of  that 
week  ? — ^Two. 

9398.  In  the  course  of  that  week  ? — Yes. 

9399.  You  will  swear  during  that  week  you  only  changed  two  notes  ? — I  wilL 

9400.  How  many  notes  have  you  changed  since  ? — Oh,  a  good  many. 

9401.  Have  you  changed  a  20/.  and  a  10/.  note  since  ? — I  dare  say  I  have. 

9402.  Was  there  any  arrangement  between  White  and  you  as  to  how  much  of  the  14/. 
he  was  to  keep  for  liiiuself  ? — No. 

9403.  You  said  just  now,  in  answer  to  the  Chief  Commissioner,  that  you  will  take 
your  oath  that  at  the  time  it  nnujlied  your  hands  there  were  only  a  10/.  note  and  a 
6/.  note  in  the  envelope  ? — I  did. 

9404.  What  did  you  mean  by  saying  when  it  reached  your  liands  ? — Because  it  went 
through  three  before  it  came  to  mine. 
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9405.  Now  tell  me  at  once.     Have  you  any  reason  to  suspect  that  it  liad  been  altered    Mr,  Jame$  BUgh. 
before  you  actually  touched  it  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  I  have  got  reasons  to  suspect.    .  -— ^ 

I  know  if  there  were  30/.  put  in  them  it  was  altered.  2l8t  May  1853. 

9406.  Whom  do  you  suspect  of  having  altered  it  ? — I  cannot  say.  *  __— .  . 

9407.  Do  you  suspect  it  was  done  in  your  house.  Come? — No,  I  wiU  swear  it  was 
noi 

9408.  Do  you  suspect  it  was  done  out  of  your  house  ? — If  it  was  done  at  all,  and  it 
was  not  done  in  my  hou^e. 

9409.  You  have  heard  the  money  was  put  in  an  envelope  in  the  committee-room  ? — 
Yes. 

9410.  And  then  Mr.  Assheden  takes  it  and  drops  it  in  your  window  ? — Yes. 

9411.  Do  you  believe  30/.  were  put  in  the  envelope?— I  cannot  say  about  thai  I 
know  it  did  not  come  to  me,  that  is  all  I  know  about  it ;  that  I  am  positive  of.  I  told 
Mr.  Ward  of  it  the  same  night  that  J  received  it,  and  Mr.  Ward  asked  me  whether  I  had 
received  that,  and  I  told  him  yes.     I  told  him,  "  Yes,  15/." 

9412.  Are  you  sure  you  told  him  you  had  received  15/.  ? — I  am  confident  of  it,  and 
after  I  told  him  that  he  said,  "  Yes ;  but  there  will  be  more  by  and  by ;  but  there  is 
Vincent  and  Kelson  wants  some."     That  was  the  answer. 


Mr.  Henry  Waud  recalled,  and  examined.  Mr.  Henry  Ward* 


9413.  You  have  heard  what  the  witness  Bligh  has  said  ? — Yes,  I  have  heard  it. 

9414.  Did  Bligh  represent  to  you  that  he  had  received  15/1  ?— Certainly  not.     Not  a 
word. 

9415.  I  understood  you  to  say  yesterday  that  to  the  best  of  your  recollection  30/. 
were  put  in  the  envelope  ?— Yes.  I  must  explain  to  you.  When  the  conversation  took 
place  yesterday  between  me  and  Mr.  Bligh,  Mr.  BUgh  had  made  no  arrangement  as 
regarded  the  number  of  voters,  nor  what  sum  he  was  going  to  pay.  Mr.  Bligh  never 
told  me  15i  was  the  sum  required  ;  but  in  the  course  of  conversation  I  elicited  from  him 
that  the  maximum  of  such  sum  wanted  for  such  purpose  was  30/.  I  told  Mr.  White 
CoUard  the  amoimt  which  was  supposed  to  be  required  for  that  service,  with  a  distinct 
understanding  between  me  and  Mr.  Bligh  that  if  the  sum  taken  waa  more  than  what  was 
required  it  would  be  returned  to  those  who  were  entitled  to  it.  When  Mr.  Thomas 
While  Collard  came  in  from  the  committee-room  he  showed  me  some  notes,  I  never 
counted  them,  and  I  never  took  them  into  my  possession.  I  did  not  know  how  much 
they  were,  but  I  imderstood  it  was  30/.  Mr.  Collard  had  put  in,— 30/.  in  notes.  The  notes 
were  put  in  an  envelope,  and  sealed  with  red  wax  ;  it  laid  on  the  table  in  the  room  close 
adjoining  the  committee-room.  Mr.  CoUard  went  and  caUed  Mr.  Assheden  out  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  thia  letter.  Now  this  envelope  laying  on  the  table  with,  as  I  presumed, 
30/.,  which  I  supposed  was  then  sealed,  I  must  have  been  an  exceeding  adept  in  legerde- 
main to  have  had  the  opportunity  of  extracting  that. 

9416.  There  is  no  suspicion  against  you  ? — I  hope  not 

9417.  We  must  ascertain  what  became  of  it  ? — I  do  not  know  the  amount ;  I  only  pre- 
sumed it  was  30/.     I  presume  Mr.  Collard  put  it  in,  and  I  know  Mr.  Assheden  dropped  it. 

9418.  Do  you  remember  how  many  notes  there  were  ? — I  do  not. 

9419.  Do  you  think  there  were  more  than  two  notes? — I  do  not  know.  I  did  not 
observe.  They  were  doubled  up  and  put  in ;  in  fact,  through  the  el^ion,  from  the 
beginning  to  the  end,  I  studiously  avoided  having  anything  to  do  with  money  mattera 

9420.  Had  you  any  notes  of  the  Canterbury  bank  in  your  pocket  at  that  time,  do  you 
know  ? — Certamly  not. 

9421.  You  would  have  had  some  difticidty  to  have  changed  a  lOi  and  20/.  into  a  lOi 
and  5/.  ?^I  must  have  been  uncommon  quick  to  have  done  it. 


Mr.  James  Blioh  again  examined.  Mr.  J.  BUgK 

9422.  Is  there  a  bank  called  the  Canterbury  bank  ?— Yes. 

9423.  And  they  were  notes  of  the  bank  ? — ^Yes. 

9424.  And  you  say  that  since  then  you  have  broken  a  20/.  and  a  lOt  note  of  that 
bank  ? — I  wiU  not  be  positive  whether  I  have  because  I  keep  a  banking  account  there ; 
but  if  money  comes  in,  perhaps  I  have  taken  it  there,  or  I  have  got  change  for  it. 

9425.  I  suppose  you  have  no  manner  of  objection,  as  your  character  is  concerned,  that  /. 
the  Canterbury  bank  shall  give  the  fuUest  information  to  anybody  who  chooses  to  take 
the  trouble  and  inquire  how  many  20/.  and  10/.  notes  you  have  paid  in  or  changed  ther« 
since  that  period  ? — No  objection  whatever. 
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Mr.  T.  W*  CoUard.  ^^*-  Thomas  White  Collard  again  examined. 

2Ui  May  1853.         9426.  Mr.  Ward  states  that  after  you  had  some  conversation  with  him  about  this  30f 
^,«__^       you  went  out  of  the  committee-room,  and  were  gone  a  short  time,  and  came  back  with 
the  money.     Where  did  you  go  to  ? — I  do  not  think  the  conversation  took  place  in  the 
committee -room. 

9427.  In  some  room ;  what  room  was  it  in  which  you  had  the  conversation  with 
Mr.  Ward  ? — I  cannot  say. 

9428.  After  you  had  had  the  conversation  with  him  respecting  the  30Z.,  is  it  correct 
that  you  went  out  of  the  room,  wherever  it  was  ? — No,  I  think  not.  I  think  the  conver- 
sation took  place  in  the  room. 

9429.  Did  you  go  out  of  the  room  after  the  conversation  ?— Not  until  the  packet  was 
sealed.      I  heard  Mr.  Ward  state  the  packet  was  sealed.     My  impression  is,  it  was  not 

9430.  Did  you  go  out  of  the  room  between  the  conversation  that  you  had  with 
Mr.  Ward  about  the  301.  and  the  time  of  putting  the  notes  into  the  envelope  ? — No,  I 
think  not. 

9431.  Are  you  sure  you  did  not  ?— Yes,  I  feel  sure,  quite  sure,  that  I  did  not. 

9432.  Had  you  this  money  about  you  then  ? — Yes,  in  my  pocket. 

9433.  Was  that  all  you  had  in  your  pocket  at  the  time  ?— I  cannot  say  that,  but  I 
received  this  money  from  Mr.  Coare  Kingsford. 

9434.  In  what  sums  did  you  receive  money  from  Mr.  Coare  Kingsford  ? — In  one  sum 
of  50L,  in  an  envelope. 

9435.  A  501.  note  ?-— No,  I  cannot  say  the  numbers  of  the  notes,  whether  20i  or  lOZ. 
notes.  To  the  best  of  my  belief  it  was  20/.  and  10/.  notes  put  into  the  envelope  ;  but  I 
have  stated  before  I  could  not  positively  swear  it.  I  did  not  think  I  should  be  called  upon. 
I  thought  I  had  taken  every  precaution.  Mr.  Ward  asked  me  for  30/.,  and  I  gave  him 
the  money.  I  never  heard  any  other  sum  mentioned.  I  was  never  asked  for  any 
other  sum. 

9436.  The  money  you  put  into  the  envelope  only  formed  a  portion  of  the  money  which 
you  received  from  Mr.  Coare  Kingsford,  but  a  portion  of  the  actual  notes  that  you  had 
received  ?— I  beUeve  so. 

9437.  Had  you  at  that  time  a  20i  note  about  you  of  your  own,  that  you  had  not 
received  from  Mr.  Coare  Kingsford  ?  —  I  should  say  not. 

9438.  Had  you  a  10/.  of  your  own  ? — I  cannot  say  that. 

9439.  With  respect  to  the  20/.,  can  you  speak  with  tolerable  certainty  ?— I  tliiuk  I  can. 


Mr.  J.  BiwJL  ^^'  J-^MES  BUGH  again  examined. 

'  9440.  You  did  not  tell  us  on  Saturday  anytliing  about  deducting  the  sovereign  ? — Yes,  I 

did. 

9441.  Was  the  envelope  sealed  when  you  had  it  ?— I  believe  it  was. 

9442.  Have  you  stated  to  anybody  it  was  not  sealed  ? — I  do  not  think  I  have. 

9443.  Have  you  never  stated  that  was  yom*  impression  ? — No,  I  do  not  think  I  have 
stated  that. 

9444.  You  must  know  whether  you  have  stated  it  or  not  ? — I  do  not  think  I  have ; 
but  I  cannot  swear  it  was  sealed.     There  was  no  seal  upon  it. 

9445.  Sealing-wax,  or  impression  of  a  seal  ? — Sealing-wax  ? 

9446.  What  was  there  then  ? — It  was  an  envelope  itself. 

9447.  An  adliesive envelope?— Yes. 

9448.  It  has  been  stated  it  was  sealed  with  sealing-wax  ? — I  have  stated  it  was  not. 
(Mr.  Collard.)  I  think  it  was  adhesive. 

9449.  (To  Mr,  Biigh.)  When  you  opened  the  envelope  had  you  to  break  it  ? — It  did 
not  want  much  breaking. 

9450.  It  was  loose  ?— Yes. 

9451.  Was  it  wet? — No, it  was  not  wet,  not  to  ray  remembrance. 
-       -          9452.  Did  it  open  easily  ? — Yes,  easily. 

9453.  Could  you  have  re-sealed  it,  do  you  think  ;  it  was  not  torn  at  all  ? — It  was  not 
torn. 


Mr  jP.  fF.  CoUard.  ^^*  Thomas  White  Collard  again  examined. 


9454.  I  imderstood  you  to  state,  Mr.  Collard,  that  it  was  an  adhesive  envelope  ? — Yes, 
I  have  so  stated  and  I  think  so  now.  Has  the  Chief  Commissioner  any  objection  to  ask 
Mr.  Ward  whether  he  knows  what  notes  they  were  ? 

9455.  We  have  asked  hiin,  and  he  does  not  know  ? — Whether  they  were  Canterbury  or 
Bank  of  England  notes? 

9456.  What  is  your  impression  ? — I  do  not  know ;  I  cannot  say. 
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9457.  As  you  received  the  money  from  Mr.  Kingsford,  Mr.  Kingsford  can  tell  us?—  Hr.W.  QMard. 
I  will  endeavour  to  ascertain.  ' 

9458.  Why  do  you  wish  us  to  ask  Mr.  Ward  whether  he  is  sure  they  were  not  Bank  2l8t  May  1853. 
of  England  notes  ? — Because  I  heard  Mr.  Ward  state  one  was  a  Bank  of  England  note.  .  


Mr.  Henry  Ward  again  examined.  j^^^  ^^  Ward* 

9459.  Is  that  so  ?— Yes.  

9460.  Which  one  was  that  ? — The  outside  one ;  they  were  wrapped  and  put  up  into  a 
wrapper. 

9461.  Which  was  tliat  ? — The  one  next  to  the  envelope. 

9462.  Which  was  the  outside  one  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  there  were  two  notes  or 
four ;  and  that  envelope  was  sealed  with  red  wax,  Mr.  Collard  did  it  himsel£  Mr.  Collard 
sealed  it  with  red  wax. 


Ml-.  AsHENDEN  again  examined.  Mr.  Ashenden. 

9463.  You  were  the  party  to  whom  this  envelope  was  entrusted  ? — I  was  so. 

9464.  Was  it  sealed  with  wax  or  was  it  adhesive  when  you  had  it  ? — I  am  unable  to 
say.     I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  directed  or  not. 

9465.  Did  it  leave  your  hands  until  it  was  dropped  on  the  chair  in  Mr.  Bligh's  room  ? 
— It  did  not. 

9466.  Did  you  open  it  ? — I  did  not. 

9467.  Did  anybody  open  it  in  your  presence  after  it  had  been  given  into  your  charge  ? 
— They  did  not ;  it  did  not  leave  me  after  I  once  took  it  until  I  left  it  at  Bligh's  house. 

9468.  Had  it  been  opened  while  in  your  presence,  but  before  it  was  given  into  your 
charge  ? — Certainly  not. 

9469.  Was  it  sealed  or  fastened  in  your  presence  ? — It  was  not ;  neither. 

9470.  You  were  not  there  when  it  was  closed  ?--No. 

9471.  Do  you  remember  whether  it  was  a  sealed  envelope  that  you  delivered  ? — No. 


Mrs.  Bligh  sworn  and  examined.  Mrs.  BUgh. 

9472.  You  are  the  wife  of  James  Bligh  ? — Yes.  — — 

9473.  Do  you  remember  the  last  election  for  the  members  for  this  city  ? — Yes. 

9474.  1852?— Yes. 

9475.  Were  you  present  in  a  room  in  your  house  where  yoiu'  husband  was  wlien  your 
little  girl  brought  up  an  envelope  with  something  in  it  ?  —Yes ;  she  brought  it  out  in  the 
back  room  to  him. 

9476.  Were  you  present  ? — Yes,  I  was. 

9477.  Did  you  see  it  opened  ? — I  did. 

9478.  What  did  it  contain?— -A  lOi.  note  and  a  qI 

9479.  What  notes  were  they  ? — A  lOL  note  and  a  bl. 

9480.  Were  they  Canterbury  notes  ?  —Yes. 

9481.  Was  the  envelope  sealed  ? — I  cannot  say. 

9482.  Who  broke  it  open  ?— Mr.  Bligh  did. 

9483.  Did  you  open  it  when  it  came  through  the  window  ? — Me  !  No,  I  did  not. 

9484.  Are  you  sure  it  did  not  open  in  dropping  from  the  window  ? — I  do  not  know. 
My  daughter  brought  it  out  to  Mr.  Bligh,  and  gave  it  to  him,  and  it  was  opened  in  my 
presence  in  tlie  front  room. 

9485.  Was  there  a  seal  upon  it  ? — I  do  not  know. 

9486.  Are  you  sure  that  it  did  not  open  as  it  fell  ? — 1  cannot  say  that  I  am  sure ;  I  did  /  -  - 
not  see  anything. 

9487.  Did  you  take  it  up,  or  your  little  girl  ? — My  little  girl  took  it  up. 

9488.  Did  she  give  it  to  you  first  of  all  ? — No ;  she  gave  it  to  her  father. 

9489.  Did  she  show  it  to  you  ?— No. 

9490.  Were  you  with  her  or  with  Mr.  Bligh  ? — I  was  upstairs. 

9491.  You  were  not  there  at  all  ? — Not  till  she  called  me  down,  and  said,  "  There  was 
a  note ;"  and  I  said,  "  Give  it  to  your  father  ; "  and  I  came  down  directly. 

9492.  Had  the  envelope  been  opened  before  you  came  down  ? — Oh  no ;  not  that  I 

know  of.  .  .      .  ™    .  . 

9493.  Did  you  see  it  closed  ?— I  saw  not  wliere  it  was  sealed  ;  the  front  part  of  it. 

9494.  When  you  came  down  how  long  was  it  after  your  little  girl  told  you  there  was 
a  note  ? — Directly,  because  I  heard  the  do€r  open,  and  she  called  "  Mother/' 

9496.  The  house  door  ?— No,  no. 

9496.  What  door  ? — ^The  back-room  door,  where  we  live. 
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294    KVIDENOK  taken  befoee  COMMISSIONERS  ApponmsD  to  mQUijtB  into 

Mr$,  BUgh»  9497.  When  you  came  down  were  the  bank  notes  on  the  table  ?— No  ;  Mr.  BUgh 

i — i—  opened  the  note. 

2l8iMa7  1853.    '     9498.  Did  you  see  him  ?— Yes,  I  did. 

-  -: ^ —  9499.  And  what  was  the  observation  you  made  when  you  saw  the  notes  ? — He  said, 

"  This  is  little  enough." 

9500.  Did  you  Imow  what  it  was  for  ? — I  supposed  it  was  for  the  purpose  that  many 
others  have  been  made  use  of  for.  T 

.    .  9501.  Did  he  say  "It  was  not  as  much  as  he  expected?" — I  do  not  recollect  that 

whether  he  did  or  not. 

9502.  Were  his  words  such  as  to  leave  an  impression  on  your  mind  that  he  expected 
more  than  15?.  ? — No,  I  do  not  know  that  he  knew  what  he  was  going  to  have. 

9503.  Had  he  never  told  you  now  that  he  expected  money  ? — I  heard  him  say  to  his 
daughter  that  there  would  be  a  note  come. 

9504.  With  money  in  it?— He  did  not  say  what. 

9505.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  he  expected  money  ? — No. 

9506.  WiU  you  swear,  Mrs.  Bligh,  you  did  not  know  when  you  came  downstairs  that 
it  was  money  you  were  going  to  see  taken  out  of  the  note  ? — I  suspected  such  a  thing ; 
that  it  might  be. 

9507.  Who  was  it  came  after  you  just  now  ? — This  person.     {Referring  to  the  mes- 
•          aenger  of  the  court.) 

9508.  Did  they  tell  you  what  you  were  wanted  for  ? — To  come  to  court. 

9509.  Did  they  tell  you  what  for  ? — No  ;  I  was  wanted  directly. 

9510.  Did  they  tell  you  what  your  husband  had  been  saying  ?—  No. 

9511.  Has  nobody  told  you  that? — I  have  only  heard  from  what  Mr.  Bligh  has  tdd 
me  himself 

9512.  Did  Mr.  Bligh  tell  you  ? — Yesterday  afternoon  when  he  came  home. 

9513.  Mr.  Bligh  told  you  yesterday  afternoon  he  had  said  in  court  there  was  151,  ? — 
Yes. 

9514.  And  did  he  ask  you  if  you  remembered  it  ? — I  did  remember  it. 

9515.  Did  he  ask  you  if  you  remembered  it? — No,  he  did  not,  because  I  did 
remember  it. 

9516.  Now  do  you  mean  to  swear,  Mrs.  Bligh,  that  Mr.  Bligh  had  not  received  the 
note  before  you  came  downstairs  ? — He  did  not  receive  it,  because  I  saw  the  note  first ; 
she  was  standing  in  the  middle  of  the  room,  and  took  it  to  her  father. 

9517.  Did  you  not  tell  me  just  now  that  when  you  were  upstairs  she  called  to  you 
and  said  "  There  is  a  note  for  father,"  and  you  said  "  Give  it  to  him ;"  and  she  did  take 
and  give  it  to  him  ? — In  my  presence  she  gave  it  to  him. 

95 J 8.  Did  she  wait  until  you  came  downstairs? — I  was  coming  down  ;  for  I  heard 
the  door  open,  and  I  was  coming  down  at  the  time.  I  was  up  about  my  domestic 
work. 

9519.  You  said,  "  Take  and  give  it  to  him  ? " — I  came  directly.     I  was  coming  down. 

9520.  Did  you  take  up  the  notes  and  look  at  them  ? — I  saw  them  in  Mr.  Bligh's  hand. 
I  was  round  side  him. 

9521.  You  looked  at  them  ?— Yes. 

9522.  On  your  oath  was  one  of  them  a  Bank  of  England  note  ? — No,  a  Canterbury 
note. 

9523.  Not  one  a  Bank  of  England  ? — No,  a  Canterbiny  note ;  to  the  best  of  my 
knewledge  they  were  Canterbury  notea 

9524.  Did  you  remember  that  they  were  Canterbury  notes  when  your  husband 
yesterday  told  you  what  he  said  in  coiu^  ? — ^Yes. 

9525.  At  once?— Yes. 

9526.  Did  he  ask  you  whether  they  were  Canterbury  notes  or  not  ? — No,  he  did  not. 
I  took  that  notice,  and  saw  they  were  Canterbury  notes. 


Mr.  Jamet  BUgh.  Mr.  Jahes  Bligh  again  examined. 

9527.  Have  you  anjrthing  more  to  say  ? — ^One  more  word.  I  believe,  I  do  not  know 
whether  Mr.  Pout  would  recollect  it,  but  the  very  next  day  I  told  Mr.  Pout  the  simil  had 
received  from  Mr.  Ward. 

9528.  Just  now  you  said  you  told  Mr.  Ward  ? — ^Yes ;  but  I  told  Mr.  Pout  as  weU. 


Mr  .John  Arts.  Mr.  John  Aris  again  examined. 


9529.  Have  you  any  papers  to  put  in  ? — These  are  the  election  papers  of  1847. 

9530.  Of  tiie  blue  side  ? — Yes.  (  They  were  hcmded  m  and  murked  35.)  The  elect^n 
papers  for  1852  I  hand  in.  ( They  were  hmided  in  amd  ma/rhed  86.)  Briefi  and  papers 
connected  with  and  in  support  of  the  election  petition  of  1862.    (2%ey  were  hcmded  m 
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tHE  EXISTENCE  OF  BRIBERY  in  the  CITY  of  CANTERBURY.         ^6 

<md  marked  37.)     The  poU  books  from  1830  to   1852.     (They  were  handed  in  amd  Mr  John  A^^ 

ma/rked  38.)  -   '  ^^ 

9531.  Have  you  found  any  application  for  colour  tickets  in  the  year  1850  ?— No,  I  have  ^Ist  May  1853, 

not     I  never  recollect  seeing  any  in  1850.     There  in  a  bundle  of  1852,  which  I  produce.        ■.. 

Adjourned  to  the  Great  Hall  of  Pleaa  on  Tuesday  the  24th  of  May,  at  11  o'clock. 


Eighth  Day. —Friday,  24th  June  1853. 
Richard  Pilcher  recalled  and  examined.  Siehard  JPUeher 

9532.  You  told  us  when  we  were  last  here,  that  you  had  given  some  accounts  to    24th  June  1853 
Mr.  Rutter  ? — I  did.  «__.«_^  ' 

9533.  And  you  also  gave  us  the  names  of  certain  parties  to  whom  you  had  paid  money 
for  their  votes  ? — I  did. 

9534.  In  going  through  those  accounts  you  rendered  to  Mr.  Rutter  we  find  some  names 
not  mentioned  by  you  ;  perhaps  you  will  explain  that.  With  reference  to  the  election  of 
1847,  here  is  a  man  of  the  name  of  George  Barber,  1/. ;  did  you  pay  him  anything  ? — Yes  ; 
I  recollect  going  to  Barber  with  a  gentleman  whose  name  I  cannot  call  to  mind  at  this 
moment,  and  he  said  there  was  a  back  account  of  some  expenses  incurred  by  him  at  a 
fiormer  election  which  had  never  been  paid.  I  took  a  witness  with  me,  and  satisfied  that* 
witness  and  myself  that  what  he  stated  was  correct  as  for  as  regarded  that  claim.  I  said, 
if  it  is  a  just,  fidr,  and  legal  daim  you  shall  be  paid  it,  and  I  paid  him  ihe  It  I  believe 
the  man  voted  quite  opposite  to  our  party. 

9535.  Who  was  the  money  owing  by  ? — It  was  owing  to  him  he  said  by  the  blue  party, 
in  consequence  of  expenses  incurred  at  a  previous  election ;  certain  things  he  had  not  been 
paid  for  ;  in  short,  he  made  a  claim  which  he  said  was  justly  due  to  him. 

9536.  Was  it  due  to  him  from  the  Marchioness  of  Conyngham  or  Ijord  Albert 
Conyngham  ? — No  ;  from  a  former  election. 

9536  a.  You  paid  him  because  it  was  due  from  the  blue  party  ?— Yes,  certainly. 

9537.  That  was  to  induce  him  to  vote  ?— He  did  not  vote  for  us. 

9538.  It  was  to  induce  him  to  vote  ? — Probably  that  had  something  to  do  with  it. 
I  did  not  make  it  a  bargain. 

9539.  That  had  everything  to  do  with  it,  as  fer  as  you  were  concerned  ? — It  woiild  have 
a  certain  influence. 

9540.  If  there  had  been  no  election  you  would  not  have  paid  it? — I  do  not  think 
I  should. 

9541.  Then  there  is  Edward  Keeler,  who  had  some  travelling  expenses  from  London 
and  back  ? — Yes.  I  remember  the  circmnstance  perfectly  well.  Keeler  arrived,  I  think, 
about  two  or  three  o'clock  in  the  day,  and  he  was  anxious  to  vote.  He  had  been  a  bank- 
rupt in  Canterbury  once  or  twice.  He  came  forwai'd  to  vote  without  solicitation,  to  the  best 
of  my  recollection.  It  was  about  two  or  three  o'clock.  I  saw  him  at  the  comer  of  the 
Guildhall-street,  and  he  said  he  had  come  down  to  vote.  I  said,  I  am  much  obliged  to 
you ;  and  after  he  had  voted,  bearing  in  mind  the  expenses  he  had  incurred  in  coming  fix)m 
London,  and  also  his  poverty,  I  thmk  I  gave  him  51.  out  of  consideration  of  his  poverty, 
combined  with  his  expenses. 

9542.  I  suppose  his  vote  was  one  small  element  ? — Decidedly. 

9543.  Put  it  for  his  expenses,  his  poverty,  and  his  vote  he  had  51,  ? — That  is  the  feeling 
on  which  I  acted. 

9544.  Had  you  come  to  any  understandiog  with  Keeler  before  he  voted  ? — I  have  no 
recollection  of  anything  of  the  sort. 

9545.  How  soon  after  he  delivered  his  vote  did  you  give  him  the  money  ^--I  think  in 
tbe  evening  he  came  down  from  London,  and  arrived  in  the  middle  of  the  day,  to  the  best 
of  my  recollection.     There  was  no  previous  understanding  at  all. 

9546.  These  things  are  very  often  done  and  not  a  word  passes  ? — I  know  I  was  liberal 
towards  him,  but  it  was  not  to  influence  his  vote  at  all.  I  knew  Keeler  for  years ;  a  very 
generous,  good  sort  of  man. 

9547.  Keeler  always  voted  on  the  blue  side  ? — No ;  always  the  other  way.  He  came  as 
a  volunteer. 

9548.  Had  he  always  voted  on  the  blue  side  ? — ^No ;  quite  the  contrary  ;  with  the  Beds. 

9549.  I  suppose  that  circumstance  of  his  having  voted  for  the  Reds  rather  increased 
the  liberality  ? — I  do  not  think  so ;  I  sympathized  with  the  poor  man. 

9550.  James  Sheath  ;  I  see  him  down  for  li.  ? — Yes  ;  another  poor,  imfortunate  man. 

9551.  He  is  a  miller  ? — No  ;  he  is  a  little  farmer  ;  a  man  who  once  possessed  3,000t., 
and  I  am  afraid  now  he  does  not  possess  as  many  farthings.  He  came  into  Canterbury^ 
and  after  he  had  voted  we  were  on  the  terrace.  I  went  with  him  to  the  poll ;  he  would 
not  go  to  the  poll  with  any  one  but  myself.  We  were  on  the  terrace ;  he  said,  "  Pilcher, 
''  I  am  a  very  poor  man  ;  I  have  come  forward  to  vote  entirely  at  my  own  expense ;  I 
"  hope  you  .will  consider  my  circumstances  when  you  are  paying  me  my  exj^nses."    I 
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Bkkard  JPilcher.   said,  "  There  Is  a  legal  charge  for  these  things."     There  was  a  great  deal  of  pleading  on 

the  score  of  poverty,  and  I  recollect  giving  him  1?.  on  the  terrace  openly. 

24th  June  1853.         9552,  Was  that  after  he  had  voted?— After  he  had  voted. 

'  9553.  I  thought  you  said  he  was  going  to  vote  ?— No  ;  it  was  after  he  had  voted  ;  he 

turned  up  the  terrace,  and  I  gave  it  him  under  the  windows  in  the  public  streets,  about 
three  or  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  ;  it  was  on  the  score  of  poverty  ;  indeed,  I  have  a 
note  in  my  pocket  from  him  now,  pleading  poverty,  and  asking  for  assistance. 

9554.  Smitlison,  four  tickets,  2i,  ? — That  is  Sraithson  of  Kingston  ;  they  are  four  colour 
tickets,  I  presume. 

9555.  Why  did  you  not  give  him  2/.  instead  of  tickets?— I  cannot  say;  he  had 
relations. 

9556.  Had  you  the  payment  of  the  tickets  that  year  ? — No. 

9557.  Then  there  appears  this,  "  cash  out  of  pocket  ?" — Is  that  Burch's  account  ? 

9558.  These  are  your  own  accounts,  given  to  Mr.  Rutter  ? — Copies  ? 

9559.  No  ;  the  originals.  Look  at  them.  {They  were  handed  to  the  witness.)  Mr.  Rutter 
gave  us  those  ? — These  are  my  accounts  to  Mr.  Rutter ;  that  is  right. 

9560.  I  am  examining  you  on  your  own  accounts? — These  are  my  figures,  and 
Mr.  Rutter's  also.. 

9561.  Look  at  the  next  page  ?— By-the-by,  I  see  Keeler  had  only  308.  ;  I  thought  he 
had  5Z.  That  you  allude  to  as  Smith,  four  tickets,  I  cannot  account  for  the  extra  two 
tickets.  ]  t  came  across  my  mind  that  he  said  something  about  boys  ;  I  cannot  speak  to 
that ;  I  cannot  account  for  those  extra  two  tickets  ;  I  see  four  ticketa 

9562.  Then  there  is  one  man,  "  say  U.  lbs,"  in  the  previous  page  of  your  account?— It 
is  another  account,  I  suppose ;  altogether  it  is  18^.  15s. ;  that  is  some  payinents,  I  do  not 
know  for  what.     I  rendered  an  account  of  every  farthing  I  paid. 

9563.  This  is  what  I  mean,  "  R  Beard,  say  \L  \o8.  ?" — I  think  there  was  a  Beard  erne 
up  from  Heme  Bay  ;  I  did  not  see  him.  I  suppose  Mr.  Rutter  may  have  said  something 
to  me  that  he  was  unpaid,  and  that  was  a  sort  of  contingency  to  be  kept  back  to  be  paid. 

9564.  For  what  ? — For  his  expenses  in  coming  from  Heme  Bay. 

9565.  That  is  seven  miles.  It  is  rather  heavy  ?-  -It  is  very  heavy  according  to  the 
legal  charge.  We  only  gave  them  sometimes  just  the  money.  I  think  Beard,  in  his 
calcidation,  made  himself  safe. 

9566.  And  you  paid  him  that  ? — Yes,  he  must  have  had  it. 

9567.  I  see  a  note.  "  Dear,  Sir, — Pray,  give  our  friend,  Mr.  Richard  Beard,  2Z.  for 
"  expenses  incurred,  and  all  will  be  right  ?" — Those  were  for  expenses  previously  incurred 
for  the  canvass  down  there. 

9568.  And  then  the  \l.  158.  was  extra? — Yes. 

9569.  That  was  for  his  vote  ? — Not  for  his  vote.  I  never  saw  the  man.  I  do  not 
know  him. 

9570.  William  Brown,  of  Barham ;  here  is  bl,  for  him ;  do  you  remember  that  ?-*-I  have 
no  recollection  of  anything  of  the  kind. 

9571.  There  is  no  date  to  that  letter  about  Beard  ?— Perhaps  not.     I  am  not  aware. 

9572.  What  makes  you  think  it  was  written  after  the  election  ? — I  supjx^se  that  1?.,  aa 
it  was  not  paid  then,  must  have  been  paid  after  the  election.  I  did  not  say  the  letter 
was  written  after  the  election.  This  William  Brown  of  Barham  bl.  perfectly  astonishes 
me.  I  do  not  recollect  I  ever  gave  the  man  more  thjm  half  a  sovereign  wlien  in  great 
distress.  He  was  constantly  pestering  me  for  something ;  but  this  bl.  I  have  not  the 
slightest  recollection  of.  I  would  not  hesitate  for  a  moment  to  avow  it.  I  have  not  the 
slightest  recollection.  He  is  a  man  that  drinks  a  good  deal ;  he  is  a  constant  pest.  This 
does  perfectly  astonish  me.  I  was  told  something  of  this  sort  would  be  put  to  me.  I 
said  I  do  not  recollect  ever  having  given  anything  beyond  a  shilling.  I  cannot  at  all 
bring  it  to  mind.  That  he  had  it  I  am  certain  must  be  the  case,  and  that  I  must  have 
given  it  him. 

9573.  You  take  credit  for  giving  it  to  him  ? — I  never  put  things  down  if  I  do  not  give 
them. 

9574.  That  is  the  reason  I  jmt  the  question.  You  take  credit  in  your  account  with 
Mr.  Rutter  for  having  given  him  bl.  ? — I  am  upon  my  oath  ;  but  if  you  were  to  put  the 
question  without  reference  to  the  paper,  I  should  say  he  never  had  a  pound. 

9575.  Looking  at  that  paper  does  it  refresh  your  recollection  ?  — Not  the  least. 

9576.  You  have  no  recollection  at  all  about  ? — Not  the  least.  I  am  satisfied  he  must 
have  had  it. 

9577.  You  are  satisfied  he  must  have  had  it,  because  you  have  confidence  in  the 
accuracy  of  your  own  accounts?— He  never  had  this  from  me.  He  had  a  brother,  and  I 
was  told  the  other  day  the  brother  used  to  manage  him.  I  wish  the  man  would  come 
and  refresh  my  memory. 

9578.  Do  you  recollect  paying  the  brother?— I  do  not. 

9579.  Whether  it  was  bl.  or  IZ. ;  was  it  for  his  vote  ? — Yes.  Not  professedly ,  I 
never  did  such  a  thing  in  my  life,  except  that  one  iustance  I  mentioned.  I  never  in  my 
life  went  forward  to  induce  a  man  to  vote  by  giving  him  money.  I  have  often  driven 
them  away.     I  have  said,  "  Do  not  talk  to  me  about  money." 

9580.  It  was  perfectly  well  understood  by  those  that  came  to  you  for  that  purpose, 
that  if  they  voted  right  you  would  be  liberal  ? — I  never  held  out  anything  of  the  sort . 
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9581.  You  were  liberal  ?  -  Not  extremely  liberal.  Richard  Richer. 

9582.  There  is  bl.  ? — That  astonishes  me  more  than  anything  I  have  come  across.  

9583.  Are  we  to  understand  that  the  system  on  your  side  was  not  to  pay  till  after  the  24th  June  1853. 
vote  was  given  ? — The  system  was  to  avoid  bribery.     Except  this  election  of  1847,  I  ■ 

never  in  my  life,  up  to  1847,  gave  a  pound  for  the  purpose  of  bribery;  that  waa  the 
exception.  We  did  not  think  of  such  a  thing  ;  we  were  always  so  confident  of  success. 
It  would  be  throwing  away  our  election  in  fact. 

9584.  In  1847  you  changed  your  mode  ? — When  Mr.  Smythe  joined  us,  and  brought 
over  certain  parties,  finding  that  the  other  parties  were  bribing,  bribery  was  taken  up  in 
our  own  defence  ;  and  until  that  period  I  never  heard  of  it  on  our  side.  We  have  been 
liberal ;  what  I  mean  is,  in  charities,  and  so  on. 

9585.  What  do  you  mean  by  we? — Our  party;  Lord  Albert  Conyngliam  ;  he  Ls  liberal 
in  his  charities ;  giving  a  trifle  in  charities,  and  so  on,  after  the  election,  but  not  to  bring 
a  man  over  to  us  that  had  a  disposition  to  vote  the  other  way. 

9586.  When  you  say  we,  do  you  mean  the  Bifiron  party,  or  the  party  generally  ? — ^The 
Liberal  party  generally. 

9587.  Up  to  1847  there  had  been  no  money  spent  in  bribery  ? — Not  what  we  considered 
bribery  ;  not  a  shilling. 

9588.  And  in  1847  you  took  it  up  in  your  own  defence? — Yes.  When  Mr.  Smytlie 
came  over  there  was  then  quite  another  system.  We  knew  it  in  an  hour  or  two  after  the 
others  commenced,  and  it  was  adopted  in  defence. 

9589.  Are  we  to  understand  that  until  1847  you  did  not  know  the  other  side  had  been 
bribing  ? — Yes. 

9590.  How  did  you  meet  them  by  liberalities  in  charities  after  the  election  waa  over  ? 
— Only  in  the  common  way.  The  bribing  in  Canterbury,  in  my  humble  opinion,  com- 
menced with  Mr.  Villiers  coming  down  here,  and  beating  Mr.  Lushington  on  the  first  day's 
election ;  and  that  was  so  mortifying,  that  a  perfect  stranger  should  come  into  Canter- 
bury. 

9591.  That  was  Frederick  Villiers  ?--Ye8, 

9592.  He  was  a  Liberal?— Tliat  was  what  induced  the  Liberals  to  bribe. 

9593.  Frederick  Villiers  beat  Lushington  ? — In  votes  on  the  fii-st  day.  In  order  to 
recover  their  lost  ground,  after  the  first  day's  polling,  we  were  told  they  went  to  all  the 
public,  houses  round,  and  stayed  up  nearly  all  the  night  to  bribe  parties  to  turn  the  scale 
the  next  day. 

9594.  That  was  in  1825  ?— In  1835.     We  never  heard  of  bribing  till  then. 

9595.  You  never  practised  it  till  1847  ? — That  is  so. 

9596.  That  is  so,  is  it  not  ?— Decidedly. 

9597.  Then,  in  1^47,  you  made  up  all  your  lee-way,  and  got  on  a  level  with  the  other 
side  ?— Just  so. 

9598.  Then  there  is  William  Henry  Stone,  of  Barham,  also  had  5?.  ? — Yes.  William 
Henry  Stone  was  very  much  afflicted  for  a  year  or  two ;  I  think  he  was  confined  to  his 
bed.  I  recollect,  when  I  canvassed  him,  he  was  obliged  to  call  for  ether,  or  that  sort  of 
thing. 

9599.  He  called  for  the  U,  note  too  ? — I  do  not  think  he  did.  I  think,  after  the  election 
some  time,  his  wife  came,  and  I  think  he  was  paid  5/.  because  others  had  been  paid  5i. ; 
not  with  a  view  to  influence  his  vote  at  that  time. 

9600.  It  was  to  supply  ether  with  ? — The  wife  said,  "  Mr.  Pilcher,  we  are  very  much 
in  debt  with  our  miller,  and  he  will  not  let  us  have  any  flour  ;  will  you  let  us  have  half  a 
sack  of  flour  T  I  remember  her  appealing  to  me  for  half  a  sack  of  flour,  and  the  5Z.  was 
given  more  on  the  score  of  charity. 

9601.  That  would  buy  a  great  many  half  sacks  or  flour,  even  before  the  repeal  of  the 
Com  Laws  ? — It  was  not  my  maxim.  I  never  went  canvassing  a  man,  saying,  "  I  Avill 
give  you  a  sovereign."  That  is  not  my  principle.  My  situation  would  have  been  in 
danger  if  I  had  committed  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  or  compromised  the  party  in  any  way. 
I  consider  my  situation  would  have  been  in  danger. 

9602.  I  suppose  you  have  heard  Alderman  Cooper's  evidence,  and  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Cooper  the  stone-mason? — I  have  not  heard  either.     I  was  only  in  court  one  day. 

9603.  You  have  heard  witnesses  state  that  bribery  in  Canterbury  is  of  more  ancient 
date  than  1835  ?— Yes,  true. 

9604.  Both  among  the  Liberals  and  Tories  ? — Yes. 

9605.  I  only  ask  you,  is  it  the  fact,  as  has  been  stated  by  some  of  the  witnesses,  that 
bribery  is  more  ancient  in  date  than  you  choose  to  say  ? — I  never  knew  a  shilling  given  in 
those  days. 

9606.  I  wish  you  to  qualify,  if  you  like,  your  evidenca  You  said  just  now,  positively, 
that  the  first  case  of  bribing  among  the  Liberals  was  in  1847  ? — Yea 

9607.  Do  I  understand  that  was  the  first  time  you  heard  of  it? — That  I  had  any 
knowledge  of  or  anything  to  do  with  it.     I  had  nothing  to  do  with  that  affair  of  Baring's. 

9608.  You  said,  *'  We  began  in  1847,  in  self  defence  V — On  our  side.  It  did  not  occur 
to  me  about  Alderman  Cooper, 

9609.  I  wish  to  know  exactly  what  you  mean.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham^s  party  first  begun  to  bribe  in  1847  ? — Decidedly. 
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Bichard  JPUeher.        9610.  You  do  not  wish  to  say  the  Liberal  party  in  general  did  not  begin  befc«re  that  %— 
'  I  did  not  know  a  single  act  myself.     I  have  heard  remarks  of  that  kind.  ^  Alderman 

24th  June  1853.     Cooper  will  not  deny  anything  that  took  place. 

■  —  9611.  I  am  desired  to  ask  you  whether  you  remember  any  instance  in  which  the  Mar- 

chioness of  Conyngham  herself  advanced  money  with  her  own  hands  for  the  purpose  of 
being  laid  out  in  bribery,  or  for  the  purpose  of  remunerating  a  bribery  agent  ? — I  will 
undertake  to  say  the  Marchioness  never  gave  a  farthing.  I  very  much  doubt  wiiether 
the  Marchioness  ever  paid  a  farthing  at  ^ese  electiona 

9612.  With  respect  to  the  distinction  you  seemed  to  draw  just  now  between  the 
payment  of  money  after  the  election  and  the  payment  of  money  before  the  election,  do 
you  mean  to  say,  that  though  the  money  was  never  paid  until  after  the  election  it  might 
not  have  been  promised  to  be  paid  before  the  election  ? — I  am  satisfied  not. 

9613.  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  you  thought  that  the  imdated  letter  written 
by  you  to  Mr.  Rutter  on  the  subject  of  Beard  was  written  before  the  election,  but  that 
the  2i.  was  not  paid  till  after  the  election  ? — I  cannot  think  the  letter  was  written  pre- 
vious to  the  election. 

9614.  I  understood  you  to  say  it  was  ? — No  ;  I  think  you  must  have  misunderstood 
me.     There  was  no  occasion  for  writing  a  letter  previous  to  the  election. 

9615.  I  drew  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  letter  mentioned  by  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner was  imdated  ? — Very  good. 

9616.  And  I  asked  you  what  reason  you  had  for  thinking  it  was  after  the  election, 
and  you  did  not  deny  it  was  written  before  the  election  ? — I  beg  to  correct  that.  I  did 
not  mean  to  say  so,  if  I  did  say  so. 

9617.  You  say  the  money  was  paid  for  expenses  ? — Yes,  it  was. 

9618.  Mr.  Rutter  says  that  Beard's  application  to  you  was  to  give  him  something  for 
eharity  ? — It  is  only  within  the  last  minute  it  has  occurred  to  me  there  were  two  Beards ; 
one  Beard  of  Harbledown,  and  a  Richard  Beard  that  lived  in  Nortligate.  He  became 
what  is  called  a  poor  man.  He  served  the  Liberal  cause  for  many  years.  I  knew  him 
well ;  he  was  always  veiy  badly  paid.  I  do  now  recollect  that  I  gave  him,  I  believe, 
21,  lOfi.  that  had  not  crossed  my  mind.     It  is  thinking  since  of  Richard  Beard. 

9619.  Your  letter  is,  "  Pray  give  our  friend  Richard  Beard  2i.  for  expenses  incurred, 
and  all  will  be  right."  How  do  you  explain  that  ? — I  cannot  explain  it  otherwise  than 
for  charity.  He  always  used  to  say  he  was  money  out  of  pocket.  He  had  been  can- 
vassing, and  all  that  sort  of  thing.  He  used  to  keep  together  the  pai*ty.  I  recollect  that 
now.  He  said  we  cannot  keep  up  our  party  without  now  and  then  a  few  pints  of  beer.  I 
remember  it  perfectly  welL  I  know^  he  made  out  a  calculation  of  some  2i.  or  tL  10«.  for 
expenses  out  of  pocket. 

9620.  This  letter  was  found  by  Mr.  Rutter  among  his  vouchers  for  the  election  of 
1847  ?— Yes. 

9621.  He  says  he  is  not  sure  that  it  was  not  in  point  of  fact  a  receipt  for  a  bribe. 
,What  do  you  say  to  that  ? — I  mean  to  say  this,  I  never  bribed  any  man  previous  to  the 
election.  I  mean  to  say  I  have  made  those  payments  which  my  accoimts  set  forth  after 
the  election,  under  advice  that  they  ought  to  be  paid  like  other  people  who  have  paid 
something. 

9622.  My  question  has  reference,  not  to  the  payment,  but  to  the  writing  of  the  letter  ? 
— Just  so,     I  went  to  Mr.  Rutter.     I  had  no  money  in  my  own  hands. 

9623.  You  had  better  remain  here,  because  parties  will  be  called  whom  you  have  com- 
promised by  your  evidence,  and  it  is  proper  you  should  be  present  ?—  If  you  please. 


Charle$  Croodwm.  Chables  Goodwin  recalled,  and  examined. 

"^~~""~'""  9624.  When  we  were  here  last  you  gave  us  in  a  list  of  parties  to  whom  you  had  given 

monies  for  their  votes  ? — Yes. 

9625.  Have  you  an  additional  list  now  ? — I  have  not.     Maurice  Saunders  has  got  it. 
He  has  not  come  back  from  London. 

9626.  Do  you  remember  the  names  of  any  parties  to  whom  you  have  given  monies  in 
addition  to  those  you  gave  in  ? — Smith  in  Palace-street. 

9627.  What  did  you  give  him  ?— ^3. 

9628.  Was  that  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

9629.  For  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

9630.  Did  you  give  a  man  called  Wiiliam  Cockett  anything  for  his  vote  that  year? 

9631.  Did  you  give  a  man  named  William  Pamum  anything  ? — jf  3. 

9632.  Did  you  give  a  man  called  William  Austen,  of  Castle-street,  anything  ? — Jt  3. 

9633.  Did  you  give  a  man  named  Edward  Ratcliff  anything  for  his  vote  ? — No.     I 
paid  Jennings  Southee  5Z. 

9634.  What  for  ?— He  polled  him. 

9635.  He  got  hun  to  vote  ?— Yes. 

9636.  What  did  you  give  Southee  5i  for  ? — He  took  the  name  from  the  list.     The 
contract  was  5?.  each,  as  I  stated  before,  and  he  took  that  name,  and  polled  that  man. 
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9637.  And  he  had  the  money  ? — And  he  had  the  money. 

9638.  Did  you  give  Southee  51  in  1847  for  polling  Ratcliff  ? — That  is  right. 

9639.  You  do  not  know  whether  RatclifF  r«5eived  the  money  or  not  ? — He  has  said 
he  did  not ;  but  he  received  first  2Z.,  and  11,  affcerwarda 

9640.  That  is  3Z.  ?— That  is  SI 

9641.  Do  yqu  know  when  the  last  pound  was  paid  ? — I  do  not. 

9642.  Do  you  not  know  from  him  ? — No,  I  do  not ;  very  lately,  I  believe  ;  I  do  not 
know  the  day. 

9643.  Did  you  give  Thomas  Barber  or  Henry  Pittock  anything  ? — Not  Pittock. 

9644.  Or  Barber  ? — Barber  ;  I  do  not  know.  Either  he  or  some  one  received  the  money 
for  him  ;  a  man  of  the  name  of  Pittock ;  I  got  him  to  look  ufber  him  ;  he  got  liim  up  to 
my  malthouse  early  in  the  morning,  and  he  polled  him.  Some  one  had  something  for 
him,  but  what  the  amount  was  I  cannot  tell. 

9645.  For  Barber  ?— For  Barber. 

9646.  You  cannot  tell  us  what  the  amount  was,  or  who  had  the  money  ? — No,  I 
cannot 

9647.  Barber  was  a  bribed  voter  ? — No  question. 

9648.  And  to  his  knowledge  ? — I  do  not  know  ;  I  cannot  tell  that. 

9649.  It  was  your  intention  to  bribe  him  when  you  gave  the  money  ?-rThe  man  always 
wanted  buying,  or  I  should  not  have  employed  Pittock  to  get  him. 

9650.  He  is  dead?— He  is  dead. 

9651.  Edward  Bailey,  Si  PeterVlane?— There  are  two. 

9652.  Edward  and  John  ?— Yes  ;  SI.  each,  they  say  I  gave  them. 

9653.  For  their  votes  ?— For  their  votea 

9654.  In  1847  ?— In  1847. 

9655.  James  Hawkes  ;  did  you  give  him  anything  ? — ^Yes  ;  I  do  not  know  the  amount 
I  gave  him.     It  strikes  me  it  was  5L     I  bribed  him,  and  paid  him 

9656.  In  the  same  year  ? — In  the  same  year. 

9657.  Edward  Hayward?— Yes;  SL 

9658.  For  his  vote  ?— For  his  vote. 
In  1847?— Yes. 
Thomas  Linton  and  John  Linton  ? — I  paid  the  one  61.  for  the  two  votes.     I  saw 

one  of  them  last  evening,  and  he  says  the  brother  had  the  61,  for  his  vote.    I  imderstood 
at  the  time  it  was  for  the  two. 

9661 .  Who  did  you  pay  it  to  ? — To  one  of  the  Lintons. 

9662.  To  John  or  Thomas  ? — Not  the  master ;  the  one  that  works  for  his  brother.  I 
paid  him  in  a  cottage. 

9663.  What  did  you  state  to  him  ;  that  was  for  his  own  vote,  or  his  own  and  his 
brother's  ?— I  understood  it  was  for  the  two  ;  that  is  what  I  imderstood. 

9664.  William  Raymond  Solly  ;  did  you  give  him  anything  ? — He  had  51,  from  me,  and 
he  had  it  in  this  way  :  when  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe  was  about  to  come  down  and 
x^anvass,  I  said  we  would  hoist  a  pink  colour ;  and  they  all  said  we  should  have  no  colour 
at  alL  I  went  to  Solly,  and  gave  him  an  order  for  a  51,  flag ;  and  he  began  to  draw  from 
me,  as  he  does  from  everybody  who  knows  him ;  he  drew  oL  from  me,  and  I  believe 
he  also  drew  33?. ;  that  is  the  way  I  account  for  that  51, 

9665.  It  was  for  the  flag  ?— Yes,  the  flag. 

9666.  Not  the  vote  ? — It  amounted  to  the  same  thing. 

9667.  That  would  depend  on  whether  you  got  the  money  s  worth  in  the  flag  ? — It  was 
understood  that  he  was  to  vote  for  our  two  candidates  by  having  the  order  for  the  flag. 

9668.  He  is  dead  too  ? — Well,  he  is  ;  but  Edward  Southee  can  confirm  that. 

9669.  Have  you  any  other  information  to  give  us  ? — No,  I  have  not. 

9670.  That  exhausts  your  recollection  as  to  the  parties  you  bribed  in  1847  ? — Yes. 


24th  June  1853. 


9659. 
9660. 


Robert  Filmer  sworn,  and  examined. 

9671.  Where  do  you  live  ? — Lower  Hardres. 

9672.  Is  there  a  Thomas  Filmer  of  Lower  Hardres  ? — Not  that  I  know  o£ 

9673.  What  is  your  business  ? — I  am  agent  to  Dr.  Fawcett. 
9674  Are  you  woodreeve  to  him  ? — Yes. 

9675.  And  several  other  Conservative  gentlemen,  I  believe  ? — Yes. 

9676.  Are  you  a  voter  for  this  city  ? — No. 

9677.  You  wished  to  make  a  statement  to  us  on  the  last  day  of  our  meeting  here ;  what 
was  that  ? — Why  it  was  about  my  being  here  on  Friday,  and  away  from  the  men  so 
much.  I  have  many  men  to  look  after,  and  I  would  ask  you,  gentlemen,  to  be  so  kind  as 
to  let  me  have  my  hearing ;  I  do  not  care  on  what  day. 

9678.  Did  you  undertake  to  bring  up  some  voters  from  Lower  Hardres  to  poll  at  the 
last  election  for  this  city  ?— Yes.    I  did  not  bring  them ;  I  persuaded  them  to  come. 

9679.  You  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Taylor  ? — Where  does  he  live  ? 

9680.  Do  you  know  anybody  who  took  a  part  in  that  election  called  Taylor  ?— I  know 
Taylor  that  used  to  keep  the  White  Lion. 

Pp  2 


Robert  FUmer. 
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Sobert  FUmer.         9681.  Do  you  remember  having  any  conversation  with  anybody  of  the  name  of  Taylor 

—  about  bringing  voters  to  the  poll  ? — No. 
24th  June  1853.         9682.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Roalfe  ? — Yes. 
9683.  Does  he  live  at  Hardres  ? — ^Yes. 

9684.  Is  he  a  voter  ? — Yes. 

9685.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Jeanes,  a  voter  of  Lower  Hardres  ? — He 
works  for  me. 

9686.  A  man  of  the  name  of  Stringer  ? — Yes. 

9687.  Alsoa  voter?— Yes. 

9688.  Were  those  three  of  the  men  whom  you  persuaded  ? — I  did  not  particularly 
persuade  them ;  I  did  some  years  back,  at  one  election,  persuade  them  very  much  indeed. 
Those  that  did  not  vote  red  then,  last  time  were  ready  to  become  red. 

9689.  You  had  a  conversation  with  them  some  days  before  ? — Yes. 

9690.  And  you  knew  they  were  coming  ?— Yes. 

9691.  Do  you  mean  to  say  if  Mr.  Taylor  of  the  committee-room  states  it  was  actually 
agreed  that  you  were  to  bring  them  to  the  poll  it  is  not  correct  ? — I  never  had  any  con- 
versation with  him  about  anything. 

9692.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  anybody  at  Mr.  Kingsford's  office  after  the 
election  ? — I  do  not  recollect. 

9693.  Just  recollect  ? — If  I  knew  I  would  tell  you. 

9694.  I  have  got  it  all  here,  Mr.  Filmer  ?— Perhaps  you  have.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
have.   If  I  had  I  would  tell  you. 

9695.  Had  you  no  conversation  with  any  clerk  at  Mr.  Kingsford  s,  or  with  Mr.  Kings- 
ford  himself,  about  what  you  were  to  say  on  the  subject  of  the  last  election  ? — The  last 
election  Mr.  Kingsford's  clerk  came  to  my  house.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  his  office. 
He  was  talking  to  me  something  I  forget  what  about ;  I  do  not  know  that  it  was  anything 
particular ;  it  was  whether  I  had  done  this  or  that  or  the  other.  I  do  not  know  what 
it  was. 

9696.  Did  you  promise  him  you  would  forget  all  about  this  ? — Forget  it  ? 

9697.  Yes?— No. 

9698.  You  had  better  care  ?— I  am. 

9699.  We  can  get  these  fieujts  out  of  others,  and  we  have  it  before  ub  here.  It  all 
depends  on  yourself,  whether  your  answers  are  satisfactory  to  us  or  not,  what  coui-se  we 
shall  take.  Having  told  you  that,  I  put  the  question  to  you  again.  Did  you  ever  promise 
Mr.  Kingsford's  clerk,  or  anybody,  that  when  you  were  asked  a  question  about  your 
persuasion  of  these  voters  you  would  forget  all  about  it,  if  necessary  ?  —No ;  I  did  not 
know  that  I  did. 

9700.  Do  you  believe  you  did  ?— I  do  not  know ;  I  do  not  disbelieve  that  I  did,  or 
did  not. 

9701.  I  will  ask  you  the  question  for  the  last  time,  you  distinctly  sweai-  that  you  did 
not  make  such  a  promise  ?— No  ;  I  would  not  swear  so  ;  that  I  did  not- 

9702.  Perhaps  you  will  be  good  enough  now  not  to  forget,  but  to  recollect,  did  you 
make  any  present  in  money  or  monies'  worth  to  any  of  the  Hardres  voters  ? — I  did. 

9703.  Or  their  families  ?— I  did. 
9704j.  Before  the  election  ?— I  did. 

9705.  How  much  did  you  give  them  ? — I  gave  them  some  butter,  some  meat,  and  some 
bread. 

9706.  Go  on  ?— Nothing  more. 

9707.  No  grocery  ?— No. 

9708.  Just  consider,  if  you  are  not  quite  certain  ? — Perhaps  I  might;  I  am  not  sure. 

9709.  Will  you  swear  it;  did  you,  or  did  you  not  ? — I  cannot ;  if  I  could  I  would.  I 
would  not  tell  you  a  story. 

9710.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Kingsford's  clerk  that  you  had? — I  dare  say  I  did,  if  he 
asked  me. 

9711.  But  because  I  ask  you,  you  will  not  tell  me  ? — Yes,  I  would,  fairly,  if  I  knew  it. 
Why  should  I  keep  it  from  you  ? 

9712.  Do  you  know  a  voter  of  the  name  of  Eldridge  ? — Yes. 

9713.  And  a  man  named  Barber?— Yes. 

9714.  Did  you  not  give  them  groceries  ? — It  was  the  colour-tickets  ;  that  was  after  the 
election. 

9715.  But  you  promised  it  them  before  the  election  ?— No ;  not  promised  them.  I  told 
them  I  would  get  the  colour-tickets. 

9716.  Do  not  swear  yes  and  no  in  the  same  answer  ? — I  am  not. 

9717.  What  was  the  amount  supplied  to  each  voter  at  Hardres  whom  you  persuaded 
to  come  to  the  poll  ? — I  never  told  them  any  amount.  I  would  get  the  colour-tickets  if  I 
could,  and  whatever  they  were  I  would  give  them  the  money. 

9718.  How  much  was  that  ? — They  had  two  tickets  each,  and  I  gave  them  IL  each. 

9719.  How  many  voters  were  there  that  received  IL  iq)iece  ? — Roalfe,  Jeanes,  Eldridge, 
Stringer,  and  Barber. 

9720.  You  have  only  named  those  I  have  named  already.  Give  us  some  moi-e  I  have 
not  yet  named  ? — No  more. 

9721.  You  swear  that?-^Yes,  I  will 
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9722.  You  jgave  li.  Bipieee  to  five  voters,  and  no  more  ?•— No  more.  Bobert  JFUmer. 

9723.  Did  you  give  anything  to  the  fiunilies  of  any  more  ? — No  ;  only  what  I  tell  you.  — — 

9724.  Did  you  supply  the  families  of  other  voters  with  meat,  or  with  bread,  or  with    24th  June  1863, 
groceries,  or  with  ale  ? — I  did.  ■ 

9725.  Give  me  the  names  of  those  votei's? — The  four  that  lived  near  me,  Eldridge, 
Stringer,  Jeanes,  and  Roalfe. 

9726.  Anybody  else  ?— No. 

9727.  You  swear  that  ?— I  will. 

9728.  Was  the  amount  supplied  in  groceries,  meat,  and  that  sort  of  thing  about  5^.  a 
man  ? — Whatever  I  ordered  they  had,  and  I  paid  for  it. 

9729.  Do  I  understand  the  shopkeepers  told  the  parties,  by  your  direction,  they  could 
have  the  things  if  they  liked  ? — Yes. 

9730.  You  were  frequently  in  Canterbury  during  the  election  ? — I  was. 

9731.  What  committee  did  you  attend  ? — I  did  not  attend  any  committee.  I  believe 
I  was  once  or  twice  up  there  at  Ward's. 

9732.  I  am  not  speaking  of  the  general  committee  ;  I  am  speaking  of  the  two  district 
committees,  Mr.  Pout's  and  Mr.  Collard's ;  which  of  them  did  you  communicate  with  ? 
— I  did  not  with  any  one,  only  Mr.  Ward. 

9733.  You  went  direct  to  Mr.  Ward  ?— To  no  other. 

9734.  From  whom  did  you  get  the  money  for  the  colour  tickets  ? — From  Smith. 

9735.  By  whose  authority  did  Mr.  Smith  pay  you  the  money  for  the  colour  tickets  ? — 
I  went  there  for  the  colour  tickets,  and  I  carried  them  back  to  him,  and  he  gave  me  the 
money. 

9736.  Did  you  carry  any  letter  to  Mr.  Smith  from  any  body? — No. 

9737-  How  did  he  know  you  were  authorized  to  ask  for  the  money  ? — He  knew  I  had 
done  so  for  the  men. 

9738.  Did  you  promise  Mr.  Bangsford's  clerk  tliat  you  would,  if  called  upon,  say  that 
you  did  all  this  on  your  own  responsibility,  and  without  authority  fi*om  any  one  ? — 
I  did. 

9739.  Have  you  ever  been  paid  for  what  you  expended  in  this  meat  and  bread  and 
groceries  ? — Not  a  hal^nny. 

9740.  You  were  not  repaid  ? — I  have  not  been  repaid. 
974?!.  Have  you  made  a  charge  against  any  one  ? — No. 

9742.  You  do  not  intend  to  do  so  ? — No. 

9743.  What  was  done  was  done  of  your  own  free  will  ? — It  was. 

9744.  And  you  got  the  colour  tidtets  for  your  own  men? — And  every  farthing  I 
received  I  gave  to  the  men. 

9745.  The  money  for  the  colour  tickets  ? — Nothing  more. 

9746.  Did  you  not  stop  any  money  out  of  the  colour  tickets  for  those  groceries  ? — I 
would  not  stop  it.     I  never  did  stop  a  farthing. 

9747.  You  paid  them  li.  5«.,  that  is,  1?.  to  each  of  these  persons  for  colour  tickets,  and 
you  got  that  money  back  from  Mr.  Smith ;  is  that  what  you  say  ? — Yes. 

9748.  How  much  did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Smith  ? — ^5. 

9749.  Go  on?— Afi  I  tell  you,  I  gave  every  farthing  to  the  men;  and  I  believe  this 
Barber  owed  me  for  some  wood.  He  came  afterwards  and  paid  me  for  the  wood  out  of 
the  money. 

9750.  Each  man  got  the  value  of  four  colour  tickets  ? — The  men  had  the  money  for  the 
colour  tickets. 

9751.  You  are  out  of  pocket  by  what  you  say  you  supplied, — the  bread,  meat,  ancl 
groceries  ? — Every  farthing. 

9752.  At  tliis  moment?— Yes. 

9753.  How  much  are  you  out  of  pocket,  do  you  think  ? — I'll  be  hanged  if  I  can  tell 
you  now.  .  I  do  not  know. 

9754.  Within  a  few  shillings  ? — I  do  not  know.  I  think  it  might  be,  with  the  refresh- 
ments here  in  Canterbiiry,  I  suppose,  one  way  and  the  other,  30«. 

9755.  That  is  what  you  have  paid  towards  the  support  of  a  good  cause  ? — Yea 

9756.  Have  you  received  any  present  or  reward  for  your  services  ? — Never, 

9757.  Or  a  mark  of  anybody's  esteem  for  what  you  did  during  the  election  ? — No. 


Jennings  Undebdown  Southee  sworn,  and  examined. 

9758.  Mr.  Goodwin  tells  us  that  you  had  5t.  from  him  at  the  election  of  1847,  for  the 
purpose  of  bribing  a  man  called  Edward  Ratcliff ;  is  that  true  ? — It  is  not. 

9759.  What  did  you  have  ?— The  money  that  I  had  from  Charles  Goodwin  was  after 
the  election. 

9760.  What  was  it  for  ? — I  would  rather  explain  the  nature  of  this  transaction. 

9761.  If  you  will  answer  the  question  you  may  explain  afterwards? — ^This  money 
was  part  of  the  150Z.,  that  is  to  say,  the  balance  or  residue  of  that  1501  which  was 
remaining  after  the  parties  were  paid  who  voted  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and 
Smyth.     On  that  occasion  there  was  so  much  remaining  of  the  150Z.,  and  he  gave  me 

Pp  3 


J,  U.  Southee. 
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J!  77.  S&uthee.      17?.  of  it, — ss  much  ad  he  kept  for  himself, — I  do  not  know  the  exact  amojmt ;  he  con- 
^iii^  sidered  it  my  share  for  the  expense  I  had  been  at  during  the  election.     I  never  received 

2^th  Jmie  1853^.     a  penny  during  the  electicm.     He  paid  me  a  week  or  two  after  the  election  17?. 

'  9762,  That  is  your  own  share  in  the  transaction  for  which  you  were  paid  ? — That  is 

what  he  gave  me. 

9763.  Did  you  ever  bribe  a  man  called  Edward  Ratcliff[? — I  went  and  saw  Edward 
Ratcliff.  He  is  a  carrier.  He  goes  into  the  Isle  of  Sheppy,  and  on  that  occajsion  he  was 
about  going  on  the  next  day.  I  said,  "  You  must  stay  at  home."  He  said,  "  I  can  go  a  part 
of  my  journey,  whidb  I  shall  be  a  loser  by.''  I  said,  "  The  loss  you  sustain  I  will  make  good 
to  you.''  I  asked  him  what  he  thought  it  would  be,  and  he  said  something  like  21,  or  3i. 
I  said,  "  Very  well,  you  shall  have  it ;"  and  I  paid  him  at  the  time  either  2L  or  31.,  I  cannot 
say  whicL     That  was  at  the  time  of  the  election. 

9764.  Before  he  voted?— Before  he  voted.  I  gave  him,  I  think,  a  pound  at  the  time 
I  saw  him. 

9765.  A  pound  in  hand  ? — Yes,  and  the  other  afterwards. 

9766.  You  did  not  give  him  51  ? — I  did  not. 

9767.  Was  any  money  given  to  you  by  Mr.  Goodwin  for  that  purpose  ?— Not  to  my 
knowledge. 

9768.  For  the  purpose  of  securing  Ratcliff? — Not  to  my  knowledge. 

9769.  Was  this  31  paid  out  of  your  own  pocket  ? — It  was,  at  that  time. 

9770.  Who  repaid  it  to  you  ?— All  the  money  I  received  was  the  171 

9771.  Did  you  send  in  an  account  of  the  monies  you  paid  ?  I  thought  the  17/.  was  to 
represent  remuneration  to  yourself? — That  is  all  the  money  I  received. 

9772.  Did  you  render  any  account  to  anybody,  or  to  Mr.  Goodwin,  of  monies  you 
disbursed  ? — Not  to  anybody. 

9773.  Did  you  tell  Goodwin  what  you  had  given  to  Ratcliff? — I  do  not  believe  I  did. 

9774.  Did  you  give  any  money  to  anybody  else  besides  Ratcliff? — Not  to  my  know- 
ledge. 

9775.  Then  you  would  receive  I4tl.  for  yourself? — Decidedly. 

'  9776.  What  had  you  done  at  the  election  to  have  14i.  ? — I  had  been  canva3sing  with 
Mr.  Goodwin  during  the  election,  and  some  time  previous  to  the  election ;  and  what 
money  I  had  spent  during  the  election  I  had  spent  out  of  my  own  pocket. 

9777.  What  had  you  spent  ?  31,  is  all  I  have  at  present  ? — The  fiict  is  I  did  not  keep 
any  account  of  the  monies  I  spent. 

9778.  You  say  there  was  a  surplus  of  this  1 50i.  which  Goodwin  had  for  the  purposes  of 
the  election.  Was  that  surplus  equally  divided  between  you  and  Goodwin  ? — I  cannot 
say.     He  told  me  that  that  was  my  share. 

9779.  Without  saying  what  was  remaining  ? — Yes. 

9780.  Or  what  share  you  had ;  whether  a  half,  or  a  third,  or  two  thirds,  or  what  ? — 
That  is  all  he  said ;  that  was  my  share. 

9781.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  Goodwin  gave  you  no  money  for  the  pm'pose  of  securing 
Ratcliff's  votes  ? — I  will  take  my  oath  of  it 

9782.  Not  58.  ?— Not  58. 

9783.  Or  any  other  smn  ?— Or  any  other  sum. 

9784.  You  secured  Ratcliff  of  your  own  accord  ?—  I  did.  It  might  have  been  suggested 
by  some  parties  that  I  was  to  go  down  and  see  him.     That  I  will  not  say  anything  about 

9786.  Was  it  suggested  ? — I  cannot  say  whether  it  was  suggested  or  not. 

9786.  What  makes  you  think  it  was  ? — These  things  are,  generally  speaking,  done  in  that 
way.  "  If  you  know  anyone,  perhaps  you  will  call  on  them."  At  that  time  I  was  living 
at  the  orchard  at  St.  Dunstan's,  and  it  was  on  my  way  home. 

9787.  Did  you  give  any  other  person  any  money  during  the  election  of  1847  ? — No. 


James  BUah.  JAMES  BuGH  recalled,  and  examined, 

'  9788.  When  you  were  examined  before  us  on  the  last  occasion,  you  stated  that  you  had 

bribed  your  two  nephews,  or  rather  that  you  had  given  your  two  nephews,  George  and 
Frederick,  1/.  apiece  ? — £2  apiece. 

9789.  And  that  you  had  given  John  White,  for  himself  and  brother  and  father,  1 5i, 
deducting  \l  for  something  you  had  paid  for? — Yes;  he  received  the  loi 

9790.  You  gave  him  14i.,  he  having  already  received  \L  ? — Yes. 

9791.  That  made  \5l.  ?— Yes. 

9792.  And  you  told  us  on  that  occasion  that  you  had  paid  no  other  party  any  sum  of 
money  for  their  vote  ? — No. 

9793.  You  told  us  that  ?--Yes,  I  did. 

9794.  And  then  there  was  some  difficulty  which  arose  respecting  a  parcel  containing 
bank  notes  which  had  been  dropped  m  at  your  window  ? — Yes. 

9795.  You  stated  that  that  envelope  contained  only  a  lOZ.  note  and  a  51.  note.  The 
other  party  stated  it  contained  a  20?.  note  and  a  lOi.  note.  I  believe  at  that  period  the 
Court  broke  up ;  but  your  attention  had  been  pointedly  directed,  before  that  diflSculty 
arose,  as  to  the  sums  of  money  which  you  had  expended  in  bribery ;  and  you  told  us  that 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  EXISTENCE  OF  BRIBEEY  m  the  CITY  of  CANTERBURY.      .     908 

jou  had  only  expended  the  15^.  and  the  21.  to  each  of  your  two  nephews.     That  is  so,  is       JbMt  BJtjpd. 
it?_Yes.  

9796.  When  you  made  that  statement  to  us  on  oath,  did  you  recoUeot  you  were  p«dd    24th  Jmie  1868. 
any  other  money  ? — Not  personally.     I  caused  money  to  go  to  others.  •■    ' 

9797.  Why  have  you  not  told  us  tliat  before  ? — ^What  with  that  15f.,  and  one  thing  and 
another,  I  was  bothered  so  that  I  really  did  not  recollect 

9798.  You  told  us  the  15/.  came  direct  from  the  committee-room  ;  that  Mr.  Ai^nden 
gave  it  you,  or  dropped  it  in  at  the  window  ? — Mr.  Ajshenden  or  some  one  elsa 

9799.  Who  did  you  get  tlie  other  sums  of  money  you  caused  to  be  given  to  others 
from  ? — ^"20  I  had  from  Mr.  Pout,  and  I  paid  a  little  bill. 

9800.  What  did  you  do  with  the  20/.  ? — I  gave  it  to  two  persons  to  make  use  «rf  for 
electioneering  purposes. 

9301.  Give  me  the  names  of  those  two  parties  ? — I  gave  it  to  Thomas  Marsh  to  make 
use  of. 

9802.  You  did  not  say  to  Thomas  Marsh,  "  Here  is  20i  to  make  use  of?" — He  tdd  me 
what  he  wanted. 

9803.  Tell  me  what  he  said  ? — He  told  me  he  wanted  a  certain  sum  tor  two  voters,  and 
he  wanted  a  trifle  for  himself  with  an  outstanding  debt. 

9804.  He  went  more  into  particulars  than  that ;  he  told  you  exactly  what  he  wanted  t 
—He  did. 

9805.  And  he  told  you  what  the  trifle  was  that  he  wanted  for  himself? — Yes. 

9806.  What  was  that  trifle  ?— £4. 

9807.  What  did  he  want  for  the  other  two  voters  ? — £5  for  one  and  4/.  for  the  otiier. 

9808.  That  was  13/.  in  all  ?— Yes ;  that  is  13/. 

9809.  And  you  gave  him  20/.  ? — No,  I  did  not.  There  is  another  man,  William  Cogger. 

9810.  This  Thomas  Marsh  you  gave  13/.  ?— Yes. 

9811.  Who  were  the  two  voters  he  wanted  the  6/.  and  the  4/.  for  ? — I  believe  a  man  of 
the  name  of  Bean  is  one,  and  I  think  the  other  was  Sayer. 

9812.  Was  it  for  their  votes  he  wanted  it  ?-— It  was  for  their  votes  he  wanted  it ;  they 
would  not  vote  without 

9813.  Did  he  represent  the  4/.  that  he  wanted  for  himself  the  trifle,  was  for  his  vote  ? 
— Not  for  his  vote.  He  did  not  say  so.  He  told  me  there  was  an  outstanding  debt,  some* 
where  about  30«.  or  2/.,  owing  to  him  ;  and  the  other  he  would  make  use  of  in  the  best 
manner  he  could  with  regard  to  giving  something  to  drink. 

9814.  He  would  not  vote  without  having  his  outstanding  debt  paid  ?— He  did  not  tell 
me  thai 

9815.  Was  it  understood  between  you  and  him  that  he  was  to  vote  on  having  his 
outstanding  debt  paid  ?—  He  told  me  what  he  wanted,  and  I  told  him  I  would  endeavour 
to  get  it,  and  I  did  get  it. 

9816.  That  was  the  13/.?— Yes. 

9817.  Did  you  give  anybody  else  anything?— William  Cogger. 

9818.  What  did  you  give  him  ?— ^7. 

9819.  What  was  that  for  ?— To  give  to  a  person  for  his  vote. 

9820.  What  person  ?-r-I  think  it  was  Ebenezer  Masters. 

9821.  For  his  vote  ?— Yes. 

9822.  Is  Cogger  in  this  place  now  ? — Yes. 

9823.  We  can  get  him  ?— So  you  can  Masters. 

9824.  What  did  he  represent  he  wanted  the  money  for  for  Masters  ? — He  would  not 
vote  without. 

9825.  Rather  a  liigh  figure  ?— Well,  it  was. 

9826.  At  what  time  did  Mr.  Pout  give  you  this  20/.  ?— What  date  ? 

9827.  Yes  ? — It  was  before  the  election. 

9828.  Can  you  tell  us  how  long  before  ?— On  the  6th,  I  think. 

9829.  On  the  6th  of  July  ?— Yes ;  the  election  was  on  the  8th. 

9830.  Two  days  before  the  election  ?— Two  days  before  the  election ;  I  will  not  be 
positive  to  a  day. 

9831.  The  day  before  the  nomination.  What  day  was  it  yoiur  daughter  brought  the 
envelope  with  the  notes  into  your  room  ? — I  will  not  be  positive  whether  it  was  on  the 
nomination  day  or  the  same  day. 

9832.  The  same  day  as  you  got  the  20/.  ?--That  I  will  not  be  positiva 

9833.  What  money  did  he  give  you  the  20/.  in  ?— A  20/.  note. 

9834.  Do  you  remember  what  you  did  with  it ;  did  you  change  that  20/.  note  ? — I 
think  when  I  left  his  house  I  went  and  changed  it. 

9835.  Where  ?— At  the  banker's. 

9836.  Now,  Mr.  Bligh,  it  is  rather  odd,  when  we  were  here  last  I  asked  you  par- 
ticularly if  you  had  changed  a  20/.  note  at  the  bank  on  that  day,  and  you  said  no  ? — I 
did  not  believe  tliat  I  had. 

9837.  What  makes  you  believe  it  now  ?— They  tell  me  so  at  the  bank.  Their  books 
will  prove  that  I  did,  and  had  cash  for  it 

9838.  I  asked  you  whether  you  had  changed  a  20/.  note  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  envelope  contained  a  20/.  note,  as  was  sworn  to,  and  you  said  tliat  you  had 
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James  BUgk.       not  changed  a  201.  note,  because  you  had  not  had  a  207.  note,  and  that  the  envelope 
— —  contained  a  lOt  note  ?— So  it  did. 

24th  June  1858.        9839.  You  told  us  you  had  only  changed  two  notes  in  the  course  of  that  week.     Your 

attention  was  pointedly  directed  to  it.    You  were  asked  how  many  notes  you  changed  in 

the  course  of  that  week  at  the  bank  or  anywhere,  and  you  said  only  two,  and  neither  of 
those  was  a  201.  note  ? — I  recollect  I  was  very  positive,  as  I  stated.  I  am  as  certain  that 
I  found  the  lOi.  note  and  the  5L  note  as  I  am  of  standing  here. 

9840.  It  was  pointedly  put  to  you,  if  you  had  changed  a  201.  note,  for  the  purpose  of 
proving  incidentally  that  the  envelope  did  contain  the  201,  note,  and  you  denied  it  ?— 
Yea 

9841.  And  you  told  us  nothing  then  of  having  received  a  201,  note  or  any  other  money 
for  bribing  from  Mr.  Pout  When  it  is  discovered  that  you  changed  a  201,  note,  you  say 
the  2W.  I  got  from  Mr.  Pout  ? — Yes,  that  is  true. 

9842.  I  believe,  Mr.  Bligh,  you  were  informed  of  it  by  the  newspapers  before  you  were 
informed  of  it  by  the  bank,  were  you  not  ? — Oh  dear  no. 

9843.  Was  the  discovery  due  to  you  ? — I  went  myself  to  discover  it. 

9844.  Before  it  appeared  in  the  newspapers  ? — Yes. 

9845.  Do  you  still  adhere  to  your  statement  that  the  envelope  only  contained  15?.?— 
I  do. 

9846.  Just  attend  to  an  answer  that  you  made  on  your  first  examination,  that  this 
very  sum  of  money,  no  matter  what  it  was,  15Z.  or  SOL,  or  whatever  it  was,  was  given  to 
you  for  the  purpose  of  being  handed  over  to  the  Whites,  in  consequence  of  a  conversation 
you  had  had  with  one  of  the  Whites,  which  ended  in  an  agreement  between  you  that 
they  were  to  have  51.  a  head  ;  therefore  what  you  told  the  committee  must  have  been  that 
you  wanted  151.  to  bribe  the  Whites  with  ? — I  never  told  the  committee  at  alL 

9847.  Who  did  you  tell  ?— I  told  nobody. 

9848.  I  want  to  know  that ;  that  is  precisely  what  I  wish  to  know.  You  stated  that 
at  your  first  examination,  and  you  also  stated  that  the  committee  or  the  paymaster, 
whoever  it  was,  though  he  had  no  sort  of  information  how  much  money  was  necessary  to 
bribe  the  Whites  with,  paid  over  to  you  the  exact  siun  you  wanted,  1 51. ;  how  do  you 
account  for  that  ? — I  never  mentioned  it  but  to  Mr.  Ward.  He  is  the  only  person  I  spoke 
to  about  money  ;  in  feet,  he  spoke  to  me. 

9849.  If  you  never  mentioned  to  Mr.  Ward  or  to  anybody  that  you  wanted  15L  to 
bribe  the  Whites  with,  was  it  not  as  likely  they  would  send  you  30?.  as  1 51.  ? — I  never 
mentioned  any  sum. 

9850.  How  do  you  account  for  the  remarkable  feet  that  the  money  you  received,  after 
the  conversation  with  the  Whites,  was  the  exact  sum  you  wanted  to  give  to  the  Whites  ? 
— As  singular  as  it  may  appear,  it  is  true. 

9851.  You  stated  this  communication  passed  with  reference  to  this  business  between 
yourself  and  Mr.  Collard  ? — No. 

9852.  At  your  last  examination  ? — No  ;  I  never  spoke  to  Mr.  Collard. 

9853.  Were  you  not  on  Mr.  Collard  s  district  committee  ? — I  attended  the  room.  There 
was  no  other  committee  that  I  know  of 

9854.  Are  you  not  aware  there  were  two  committees  called  district  committees,  north 
and  south,  of  wliich  Mr.  Collard  and  Mr.  Pout  were  chairmen  ? — I  only  attended  one. 

9855.  Which  was  that  ? — Where  Mr.  Ward  was.  I  do  not  think  I  went  there  above 
half  a  dozen  times. 

9856.  Were  you  never  at  the  other  committee  ? — No. 

9857.  If  that  has  been  stated  by  anybody  it  is  a  mistake  ? — It  was  the  principal  com- 
mittee room,  Mr.  Ward's ;  that  is  where  I  went. 

9858.  How  does  Mr.  Collard  come  to  know  all  about  the  business  of  the  15/.  ? — That 
is  where  I  got  the  money  from. 

9859.  From  whom  ?— From  Mr.  Collard. 

9860.  How  came  Mr.  Pout  to  know  all  about  this  15/.  ? — I  went  and  told  him. 

9861.  When  did  you  tell  him? — The  very  morning  I  received  it.  I  said  I  received 
15?.     In  fact  I  knew  he  was  going  to  send  me  a  sum. 

9862.  Both  Mr.  Pout  and  Mr.  Collard  had  something  to  do  with  the  business  of  the 
Whites  ?— Mr.  Collard  had  no  more  to  do  with  it  than  I  have  told  you.  I  told  him  I 
had  received  the  money. 

9863.  Mr.  Pout  paid  you  money  for  the  purpose  of  bribing  other  voters  ? — Yes. 

9864.  You  were  employed  north  and  south  ? — Yes. 

9865.  Since  your  last  examination  have  you  endeavoured  to  refresh  your  memory  as 
to  what  you  did  at  the  last  election  ? — Yea 

9866.  In  addition  to  what  you  stated  at  your  last  examination,  you  have  now  told  us 
of  several  persons  to  whom  you  caused  money  to  be  given.  Just  recollect.  Have  you  not 
had  other  transactions  at  the  last  election  besides  those  you  have  stated  ? — There  is  a 
little  bill  I  paid  to  Packman.     It  was  an  outstanding  bill,  partly  paid  before. 

9867.  Are  there  not  other  persons  besides  those  whom  you  have  mentioned  to  whom 
you  caused  money  to  be  given  at  the  last  election  for  their  votes  ?— I  do  not  believe  a 
farthing. 

9868.  Have  you  endeavoured  to  recollect  ? — I  have  endeavoured. 
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9869.  Your  best  way  is  to  state  everything  at  once.     Just  try  to  recollect  whether       Jamti  BUgk. 
there  were  some  other  persons  ? — I  do  not  believe,  another  half|5enny.  — 

9870.  With  respect  to  this  bill ;  what  do  you  say  about  this  bill  ? — That  was  an  out-     24th  June  1853. 
standing  bill  from  the  election  before.  ■ 

9871.  Did  you  pay  a  person  of  the  name  of  Packman  3i.  IO5.  at  the  last  election? — 
Yes. 

9872.  What  was  that  for  ? — For  colour  poles. 

9873.  Was  that  for  an  old  bill  due  in  1847  ?— The  remainder  of  an  old  bilL 

9874.  Was  the  original  bill  5Z.  ? — I  believe  there  was  308.  paid  upon  it. 

9875.  What  is  Packman? — He  is  a  poor  worn-out  carpenter;  he  is  very  aged.     It 
was  his  son  that  made  the  things  for  the  parties. 

9876.  You  paid  him  3Z.  10«.  ?— Yes,  I  did. 

9877.  Which  he  claimed  as  a  balance  of  a  bill  contracted  in  1847  ? — Yes.     If  you  look 
at  the  back  of  that  I  tliink  it  shows  where  he  received  it. 

9878.  It  is  \l.  10«.  and  3i.  10«.  ? — It  made  me  take  more  interest  in  endeavouring  to 
get  it. 

9879.  When  did  Gumey  Croaadill  leave  Canterbury  ? — I  do  not  know. 

9880.  Was  it  before  1847  ? — I  do  not  know  when  it  was. 

9881.  Look  at  the  back  of  that  bill  Qwmding  a  paper  to  the  witness)  ? — I  do  not  know 
what  election  it  was,  I  am  smu     The  bill  was  only  put  into  my  hands. 

9882.  On  the  back  of  the  bill  is  the  name  of  Gumey  CroasdiU  ? — I  see  it. 

9883.  He  left  Canterbury,  to  the  best  of  what  I  recollect  of  the  evidence,  long  before 
1847  ? — I  really  cannot  say  when  he  left. 


Mr.  Robert  Walker  recalled,  and  examined.                                      j^f^^  jj^  FTalker. 
9884.  Wlien  did  Gurney  CroasdiU  leave  Canterbury  ?— In  1848.  


James  Bligh  recalled,  and  examined. 


9895.  Did  Packman  tell  you  he  would  not  vote  for  the  Reds  imless  he  was  paid  the 
balance  ? — To  speak  the  truth,  he  was  a  little  ugly  about  it.  He  is  a  man  who  has  always 
supported  the  cause,  and  that  made  me  the  more  endeavour  that  he  should  be  paid. 
I  think  I  was  the  instigation  of  his  son  having  the  poles  to  make ;  and  he  told  me  a 
great  many  times  since  that  he  had  only  been  paid  a  portion,  and  I  told  him  if  it  laid 
in  my  power  I  would  get  it  for  him. 

9886.  Did  you  apply  to  liim  for  his  vote  in  1852  ? — I  did  not 

9897.  Did  you  pay  him  before  the  election  ? — He  spoke  to  me  before  the  election,  and 
I  told  him  I  would  endeavour  to  get  it  if  possible.  I  mentioned  it  to  Mr.  Pout,  and 
Mr.  Pout  said,  "  You  pay  it."  I  met  him  a  day  or  two  afterwards,  perhaps  on  the  same 
day,  and  I  told  him  if  he  would  come  down  to  me  and  bring  the  bill  I  would  pay  it. 

9888.  You  received  the  money  from  Mr.  Pout  ? — Yes. 

9889.  You  say  he  was  a  little  ugly  about  it.  Do  you  not  think  that  he  would  not 
have  voted  unless  that  had  been  paid? — I  do  not  know. 

9890.  Be  candid.  Have  you  any  doubt  about  it  ? — You  do  not  want  me  to  say  what 
I  do  not  believe  ? 

9891.  I  only  want  you  to  speak  as  to  your  belief? — I  believe  he  would  have  voted  if 
he  had  not  received  it.  I  do  really,  because  he  is  a  very  strong  supporter  of  the  cause. 
It  would  have  been  a  shame  if  he  had  not  received  it. 


James  Stiff h. 


Mr.  John  Pout  recalled,  and  examined,  Mr.Jokn  Pbui. 

9892.  You  told  us,  when  we  were  here  last,  that  you  never  had  any  money  transactions       — — *— -^ 
with  James  Bligh  ? — Not  to  my  recollection,  I  had  not. 

9893.  You  told  us  so  ? — Most  assuredly  I  did. 

9894.  Is  your  recollection  the  same  now  ?—  No,  it  is  not ;  because  I  have  been  told  that     . 
I  gave  him  201,  before  the  election. 

9895.  Did  you  do  so  ? — It  appears  so,  by  what  I  hear  at  the  bank.  I  had  no  recollection 
of  it,  neither  have  I  now. 

9896.  That  is  what  I  am  asking  you,  have  you  any  recollection  of  ever  having  given  a 
201  note  to  James  Bligh  ?— I  did  not  recollect  it,  till  I  was  told  that  I  had  done  so.  I 
believe  I  have.     I  do  not  mean  to  deny  it. 

9897.  You  do  not  recollect  a  thing  because  you  are  told  it  ? — I  do  not  deny  it. 

9898.  If  I  told  you  you  went  to  London  yesterday  you  would  not  recollect  it  on  that 
account  ?  —Yes,  if  I  did,  I  should. 

9899.  I  ask  you,  do  you  recollect  giving  James  Bligh  a  201.  note  ? — I  must  only  give 
you  the  same  answer  ;  I  do  not  X'ecollect  that  I  gave  him  any  money.     I  shoidd  have  said 
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Hr.  John  PauL     that  I  gave  l^im  the  20i  if  I  had  recollected  it.    It  is  proved  that  I  gave  it  him  by  the 

—  bank  books,  that  he  took  it  across  and  changed  it. 
24tli  June  1853,         9900.  How  did  the  bank  book  prove  that  unless  you  had  the  number  of  the  note  ? — I 
did  not  take  the  number  of  the  note. 

9901.  How  does  the  cii-cumstance  of  a  man  changing  a  201.  note  prove  that  you  gave 
it  him  ? — It  comes  direct  from  one  party  to  the  other.  What  I  understand  is  this,  that  the 
bank  will  prove  that  I  changed  a  cheque  upon  the  Saturday  for  between  601.  and  70/. 
upon  a  private  transaction  in  business,  as  I  generally  do  at  the  bank.  I  took  large  notes, 
because  it  is  an  accommodation  to  me,  and  that  the  bank  can  prove,  and  it  proves  that  I 
gave  a  201.  note  to  Mr.  Bligh  that  he  tool^  to  the  bank. 

9902.  It  proves  this,  that  you  took  a  20L  note  from  the  bank,  and  that  the  201.  note 
was  brought  by  Mr.  Bligh  to  the  bank  ? — Yes  ;  and  Mr.  Bligh  says  I  gave  it  him,  and  I 
believe  I  did ;  I  do  not  deny  it. 

9903.  You  were  in  the  confidence  of  your  party,  of  course  ? — Yes. 

9904.  You  say  you  have  no  recollection  of  having  given  this  20/.  note  to  Bligh  ? — I  did 
not  recollect  it  when  I  told  you  so  at  first. 

9905.  Attend  to  me,  you  say  tliat  you  received  a  cheque  from  Mr.  Core  Kingsford  for 
100/.  ? — No  ;  I  said  that  Mr.  Core  Kingsford  offered  me  a  cheque  for  100/.,  and  that  I  was 
to  give  Mr.  Collard  50/.  which  I  refused  to  do,  and  he  gave  Mr.  CoUard  the  50/.  afterwards. 
I  did  not  wish  to  have  anything  to  do  with  Mr.  Collard. 

9906.  He  offered  you  a  cheque  for  100/.  to  pay  Mr.  Collard  50/.  out  of  it  ? — Yes. 

9907.  You  declined,  and  said  he  might  pay  Mr.  Collard  himself? — Yes. 

9908.  Did  you  pay  Mr.  Collard  any  money  upon  that  occasion  ? — No. 

9909.  Could  this  20/.  note  that  you  got  from  the  bank  by  any  means  have  found  its 
way  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Collard  ?— Cerkiinly  not, 

9910.  I  think  you  told  us  you  were  upon  bad  terms  with  him  ? — No  ;  not  on  bad  terms. 

9911.  You  were  not  pulling  together  ? — We  voted  the  same  way.  I  did  not  mean  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  the  committee,  nor  sho^old  I  have  done  so,  except  that  Mr.  Kings- 
ford wanted  me  to  transact  this  business  for  him. 

9912.  That  was  done  purposely  ? — Not  at  all. 

9913.  Accidentally  then  ? — How  do  you  mean. 

9914.  You  were  either  there  purposely  or  accidentally  ? — I  did  not  mean  to  work  with 
the  committee  at  all.    I  did  not  like  several  of  the  members  upon  it ;  that  is  the  fact. 

9915.  I  want  to  ascertain  about  this  20/.  note,  which  found  its  way  into  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Collard?— No. 

9916.  Could  it  have  foimd  its  way  into  the  hands  of  anybody  so  as  ultimately  to  get 
to  Mr.  Collard  ?— No. 

9917.  You  think  now  it  must  have  gone  direct  from  you  to  Mr.  Bligh  ? — Most  assuredly, 

9918.  I  believe,  though  you  did  not  state  it  upon  your  last  examination,  upon  the  former 
examination,  that  you  were  at  the  head  of  one  of  the  committees,  and  that  Mr.  Collard  was 
at  "the  head  of  the  other  ? — It  was  so  stated.     I  had  no  committee. 

9919.  Do  not  let  us  quarrel  about  terms  ;  we  have  got  all  the  facts  before  us,  thanks  to 
Mr.  Klngsford's  papers  ? — I  will  explain  everything. 

9920.  I  asked  you  a  number  of  questions  upon  your  former  examination  as  to  what 
the  committee  did,  and  your  answer  was  that  the  committee  did  nothing.  I  am  not 
speaking  of  the  general  committee,  but  that  body  of  partizans  which  was  your  district 
committee  at  the  head  of  which  you  were  ? — Yes. 

9921.  You  understand  that  ?— Yes. 

9922.  Was  Mr.  Bligh  upon  your  committee,  or  Mr.  Collard's? — Upon  mine  he  was 
named.     Mr.  Kingsford  divided  the  town  into  two  districts. 

9923.  Was  not  that  division  made  for  the  express  purpose  of  enabling  you  and 
Mr.  Collard,  who  were  not  upon  good  terms,  to  work  each  in  his  own  way  ? — Yes, 
certainly. 

9924.  It  is  not  likely  that  any  money  transactions  in  which  you  took  part  would  pass 
through  Mr.  CoUard's  hands,  or  vice  vers^  ? — No  ;  we  had  nothing  to  do  together. 

9925.  Did  you  state,  upon  your  last  examination,  anything  about  the  three  Josslyns  ? — 
■         No. 

9926.  Is  it  true  that  you  could  do  anything  you  liked  with  the  three  Josslyns,  and 
that  they  were  quite  safe  ? — I  do  not  know  but  one  man  of  that  name  that  was  lame. 

9927.  Have  you  ever  stated  that  you  could  do  what  you  liked  with  all  three,  and  that 
they  were  quite  safe  ? — Never. 

9928.  You  are  quite  sure  of  that  ? — I  do  not  know  but  one  of  the  men.  I  only  know 
one,  and  that  is  from  being  guardian  of  the  poor.     He  applied  to  me. 

9929.  Do  they  not  all  three  go  together  ? — I  do  not  know. 

9930.  Did  they  not,  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

9931.  You  communicated  with  one  of  the  three  ? — Never,  except  officially  as  a 
guardian. 

9932.  Have  you  never  told  anybody  that  you  had  ? — Never.  I  never  spoke  to  the 
man  in  my  life.  I  never  knew  anything  more  of  them  than  you  know  yourselves.  It  is 
only  one  man  that  I  know. 

9933.  It  is  only  due  to  you  to  be  informed,  that,  instead  of  Josslyn,.  it  is  Jeanes  ? — I 
know  one  or  two  of  the  men  that  work  for  Mr.  Cooper. 
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9934.  Have  you  made  any  statement  as  to  the  Je^anes  ? — No.     I  do  not  know  them     Mr.  John  Pon* 
sufficiently  to  speak  to  them.      I  do  not  know  that  ever  I  spoke  to  one  of  the  Jeanes  in  •--— • 

my  life  but  once.  94tli  June  1859*. 

9935.  Nor  the  Josslyns  either  ? — They  are  men  that  are  not  likely  to  come  in  my  way         ■■  ■■      ,  ,  ■ 
at  aU  ;  men  that  I  do  not  know. 

9936.  I  find  I  was  right  in  the  fii-st  instance ;  it  was  Josslyn.  It  was  stated  distinctly 
that  you  could  do  anything  with  those  three,  and  that  tliey  were  quite  safe.  You  have 
heard  nobody  make  that  statement  ? — No. 

9937.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  a  person  of  the  name  of  Hadley  ? — No. 

9938.  Do  you  know  his  brother  ? — No.  I  know  the  names  you  are  mentioning  from 
Mr.  Kingsford  8  brief  that  went  before  the  House  of  Commons,  because  that  is  in  the 
printed  report. 

9939.  You  told  us  just  now  that  you  had  forgotten,  even  at  this  moment,  the  large  sma 
of  20Ly  and  other  matters  that  were  stated  by  the  last  witness  ? — Only  that  one. 

9940.  I  want  to  know,  has  your  attention  not  been  called  to  these  circumstances  since 
the  contest  ? — Which. 

9941.  All  these  circumstances  ? — No. 

9942.  Do  you  mean  to  say,  when  this  case  for  the  sitting  member  was  about  being 
prepared,  you  were  not  consulted  as  to  what  would  be  the  probable  line  of  attack  and 
defence  ? — I  never  saw  them  upon  it. 

9943.  Were  you  not  consulted  in  every  case  that  could  possibly  be  brought  forward  ? 
— I  was  asked  the  question  as  to  a  great  many  of  tlie  names. 

9944.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  you  were  referred  to  tliroughout  the  contest  for  the  seat, 
and  afterwards,  after  the  seats  had  been  gained,  and  the  proceedings  taken  to  defend 
them,  as  the  person  who  could  speak  with  the  greatest  accuracy  as  to  what  are  called 
bribery  payments'? — I  was  not  spoken  to  at  all  tiU  I  was  in  London  at  the  time  the 
committee  was  sitting.  A  few  questions  were  asked  me  when  I  went  through  the  brief 
with  Mr.  Kingsford,  and  I  made  such  remarks  as  I  thought  necessary  for  him,  as  a 
professional  man,  to  guide  the  briefe. 

9945.  I  have  gone  through  your  evidence  carefully,  both  at  the  time  you  gave  it  and 
since  it  was  printed,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  you  have  contributed  no  information  to 
this  commission  which  we  have  not  already  obtained  from  other  witnesses,  and  your 
statement  to-day  is  a  case  in  point.  You  have  confcv^^ed  to  the  201. ;  not  because  it  was 
stated  by  the  last  witness.  I  now  ask  you,  did  you  ever  give  us  any  evidence  whatever 
not  already  given  by  others,  both  at  the  present  or  the  former  examination  ? — I  do  not 
know  of  anything  but  what  I  have  told  you.  I  do  not  recollect  any  particular  circiun- 
stances.  I  came  here  to  tell  you  the  truth,  and  to  answer  every  question  that  you  can 
put  to  me,  and  I  believe  I  have  told  you  all  I  know.  As  to  this  case  of  Bligh,  I  have 
as  much  forgotten  it  as  I  am  sure  of  my  own  existence. 

9946.  There  may  be  other  cases  that  you  have  also  forgotten  ? — I  think  not.  I  have 
told  you  a  great  many  things  that  you  could  not  have  known  before  ;  of  that  I  am  quite 
certain. 

9947.  Did  you  render  your  accounts  to  anybody? — My  accounts  all  went  before  the 
parties.     I  told  you  the  accounts  were  sent  up  to  Mr.  Gridley. 

9948.  Those  were  the  1847  accounts? — That  was  Clinton  and  Vance,  1847. 

9949.  This  circumstance  of  the  201.  given  to  Bligh  was  1852.  Have  you  rendered  any 
accounts  of  the  money  you  expended  in  1852  ? — They  were  all  sent  up  to  the  finance 
committee. 

9950.  Who  formed  the  finance  committee  ? — Mr.  Kingsford,  Mr  William  Delmar,  and 
Doctor  Lochee.     They  had  the  whole  of  the  accoimts  ;  all  the  biUs  that  I  paid. 

9951.  This  20L  would  appear  in  those  accounts  ? — Most  likely.  I  would  not  answer 
to  thatj  because  I  have  been  thinking  since,  as  to  this  20i.,  that  it  was  given  three  or 
four  days  before  the  election. 

9952.  Was  it  the  nomination  day  ? — I  do  not  know. 

9953.  Or  the  day  before  ? — A  day  or  two  before. 

9954.  Why  should  not  that  20/.  appear  in  the  accoimts  ? — Very  likely  it  did ;  I  would 
not  be  certain  tliat  it  did.  I  told  you  the  items  were  put  down  ;  it  may  have  been,  and 
no  doubt  it  was.  When  I  first  heard  of  this  20/.,  I  thought  it  was  a  private  transaction 
between  Bligh  and  myself.  1  employ  him  yearly,  and  I  pay  him  for  repairs,  and  I 
thought  it  was  Bligh's  bill. 

9955.  I  suppose  in  this  accoimt  sent  in  to  the  finance  committee  there  would  be  a 
debtor  and  creditor  account  between  you  and  the  finance  committee  ? — Yes. 

9956.  You  put  down  on  the  one  side  the  sums  you  received,  and  on  the  other  side  the 
sums  you  disbiu^ed  ? — Yes. 

9957.  And  if  that  20^  did  not  appear  it  would  be  short  ? — Yes. 

9958.  It  might  not  have  appeared  in  the  accoimt,  and  yet  be  represented  as  money 
which  legitimately  belonged  to  you  as  part  of  your  expenses  or  remimeration  ? — It  might 
be  put  down  with  the  others, — "  Bligh,  so  much  money,"  as  I  told  you  before ;  then  it 
would  have  appeared. 

9959.  If  it  had  not  it  would  appear  as  part  of  your  remimeration  ? — I  should  have 
been  out  of  pocket  if  it  was  not  down. 

9960.  You  did  not  tell  us  that  before  ?— What  ?  •  •  _       .     . 
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Mt.JohnPwU.         9961.  That  there  was  so  much  to  Bligh  appearing  in  the  account.     On  the  contrary, 
—  you  swore  there  was  only  a  pound  for  some  trifling  expenses  ? — I  tell  you  now,  aa  I  told 

24th  June  1853.    yQ^j  before,  I  had  no  recollection.     I  told  you  that  I  paid  Bligh  some  money  for  travelling 
■        expenses  for  his  brother,  and  employing  a  man. 

9962.  Now  you  say  that  the  20/.  paid  to  Bligh  would  appear  in  the  account  of  receipts 
and  payments,  as  you  told  us  before.  You  have  not  told  us  anything  of  the  sort  ?— If  I 
had  recollected  it  before  I  would  have  told  you  so 

9963.  Does  it  or  does  it  not  appear  ? — I  suppose  it  does. 

9964.  Now  there  is  also  a  question  about  tMs  financial  committee  that  I  wish  to  ask 
you.  Is  that  the  committee  of  referees,  or  trium\drate,  as  they  are  called,  in  Mr.  Kings- 
ford's  brief  ?— I  suppose  they  are. 

9965.  Had  they  the  superintendence  over  the  two  committees  ? — I  do  not  know. 

9966.  Did  you  not  regularly  report  to  them  ? — No. 

9667.  Then  if  it  is  stated  in  the  brief  that  is  imtrue  ? — Only  in  the  evening  I  reported. 

9668.  Did  you  report  everything  to  this  triumvirate  ? — No. 

9669.  Did  you  ever  report  to  them  ? — Only  through  the  canvassing  clerk,  Mr.  Taylor. 
He  made  up  the  report  of  an  evening. 

9670.  They  had  supreme  power  over  you  and  the  committee  of  which  you  were  the 
chief  ? — Certainly. 

9671.  I  ask  you,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  did  you  or  did  you  not  know  that,  though  there 
were  nominally  three  persons  upon  that  committee,  that  Mr.  Kingsford  and  Mr.  Delmar 
were  so  much  occupied  with  the  preparations  for  the  contest  of  the  county  that  all  the 
business  was  in  point  of  fact  managed  by  Dr.  Lochee  ? — I  think  it  was. 

9672.  It  is  stated  in  one  of  the  papers  handed  in  by  Mr.  Kingsford,  that  a  sum  of  SOOi 
was  placed  in  your  liands  by  Mr.  Gipps,  with  directions  to  pay  it  over  to  Mr.  Kingsford,  and 
Mr.  Kingsford  remarks  he  never  received  it ;  what  became  of  that  money  ? — The  SOOi 
is  part  of  the  money  that  Dr.  Lochee  had  for  colour  tickets. 

9973.  You  did  not  pay  it  over  to  Mr.  Kingsford  ? — No. 

9974.  You  do  not  deny  that  ? — Yes. 

9975.  Was  there  no.  other  sum  that  Mr.  Gipps  left,  except  that  that  went  to  Dr.  Lochee  ? 
— I  have  told  you  everything. 

9976.  Are  you  sure  of  that  ? — Yes. 

9977.  It  will  be  very  unpleasant,  by-and-by,  if  some  other  witness  shall  make  a  state- 
ment, and  then  you  are  to  be  recalled,  and  say  then  you  recollect  it  ? — I  have  told  you  of 
every  sum  I  received,  and  I  have  spoke  of  everything  I  know. 

9978.  Have  you  any  further  information  to  give  ? — No,  I  have  not. 

9979.  Have  you  a  book  which  you  consider  a  sort  of  register,  which  you  have  kept  for 
some  years  ? — A  register  of  the  freedom  ? 

9980.  Of  the  whole  constituency  ? — A  whole  drawer-full  of  them. 

9981.  I  am  told  you  have  got  one  particular  book,  in  a  calf-skin  binding  ? — I  do  not 
know  that  I  have.     I  have  a  good  many  books  with  different  bindings. 

9982.  A  parchment  binding  ? — They  are  all  quite  at  your  service,  if  you  wish  them.  They 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  election.  They  are  entirely  registration  affairs,  and  nothing 
more. 

9983.  You  have  no  books  other  than  several  books  which  are  registration  books  ? — The 
r^stration  books. 

9984?.  Have  you  no  particular  book  to  which  you  were  in  the  habit  of  referring  for 
ascertaining  the  particular  opinions  of  the  electors  ? — That  is  the  book. 

9985.  Tlien  I  want  the  book ;  not  the  several  books  ? — They  are  aU  the  same  thing. 

9986.  I  want  the  book  ? — You  can  have  it  with  pleasure. 

9987.  How  do  you  identify  the  book  from  all  the  othei-s  ? — They  go  on  from  year  to 
year. 

9988.  Can  you  let  us  have  the  book  of  1852,  which  you  used  upon  that  election  ? — I 
have  no  book  of  the  1852  election.  I  am  not  quite  certain  ;  I  do  not  know ;  I  think  it 
is  only  in  a  copybook.  I  did  not  mean  to  have  anything  to  do  with  that  election.  I  did 
not  mean  to  have  any  more  to  do  with  elections  after  Mr.  Vance  came  forward.  I  did  not 
belong  to  that  committee.  You  recollect  about  the  time  of  Mr.  Vance's  going  away.  From 
that  time  I  took  no  more  notice  of  it.     I  have  that  book.  * 

9989.  You  have  got  the  book  of  1851  ? — I  dare  say  I  have. 

9990.  Did  you  ever  see  a  green  book  with  your  party  ? — I  think  mine  is  a  green 
cover. 

9991.  Are  they  all  green  covers  ? — No  ;  some  are  copybooks. 

9992.  Which  is  the  green  cover  ? — The  large  book  I  kept  the  registration  in,  I  do  not 
think  it  has  been  got  out  for  the  last  two  or  three  elections. 

9993.  After  all,  the  green  book  is  the  book  ? — You  shall  have  it. 

9994.  Is  it  the  book  that  Dr.  Lochee  used  to  have  sometimes  ? — He  never  had  it. 
Dr.  Lochee  had  a  copy  of  the  register  in  a  book  of  his  own.  They  used  to  bring  in  the 
slips  with  the  votes.  I  think  some  one  must  have  given  you  information  that  knows 
nothing  at  all  about  it. 

9995.  It  is  from  Mr.  Kingsford's  brief  I  take  it  ? — It  is  only  the  registration  book  he 
speaksoC 
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9996.  Perhaps  you  will  let  us  have  it  ? — If  the  Serjeant  will  go  for  it  he  can  ask  my  son    Mr.  John  PouL 
for  it.  — 

9997.  You  say  you  sent  in  to  Mr.  Kingsford,  Mr.  Delmar,  and  Dr.  Lochee  an  account    24th  June  1863. 
of  the  sums  of  money  that  you  expended  at  the  last  election  ? — They  had  them  all.  — 

9998.  And  that  account  that  you  sent  in  contained  an  accurate  accoimt  of  all  the  sums 
of  money  which  you  had  received  before  the  election,  and  all  the  sums  of  money  which 
you  expended  ? — ^Yes ;   balanced  up. 

9999.  You  have  told  us  that  you  gave  a  sum  of  money  to  Kelson,  and  another  sum  of 
money  to  Vincent,  another  sum  of  money  to  Munns,  and  another  sum  of  money  to 
Admans,  and  now  another  sum  of  20Z.  to  Bligh.  Did  you  put  down  in  those  accounts 
that  you  sent  in  all  those  as  separate  items,  or  lump  them  together  ? — Each  man  separate. 

10.000.  Then  there  would  appear  in  those  accoimts  what  you  paid  to  Kelson,  what 
you  paid  to  Vincent,  what  you  paid  to  Munns,  what  you  paid  to  Bligh,  and  other 
persons  ? — Yes,  I  expect  so.  Mr.  Taylor  can  tell  you  more  about  it  than  I  can.  He 
made  up  the  accounta  I  never  put  pen  to  paper.  He  was  employed  by  Mr.  Kingsford 
and  Dr.  Lochee.  He  made  out  everything.  He  can  tell  you  more  about  the  accounts 
than  I  can,  as  far  as  that  goes. 

10.001.  You  do  not  know  where  those  accoimts  are  ? — They  are  destroyed. 

10.002.  Who  destroyed  them  ?— I  did. 

10.003.  When  did  you  destroy  them? — About  the  time  of  the  naming  of  the  election 
petition  before  the  Parliament,  the  Parliamentary  conmiittee. 

10.004.  About  the  time  the  petition  was  presented  ? — No,  not  before  it  was  presented ; 
it  was  afterwards.     It  was  after  the  committee  was  struck. 

10.005.  The  petition  would  be  presented  in  November  ? — Yes.  I  think  it  was  about 
Christmas  time  they  were  destroyed. 

10.006.  Did  you  destroy  nny  other  docimients  connected  with  the  election,  having 
reference  to  the  election  besides  those  accoimts  ? — Not  that  I  am  aware  of.  I  destroyed 
all  the  papers  that  I  had,  and  in  fact  the  registration  papers,  when  I  gave  it  up  into 
Mr.  Collard's  hands. 

10.007.  I  suppose  you  destroyed  everything  that  you  thought  likely  to  throw  light 
upon  it? — No. 

10.008.  You  tell  me  you  destroyed  these  accounts  ? — This  last  time  ? 

10.009.  Did  you  not  destroy  those  accounts  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  their  being 
brought  forward  ? — I  was  ordered  to  destroy  them. 

10.010.  Who  ordered  you  ? — Mr.  Kingsford. 

10.011.  Kingsford  the  elder  or  the  younger? — It  was  a  written  document:  "Destroy 
these  papers." 

10.012.  When  you  put  down  in  those  accounts  the  names  of  Kelson,  Adraans,  and  so 
on,  did  you  put  anytliing  to  them  to  show  for  what  purposes  the  money  was  given  ? — 
No. 

10.013.  How  did  you  put  it  down  ?  "  KeLson's  account,'*  "  Adman's  account,''  and  so  on 
Did  you  put  down  the  names  of  the  men  whom  they  had  bribed  ? — No. 

10.014.  Only  the  amount  of  money  which  you  had  paid  to  them  ?— Yes. 

10.015.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  those  gentlemen  with  reference  to  the  sums 
that  you  state  in  these  accounts  to  be  paid  to  Kelson  and  Munns  ? — With  whom  ? 

10.016.  With  Mr.  Kingsford  ?— No. 

10.017.  Or  Dr.  Lochee  ?— No. 

10.018.  Or  Mr.  Delmar? — No.  I  never  saw  Mr.  Delmar  upon  the  subject.  I  only 
knew  that  those  three  gentlemen  were  on  the  committee,  but  I  never  met  them  or  saw 
them. 

10.019.  The  money  that  you  gave  to  Smith  for  the  payment  of  tlie  colour  tickets,  would 
that  appear  in  the  accounts  ? — I  did  not  give  that.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did.  I  could 
only  say  by  hearsay  what  it  was      I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

10.020.  Do  you  remember  about  what  the  sum  total  was  of  the  monies  that  you  paid 
at  the  election  ? — The  whole  amount  ? 

10.021.  The  whole  amount  ? — Well,  I  do  not  know  that  I  quite  recollect  all  the  bills. 
I  should  say  from  1,700^.  to  2,000Z. 

10.022.  In  those  accounts  that  you  sent  in  to  Mr.  Kingsford? — I  did  not  send  them 
in.  They  were  sent  to  them.  They  were  sent  through  me  to  pay.  They  were  sent  down 
to  me,  and  I  returned  them  to  them  again. 

10.023.  I  am  asking  you  what  was  the  sum  total,  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  or 
about  the  sum  total,  of  the  accounts  which  you  sent  in  to  Mr.  Kingsford,  which  you  after- 
wards destroyed  by  Mr.  Kingsford's  direction  ? — I  should  say  altogether  what  I  told  you, 
between  1,700^  and  1,800Z.     I  should  not  like  to  swear  to  anything. 

10.024.  What  portion  of  that  1,700L  or  1,800L  was  for  legitimate  expenses  ? — I  cannot 
tell  you  what  were  legitimate  expenses.  I  can  only  tell  you  they  consisted  of  trades- 
men's bills,  and  what  I  told  you  Kelson  and  those  parties  had.  It  was  for  colour  tickets, 
and  Mr.  Smith's  bill  for  the  colours.  Though  it  did  not  pass  through  my  hands,  I  saw 
the  amount  of  it. 

10.025.  His  bill  for  the  colours  did  not  appear  in  that  account  ? — All  these  accounts 
were  sent  to  me  to  make  up ;  the  whole  of  the  accounts  of  the  election.  I  did  not 
pay  all. 
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Mr,  John  Pout.         10,026.  I  am  not  asking  you  what  you  paid.    I  am  asking  you  about  thosfe  accounte 
—  which  were  destroyed.     I  am  asking  you  what  was  the  gToss  amount  of  the  accounts 

24th  June  1853.     which  you  sent  in,  and  which  were  destroyed  ? — I  should  think  about  what  I  have  told 
— ^— -        you. 

10.027.  About  l,700i  ?— Yes. 

10.028.  Did  those  contain  what  was  paid  to  Mr.  Smith  for  the  colour  tickets  ? — I  will 
not  be  certain,  because  I  think  Mr.  Kingsford  paid  Mr.  Smith  afterwards.  I  will  not  be 
certain  ;  I  think  so. 

10.029.  So  that  to  the  best  of  your  belief  the  amount  of  those  accounts  was  about 
1,700Z.,  exclusive  of  the  400/.  and  odd  that  was  paid  by  Mr.  Kingsford  ? — No  ;  not  the 
400Z.  ;  that  went  through  Dr.  Lochee. 

10.030.  Was  that  in  your  accoimt  ? — It  was  in  the  account  that  I  sent  in. 

10.031.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  know,  whether  it  was  there  or  not  ? — Yes,  because 
I  gave  myself  credit  for  the  420/.  odd  that  was  paid  to  Dr.  Lochee.  I  do  not  know 
who  paid  it.  I  gave  Dr.  Lochee  the  money ;  that  is  all  I  know  about  it.  What  he  did 
with  it  I  only  suspect,  and  what  he  has  told  you.  All  I  know  is  that  I  paid  him  the 
money. 

10.032.  How  much  money  expended  in  direct  bribery  was  there  in  that  1,700/.  ? — The 
amoimt  I  have  told  yoiL 

10.033.  More  than  that.  You  have  given  us  a  very  small  sum  ? — I  have  told  you  all 
I  know.     I  do  not  recollect  another  person  having  money. 

10.034.  Out  of  that  1,700/.  your  evidence  does  not  account  for  800/.  of  the  money 
expended  ? — Yes,  it  does  ;  look  at  all  the  bills. 

10,036.  What  bills  ?— The  tradesmen's  bills.  There  is  the  sheriff's  fee  in  it  of  100/. 
and  odd. 

10,036.  Try  and  put  upon  a  piece  of  paper,  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  what  waA 
contained  in  those  accounts  which  you  sent  in  to  Mr.  Kingsford,  and  which  were 
destroyed  ? — The  small  amoimts  I  could  not  tell  you. 

]  0,037.  I  will  not  call  upon  you  to  recollect  now.  We  will  call  you  up  again  to-morrow 
morning  ? — Very  well.  I  shall  be  quite  ready  to  tell  you  all  I  know.  I  can  recollect 
within  a  few  pounds.  I  recollect, the  sheriffs  fee  is  one;  that  is  another  100/.  Very 
likely  those  gentlemen  who  had  the  accounts  can  recollect  it.  They  had  one  thing  to 
think  of,  and  I  had  many. 

10.038.  Have  you  any  book  in  which  these  accoimts  were  kept  ? — No. 

10.039.  Have  you  no  green  book  ? — No. 

10.040.  No  book  containing  a  copy  of  these  accoimts  ? — There  never  was  any  book 
kept ;  it  was  aU  upon  paper. 

10.041.  They  were  not  transferred  into  a  book? — No.  All  papers  were  sent  up  to 
Dr.  Lochee  with  the  accounts.  I  think  Mr.  Taylor  will  give  you  the  same  evidence. 
He  made  them  aU  out,  and  took  them  up.     I  never  put  pen  to  paper. 

10.042.  If  you  will  do  that,  put  down  to  the  best  of  your  recollection  what  you 
remember  paying  ? — Mr.  Taylor  can  tell  you  more  about  what  bills  were  paid  than  I  can. 
He  paid  most  of  the  bills. 

10.043.  Mr.  Taylor  will  assist  you  ? — He  will  tell  me,  no  doubt,  aU  those  we  paid. 

10.044.  Your  memory  is  most  extraordinary  and  treacherous,  because  when  you  were 
last  here  I  asked  you  if  you  knew  Mr.  Filmer,  and  you  asked  me  which  of  them,  and  I 
said  any  of  them  who  acted  in  that  way,  and  you  said  there  was  no  such  person  ? — My 
evidence  was  that  I  knew  him. 

10.045.  I  win  read  you  the  passage  :  "  Do  you  know  Mr.  Filmer  ? — What  Mr.  Filmer  ? 
"  The  gentleman  who  acted  as  agent  ? — I  do  not  know  any  such  name  as  an  agent  who 
"  acted  in  any  way  for  the  committee ;  not  that  I  am  aware  oV*  I  find  your  name  freely 
mentioned  in  Mr.  Kingsford's  brief  as  being  fiiUy  informed  with  respect  to  the  employ- 
ment of  Mr.  Filmer  and  his  agency  ? — I  pointed  this  out  to  Mr.  Kingsford  as  aU  wrong. 
Mr.  FUmer  will  declare  that  he  never  saw  me. 

10.046.  The  answer,  "  Not  that  I  am  aware  of,"  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  an  answer, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  you  are  sworn  to  speak  the  truth  and  the  whole  truth, 
which  you  ought  to  make  ? — I  have  spoken  the  whole  truth.  I  did  not  know  that 
Mr.  Filmer  was  engaged,  and  he  cannot  say  that  I  did.  Mr.  FUmer  never  applied  to  me 
upon  the  last  election.     Mr.  Filmer  is  here,  and  can  state  that. 

10.047.  It  is  not  the  answer  you  can  make  ? — I  do  not  know  what  clearer  answer  I 
can  give  about  his  being  agent. 

10.048.  Whether  he  acted  in  any  way  for  the  committee  is  the  question? — I  am  not 
awara 

10.049.  Your  name  has  been  very  freely  used  ? — So  it  was  ;  and  I  told  him,  and  if  you 
have  his  original  brief  you  will  see. 

1 0.050.  It  is  expressly  stated  that  you  will  inform  Mr.  Kingsford  of  the  nature  of 
Mr.  Filmer's  engagement  with  your  party  ? — Tliis  time  ? 

10.051.  Yes  ? — Then  it  is  decidedly  wrong.  The  best  evidence  would  be  from  Mr.  Filmer 
himself. 

10,062.  I  do  not  understand  Mr.  Filmer  to  say  you  gave  him  the  money? — 1  nevei* 
saw  Mr,  Filmer,  and  never  had  the  least  conversation  with  Mr.  Filmer  \  neither  di^ 
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1  know  Mr.  Filmer  was  engaged.    Mr.  Filmer  cannot  say  that  I  did,  that  I  am  quite  Mr.John.PouL 

certain  of.    Shall  I  fetch  tlie  book  ?  

10,053.  Yes  ;  the  green  book.     If  you  will  bring  it  to-mon-ow,  and  the  account  to  be  ^^*^  *^"^®  ^^^ 

made  out,  that  will  do  ? — I  will  send  for  Mr.  Taylor  to  help  me.  


Sir  William  Somerville  sworn,  and  examined.  g^^  pfr^  Somervilk. 

10.054.  You  were  only  a  candidate  once,  I  believe,  for  this  city  ? — Only  once.  _— — 

10.055.  And  that  was  on  the  last  occasion,  when  you  were  the  unsuccessful  candidate  ? 
—Yes. 

10.056.  With  Colonel  Romilly  ?— Yes. 

10.057.  On  your  coming  down  here  were  you  made  aware  of  the  custom  which  had 
existed  for  many  years  of  giving  colour  tickets  ? — Yes ;  I  was  quite  aware  that  there  was 
9uch  a  custom. 

10,068.  Were  you  aware  of  it  before  you  came  down  ? — Yes,  I  think  I  was. 

10.059.  You  were  not  made  acquainted  with  it  by  any  of  your  committee  or  supporters 
on  your  arrival  here  ? — I  knew  before  that  such  was  the  custom. 

10.060.  You  were  aware  that  a  large  sum  of  money  would  be  necessary  to  carry  out 
that  system  ? — Yes. 

10.061.  Did  you,  on  arriving  in  Canterbury,  come  to  any  arrangement,  as  far  as  your 
party  were  concerned,  that  that  system  should  be  discontinued  ? — I  was  determined  I 
would  have  resort  to  no  illegal  practices. 

10.062.  You  were  aware  that  was  an  illegal  practice  ? — Yes. 

10.063  Your  attention  had  been  particularly  directed  to  it  with  regard  to  Mr.  Strutt  ? 
— I  had  no  recollection  of  that  at  the  time,  but  I  was  quite  aware  it  was  an  illegal 
practice. 

10.064  It  was  a  practice  which,  if  persisted  in,  might  peril  the  seat  ? — Quite  so. 

10.065.  Would  peril  it,  at  least  ? — I  was  quite  certain  such  would  be  the  case. 

10.066.  On  that  account  you  intimated  to  your  committee  it  must  be  discontinued  ? — ; 
I  was  determined  I  would  do  nothing  wrong  or  illegal. 

10.067.  And  you  intimated  that  to  the  committee  ? — To  my  friends.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  made  a  public  announcement  of  it  to  the  committee. 

10.068.  To  your  supporters  ?— Yes. 

10.069.  May  we  ask  what  the  sum  was  you  expended  ? — I  think  it  was  220Z. 

10.070.  That  included  everything?— Yes. 

10.071.  Sheriff's  fee,  returning  officer,  and  all  ? — The  sheriff's  fee,  and  everything.  I 
was  aware, — at  least  I  thought  from  the  information  I  had  obtained, — that  if  neither  party 
resorted  to  illegal  practices  I  should  be  returned. 

10.072.  And  if  the  colour  tickets  were  issued  on  the  other  side  your  chances  were  gone  ? 
— If  the  other  party  resorted  to  the  illegal  practices,  I  did  not  think  I  should  be  returned, 
and  I  believe  that  was  a  perfectly  accurate  calculation.  I  should  have  been  returned  but 
for  that,  I  dare  say  the  Commissioners  have  ascertained  that  fact ;  and  I  think  it  a  hard 
case  that  I  cannot  even  now  be  declared  the  sitting  member  for  Canterbury. 

10.073.  When  was  it  first  mentioned  to  you  by  anybody  connected  with  your  com- 
mittee that  the  colour  ticket  system  was  likely  to  be  resorted  to  ? — I  really  cannot  say 
that.    It  was  pretty  well  known  in  the  course  of  our  canvass  we  should  not  resort  to  it. 

10.074.  I  only  mean  to  ask  at  what  period  did  you  find  it  necessary  to  make  the 
statement  that  you  woiild  have  nothing  to  do  with  it  ? — I  do  not  know  I  made  any  precise 
statement  in  that  way.  I  said  generally  from  the  very  first,  and  Colonel  Romilly  did  the 
same,  that  it  was  meant  to  stand  the  election  without  having  resort  to  any  illegal 
practices.  I  do  not  know  that  it  was  necessaiy  to  make  any  statement  in  a  formal  way. 
Such  was  our  determination. 

10.075.  You  do  not  rembember  being  formally  consulted  on  the  point  by  Mr.  Pilcher  or 
anybody  ? — No  ;  I  do  not  remember  Mr.  Pilcher  mentioning  it. 

10.076.  Was  there  any  opposition  in  the  committee  ? — No  ;  I  do  not  know  that  any- 
body objected. 

10.077.  You  know  that  applications  were  made  in  very  considerable  number? — Yes  ; 
I  know  there  were  letters  in  very  considerable  number,  and  the  answer  always  was  that 
none  would  be  given. 

10.078.  The  very  fiict  of  the  applications  being  made  brought  it  imder  the  notice  of  the 
party,  that  it  was  necessary  to  come  to  some  determination  ? — I  think  the  determination 
was  before  that,  that  no  ill^al  practice  should  be  resorted  to  in  the  course  of  the  election. 

10.079.  Do  you  put  it  to  your  friends  or  your  committee  as  an  illegal  practice,  or  an 
improper  practice  ? — My  opinion  was  it  was  illegal ;  that  it  would  void  the  election  before 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

10.080.  Did  your  supporters  at  all  protest  against  its  being  considered  illegal? — No  ; 
I  do  not  think  so.  Among  many  there  seemed  to  be  an  impression  that  it  was  a  custom 
here,  and  not  to  the  same  extent  as  direct  bribery.  I  cannot  call  to  mind  any  particiilar 
person  ;  it  was  generally  among  the  constituency  who  entertained  the  impression  I  think 
there  wa»  such  an  impression  prevalent  among  many. 
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Hon.  Geo.  JSllioi. 
24th  June  1853. 


The  Honourable  George  Elliot  sworn,  and  examined. 

10.081.  We  are  informed  that  you  assisted  Colonel  Romilly  at  the  last  election? — I 
came  down  a  few  days  before  the  election  took  place. 

10.082.  At  his  desire  ? — No,  partly  at  my  own  desire.  I  am  related  to  Colonel  Romilly ; 
he  is  my  brother-in-law. 

10.083.  For  the  purpose  of  assisting  him  in  the  election  ? — Yes  ;  and  seeing  what  waa 
going  on. 

10.084.  Can  you  give  this  Commission  any  information  ? — I  do  not  exactly  know. 
I  can  give  information  as  to  what  the  determination  of  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William 
Somerville  was,  because  I  was  talking  to  them  confidentially,  and  their  determination 
was,  as  Sir  William  SomervHle  has  told  you,  not  to  enter  into  any  of  those  practices,  and 
that  purely  and  simply  because  they  were  illegal. 

10.085.  Were  you  present  when  any  determination  was  come  to  ? — No  ;  it  was  come  to 
before  I  came  down ;  but  it  was  the  understanding  that  there  was  to  be  nothing  improper. 

10.086.  Do  you  know  what  monies  the  Colonel  found  for  the  election? — He  paid  half 
the  expenses,  I  believe. 

10.087.  Did  the  money  pass  through  your  hands  at  all? — None  at  all. 

10.088.  During  any  part  of  the  election  ? — No. 

10.089.  Before  or  after  ?— No. 


IT.  GiOet  Gridley. 


Henry  Gillet  Gridley  sworn,  and  examined. 

10.090.  We  have  been  told  that  you  accompanied  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  and  Mr.  Vance 
in  this  city,  in  the  election  of  1847 ;  is  that  so  ? — Yes. 

10.091.  We  have  also  had  it  represented  to  us,  that  certain  accounts  relative  to  the 
expenditure  were  forwarded  to  you  in  London ;  is  that  so  ? — No.  Perhaps  the  Commission 
will  allow  me  to  explain.  I  can  better  give  the  facts,  if  you  will  allow  me  to  begin  at 
the  beginning.  I  will  make  it  as  short  as  I  can.  I  will  go  to  the  origin  of  my  connexion 
with  that  election.  Lord  Pollington,  who  had  pledged  himself  with  Mr.  Vance  to  contest 
Canterbury,  felt  desirous  of  retiring,  and  was  anxious  to  get  some  person  to  stand  in  his 
place.  In  consequence  of  that,  after  an  interview  with  Major  Beresford,  I  went  to  Lord 
Thomas  Clinton,  with  whom  I  was  on  terms  of  friendship ;  and  after  some  conversation 
with  him,  he  was  induced  to  accompany  me  to  Major  Beresford,  and  after  an  interview 
with  Major  Beresford  he  made  it  a  condition,  that,  inasmuch  as  he  was  a  stranger  to 
Canterbury,  that  I,  as  his  professional  adviser,  should  accompany  him,  as  he  did  not  wisli 
to  do  anything  prejudicial  to  himself.  I  came  down  with  the  address  of  Lord  Thomas  in 
manuscript,  which  was  to  be  issued  instead  of  the  address  of  Lord  PoUington  already  sent 
down.  I  had  a  letter  of  introduction  to  a  Mr.  Crossdill  or  Mr.  Walker.  I  had  never  then 
seen  Mr.  Vance,  and  had  no  acquaintance  with  him  whatever.  He  and  Lord  Thomas 
Clinton  came  down  on  the  following  day,  and  I  attended  with  them  through  the  whole 
of  the  election.  I  should  state  to  the  Commission,  it  was  stated  to  Lord  Thomas  by  Lord 
PoUington,  that  all  the  pecuniary  arrangements  as  to  the  election  were  made,  and  that  he 
would  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  but  to  oblige  Lord  PoUington  by  standing  and 
fighting  the  battle  in  his  place.  I  came  down,  as  the  friend  of  Lord  Clinton,  and  not  as 
the  agent  or  friend  of  Mr.  Vance.  Of  course,  I  became  intimate  with  him  in  the  course 
of  the  canvass  through  the  city.  The  election  terminated  in  the  defeat  of  those  gentlemen ; 
and  some  time  afterwards  a  communication  was  sent  to  me  in  town,  imder  cover  for 
Mr.  Vance,  to  be  forwarded  to  Mr.  Vance,  as  I  believe  I  did  one  or  two  other  letters. 
In  consequence  of  that,  Mr.  Vance  called  on  me  some  time  subsequently,  and  handed  to  me 
a  cheque  for  625/.  I  remitted  550/.  of  that  by  a  cheque,  which  I  have  here,  paid  through 
my  own  bankers  to  the  Union  Bank  of  London,  in  Princes-street,  and  addressed  to  Robert 
Walker  from  the  drawer  for  550/.  The  remaining  75/.  I  retained  on  account  of  my  own 
charges,  which  the  committee  had  assented  to  at  150/.,  and  that,  with  the  550/.,  was  the 
whole  of  the  money  that  was  paid  to  me  at  that  election,  either  before  or  after.  What 
the  accoimts  were,  or  how  much  they  amoimted  to,  I  do  not  at  this  moment  know  ;  nor  do 
I  know  how  it  was  provided,  whether  by  Mr.  Vance,  or  partly  by  Mr.  Vance  and  Major 
Beresford,  or  by  Lord  PoUington  altogether.  I  cannot  tell  how  that  was.  I  only  know 
I  received  625/.,  of  which  I  forwarded  in  that  way  550/.  I  do  not  know  of  any  instance 
of  bribery.     I  was  scarcely  an  agent.     I  was  merely  the  friend  of  Lord  Thomas. 

10.092.  You  have  no  recollection  of  any  accounts  having  been  forwarded  to  you  with 
reference  to  the  election  of  1847  ? — There  was  a  tavern  bill;  I  think  it  was  110/1  or  115/. ; 
it  was  the  bill  of  the  candidates  at  the  Rose,  which  included  the  expenses  of  Lord  Thomas 
and  Mr.  Vance,  Mr.  Vance's  friend  who  accompanied  him,  and  myself.  That  bill  I  have 
not  now,  and  I  cannot  exactly  say  what  I  did  with  it ;  whether  I  destroyed  it,  or  whether 
Lord  Thomas  Clinton  had  it.  No  accoimts  were  forwarded  to  me,  because  I  had  nothing 
to  do  with  them.  My  friend  had  no  part  of  the  expenses  to  pay,  and  it  was  quite  imma« 
terial  to  me  what  the  accounts  were,  and  therefore  it  was  only  for  the  purpose  of  forwarding 
them  to  Mr.  Vance,  whose  address  was  not  known  in  Canterbuiy,  that  the  letters  were 
sent  to  me.     I  had  nothing  to  do  with  them. 
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10.093.  Are  we  to  understand  that  these  enclosures  to  forward  to  Mr.  Vance  were  H,  GiUet  GridUy. 

accounts  ? — I  cannot  say  what  they  were.     I  believe  there  were  one  or  two,  or  perhaps  

more ;  but  whether  they  were  accounts  or  merely  letters  1  cannot  say.  24th  June  1858. 

10.094.  Did  you  ev^er  write  down  for  all  the  documents  and  papers  connected  with  the       

election  ? — I  believe  not.    If  I  did,  I  was  requested  to  do  so  by  Mr.  Vance.    I  might  have 

been ;  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

10.095.  Had  you  no  accounts  to  settle  with  Mr.  Vance  ? — None  whatever.  The  under- 
standing was  that  I  should  be  paid  out  of  the  general  fund  of  the  committee,  therefore  it 
was  I  retained  from  Mr.  Vance's  remittance  75i.,  not  as  being  due  from  Mr.  Vance  indi- 
vidually, but  as  a  claim  I  had  upon  the  committee  ;  and  .as  I  was  forwarding  625/.  on 
account  of  the  committee,  I  deducted  that  sum. 

10.096.  Which  was  sanctioned  by  the  committee  ? — Yes.  I  never  heard  any  objection 
made  to  it.    That  was  all  I  ever  received  of  the  1 50Z. 

10.097.  Is  Mr.  Vance  now  in  Canterbury? — I  think  not;  I  have  not  seen  him. 

10.098.  Have  you  seen  him  lately? — I  have  not  seen  liim  within  a  week.  I  have  not 
seen  him  since  I  was  summoned. 

10.099.  He  will  be  able  to  answer  these  questions  ? — Yes.  I  should  wish  to  correct  a 
statement  I  have  seen  in  the  papers,  as  to  my  having  introduced  Mr.  Pout  to  the  bank.  I 
wish  to  say  that  is  an  entire  misapprehension  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Pout.  I  never  was  in  the 
Canterbury  Bank  in  my  life.  The  money  arrangements  of  the  election  were  all  made, 
and  every  thing  arranged,  long  before  I  had  anything  to  do  with  it.  The  addresses  of  Lord 
Pollington  and  Mr.  Vance  were  absolutely  in  print  when  I  came  down. 

10,100^  Can  you  give  us  any  information  upon  that  subject,  of  Mr.  Pout  ? — No,  I  cannot. 

10.101.  Who  did  introduce  him  to  the  bank? — I  could  not  say.  I  was  studiously  kept 
in  ignorance. 

10.102.  Perhaps  that  would  call  it  to  your  attention,  by  telling  you  that  some  one 
introduced  Mr.  Pout ; — a  man  perfectly  well  known  in  Canterbury  as  John  Brown? — 
Yes ;  I  heard  he  went  by  the  soubriquet  of  John  Brown. 

10.103.  That  is  a  mistake  ;  you  did  not  introduce  him  ? — No.  All  these  arrangements 
were  made  before  I  can\e  to  Canterbury.     It  was  the  first  time  in  my  life, 

10,104}.  Did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Pout,  or  from  any  person  in  Canterbury,  any  coun- 
terfoils of  cheques  after  that  election  ? — No ;  unless,  as  I  have  mentioned,  imder  a  sealed 
cover  not  addressed  to  me.  I  did  not  know  the  contents  of  those  ;  they  might  have  con- 
tained them.  Nothing  ever  came  to  me  personally.  I  never  liad  the  inspection  of  any- 
thing. 

10,105.  You  did  not  know  anything  about  Mr.  Pouts  drawing  in  the  name  of  John 
Brown,  or  the  signature  to  the  cheques  being  in  the  name  of  John  Brown,  until  you  heard 
it  from  the  evidence  ? — I  never  knew  anything  of  it  before.  It  is  an  entire  misapprehen- 
sion on  the  part  of  Mr.  Pout. 


Mr.  John  Pout  recalled,  and  examined.  Mr.  John  Poui. 

10.106.  What  have  you  to  say  to  this  ? — It  may  be  a  misapprehension.   If  you  will  allow       

me,  I  will  explain  the  circumstance.    I  believe  I  gave  you  the  name  of  John  Brown.  After- 
wards I  inquired  at  the  London  and  County  Bank,  and  I  was  told  it  was  John  Thomas ; 

it  was  the  Christian  names  of  the  two  melnbei*s,  John,  Thomas,  which  the  bank  will  prove. 

10.107.  The  issue  is,  who  it  was  that  introduced  you  ? — I  fully  believe  now,  although 
Mr.  Qridley  denies  it,  that  it  was  him  ;  at  least  he  has  no  recollection  of  it. 

{Mr,  Gridley)  I  deny  ii 

{The  Witness.)  I  believe  so  far,  that  I  went  with  him  to  the  bank.  I  do  not  know  if 
the  present  clerks  are  the  same  as  those  who  received  the  money  ;  but  they  say  they  have 
got  the  account,  and  that  will  prove  what  I  stated. 

10.108.  I  observe  the  clerk  in  the  bank  is  always  your  voucher? — They  will  prove  the 
sum,  and  the  name  it  was  drawn  out  in. 

10.109.  We  want  the  clerk  with  reference  to  the  20L  note?— That  is  a  different  bank; 
the  other  is  the  London  and  County  ;  I  thought  it  was  the  Union.  I  was  speaking  the 
other  day  with  one  of  the  clerks,  and  he  told  me  it  was  a  mistake  in  the  name.  They  can 
prove  all  that.     I  only  wish  to  put  myself  right  in  proving  the  thing. 

10.110.  After  that  election  in  1847,  did  you  send  a  letter  to  Mr.  Gridley  ?— I  do  not 
recollect  sending  a  letter. 

10.111.  You  heard  what  Mr.  Gridley  said  just  now  ?— Yes. 

10.112.  You  heard  him  state  he  received  a  letter,  in  wliich  was  enclosed  a  letter  to 
Mr.  Vance,  and  which  letter  he  duly  forwarded  to  Mr.  Vance  ? — The  accounts  were  taken 
up.  I  think  you  will  find  by  my  evidence  they  were  sent  up  to  Mr.  Gridley.  I  believe 
they  were.     If  they  were  sent  in  this  way,  I  do  not  know  it. 

10.113.  Do  you  remember  writing  or  sending  a  letter  or  parcel  to  Mr.  Gridley  after 
the  election  of  1847  ? — I  do  not  recoUect.  The  accounts  went  up ;  how  they  went  up  I 
do  not  know. 

10.114.  You  were  asked  in  your  evidence  before  whether  you  had  got  counterfoils  for 
the  cheques  which  you  had  drawn  in  the  name  of  John  Brown.  It  now  appears  you  drew 
in  the  name  of  John  Thomas,  and  you  said  you  sent  those  counterfoils  to  London  ? — I 
said  the  accounts. 
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Mr.  John  Pout.  10,115.  It  is  down  in  the  print  taken  from  the  short-hand  writer's  notes? — I  must 

have  made  a  mistake. 

24th  June  1863.         10,116.  Listen  to  my  question,  and  give  rae  an  answer.     You  were  asked  whether 

you  had  got  those  counterfoils,  the  counterfoils  of  the  cheques  which  you  drew  in  the 

name  of  John  Thomas,  and  your  answer  was,  "  No ;  it  went  to  London."  You  were  then 
asked,  "  Who  to  ;  Mr.  Gridley  V*  and  your  answer  was,  "  To  Mr.  Gridley"  ? — I  believe 
they  were  sent. 

10.117.  Now  Mr.  Gridley  says  he  did  not  receive  from  you  any  letter  containing 
counterfoils  of  cheques  at  all  ? — I  said  they  were  sent  to  Mr.  Gridley.  I  did  not  say  I 
wrote  to  Mr.  Gridley. 

10.118.  Now  answer  me  this  question.  Do  you  not  remember  sending  a  letter  to 
Mr.  Gridley,  which  letter  contained  a  letter  to  Mr.  Vance? — No.  I  sent  up  the  accounts 
to  Mr.  Gridley ;  they  were  sent  up  by  Mr.  Smithson.  Mr.  Smithson  took  them  up,  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection.     I  do  not  recollect  ever  writing  to  Mr.  Gridley. 

10.119.  Did  you  direct  a  parcel  to  Mr.  Gridley? — That  I  might  have  done. 

10.120.  You  say  you  recollect  Smithson  taking  up  the  accounts  ? — Yes. 

10.121.  To  whom  was  the  parcel  containing  those  accoimts  directed  ? — ^To  Mr.  Gridley; 
I  think  so. 

10.122.  Were  those  accounts  in  that  parcel  open,  or  were  they  in  another  enclosure  ? — 
That  I  am  not  sure  o£ 

10.123.  You  will  not  undertake  to  say  that  those  counterfoils  were  not  under  an 
enclosure  directed  to  Mr.  Vance  ? — No,  I  will  not.  Everything  was  put  up  together,  and 
sent  up.  • 

10.124.  You  will  not  undertake  to  say  that  they  were  not  ? — I  would  not.  I  do  not 
recollect  it. 

10.125.  They  were  in  the  parcel  you  sent  by  Mr.  Smithson  to  Mr.  Gridley  ? — All  the 
accounts  were  sent  up. 

10.126.  Was  there  not  a  directed  envelope  in  that  parcel  to  Mr.  Vance,  directed  by 
yourself? — I  do  not  know.  I  would  not  swear  to  it ;  as  I  spoke  of  it  before,  I  thought  I 
sent  the  whole  to  Mr.  Gridley,  and  directed  to  Mr.  Gridley. 

10.127.  You  will  not  imdertake  to  say  in  that  parcel  you  sent  by  Mr.  Smithson  to 
Mr.  Gridley  there  was  not  another  parcel  directed  to  Mr.  Vance  ? — No ;  I  will  not  swear 
it,  because  I  do  not  recollect  it.  Now  that  Mr.  Gridley  is  here,  and  has  contradicted  that 
the  whole  of  them  were  taken  up  to  him,  Mr.  Gridley,  I  will  not  swear  it. 


Mr.  H.  G.  Crridlev,  ^^'  Henry  Gillet  Gridley  recalled,  and  examined. 

10,128.  Do  you  remember  whether  you  received  a  parcel  through  the  post  ? — I  do  not 

remember. 

10.129.  Most  probably  it  would  be  left  at  your  office,  and  delivered  to  you  ? — Very 
likely.  I  had  one  or  two  letters  fix)m  Canterbury  relating  to  the  election,  but  I  said  I 
can  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  accounts.  I  only  represented  Lord  Thomas 
Clinton,  who  was  not  to  pay  a  sixpence ;  and  it  mattered  not  to  me. 

10.130.  You  were  Lord  Thomas  Clinton's  agent,  or  professional  adviser? — Yes,  entirely  so. 

10.131.  Who  was  with  Mr.  Vance  ? — Some  friend. 

10.132.  It  seems  that  your  professional  seivices  were  paid  out  of  the  common  fund  ? — 
I  was  paid  75L  only  instead  of  150i.,  and  that  was  the  7oL  I  retained  out  of  that 
remittance.  I  had  some  doubts  whether  I  should  get  anything  at  all,  unless  I  made  some 
retention  ;  but  I  only  received  751.  for  the  whole. 

10.133.  You  considered  you  had  a  lien  on  it  to  the  extent  of  7ol.  ? — Certainly ;  if  I  had 
chosen,  to  the  extent  of  150Z. 


John  Pout.  John  Pout  recalled,  and  examined. 

10,134  I  find  you  state  in  your  former  evidence  that  the  book  was  sent  to  Gridley; 

but  you  do  not  state  who  by.  You  were  asked  on  the  last  time,  "  You  sent  the  book  up 
to  Mr.  Gridley  f  and  your  answer  is,  "  All  the  papers,  and  everything  went  up,*'  but  you 
do  not  say  by  whom.     Who  sent  them  up  ? — I  did. 

10,135.  And  Smithson  took  them  up? — I  said  so  at  first. 


Dr.  Alfred  Lochee.  ^^'  Alfred  Lochee  recalled,  and  examined. 

10,136.  We  are  given  to  understand  that  you  now  recollect  that  there  was  a  sum  of 

money  you  handed  over  to  somebody  for  the  purposes  of  the  last  election,  wliich  had 
escaped  your  memory  when  we  were  here  last.  What  is  it  ? — It  was  251.  which  I  received 
on  the  polling  day  from  Mr.  Pout,  to  pay  the  outgoings  with,  as  they  are  were  called ;  the 
expenses  of  persons  that  came  in  from  the  country,  for  their  travelling  expenses.  The 
amount  was  251  exactly. 

10,137.  Did  you  pay  that  with  your  own  hand  ? — I  sat  in  my  chair  on  the  polling  day, 
in  the  committee-room,  and  as  they  came  in,  and  were  entitled  to  their  expenses,  I  gave 
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them  what  they  asked,  and  put  their  names  down  in  the  book,  winch  book  waS  amon^  Dr.  Affred /Awhee. 
our  accoxmts  at  the  time.  

10.138.  Have  you  that  book? — No,  I  have  not.     I  sent  them  in  with  the  other  bills  to    24th  June  1853. 

Mr.  Kingsford,  when  I  was  called  on  for  them,  and  that  book  was  among  them.    I  wanted       

to  make  that  statement,  because  I  had  told  you  in  my  previous  examination  all  the  monies 

that  came  through  my  hands  were  certain  sums  I  mentioned.     I  had  forgotten  this. 

10.139.  Do  you  recollect  the  names  of  some  of  the  parties? — Some  of  them,  because  of 
the  largeness  of  the  sums.  A  man  of  the  name  of  Marriott  came  from  Norwich ;  and 
from  Norwich  to  Canterbury  is  something  like  3Z.  or  4/.  Then  one  man  came  from 
London,  Barnard  ;  and  I  am  glad  to  mention  his  name,  because  he  charged  barely  his 
railway  expenses,  and  nothing  more.  But  still  that  was  a  pound,  or  something  of  that 
sort ;  and  there  were  others  to  the  amount  of  something  under  20/. 

10.140.  I  suppose  you  have  been  present,  Dr.  Lochee,  during  the  examination  that  has 
taken  place  to-day  ? — No,  I  have  not ;  I  have  only  just  come  in. 

10.141.  It  appears  from  the  papers  handed  in  to  us  by  Mr.  Kingsford,  that  at  the  la£it 
election  for  Canterbury  the  business  was  conducted  by  two  distinct  committees,  represented 
respectively  by  Mr.  Pout  and  Mr.  CoUard  ;  and  that  they  rendered  their  repoi-ts  to  a  body 
called  indiscrimately  the  triumvirate  or  committee  of  referees,  consisting  of  yourself, 
Mr.  Delmar,  and  Mr.  Kingsford  senior,  of  which  you  were  chairman.  Is  that  so  ? — Not 
exactly.  The  district  committees  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  finance.  There  was  a  com- 
mittee of  three,  the  finance  committee,  William  Delmar,  myself,  and  Mr.  Kingsford. 
We  were  quite  independent  of  the  district  committees.  The  district  committees  reported 
to  the  committee  itself.  All  they  had  to  report  was  the  result  of  the  canvass.  There  was 
a  committee  of  three,  but  they  made  no  reports,  that  I  know  of,  to  anybody. 

10.142.  Do  I  understand  you  that  the  general  committee,  which  you  stated  in  your 
former  examination  to  have  taken  no  direct  part,  as  I  have  understood  you,  in  the  manage- 
ment, received  the  reports,  nevertheless,  of  the  district  committiees  ? — Of  the  canvassing, 
certainly. 

10.143.  And  none  of  those  reports  went  up  to  you  ? — All  of  them  came  through  ma 

10.144.  In  your  capacity  of  chairman  of  the  triumvirate? — I  was  not  the  chairman  of 
the  triumvirate ;  I  was  merely  a  member  of  the  finance  committee. 

10.145.  Have  you  ftimished  Mr.  Kingsford  with  any  facts  in  your  handwriting,  or  in 
the  shape  of  corrections  of  statements  made  by  himself,  from  winch  it  appears  that  you 
were  chairman  of  this  committee  ? — Certainly  not.  I  was  never  chairman  of  the  finance 
committee.     I  considered  Mr.  Kingsford  was. 

10.146.  Did  Mr.  Delmar  and  Kingsford  take  any  part  in  it  ? — We  had  one  meeting,  and 
one  meeting  only. 

10.147.  Is  it,  or  is  it  not  the  fact,  that  their  occupation  in  the  coimty  election  made 
it  necessary  for  them  to  leave  it  all  to  you  ? — There  was  only  one  meeting.  What  the 
object  was,  or  why  we  did  not  have  more,  I  cannot  telL 

10.148.  After  that  the  entire  business  was  managed  by  you;  Mr.  Kingsford  and 
Mr.  Delmar  took  no  part  ? — I  had  nothing  else  to  do,  after  the  first  meeting.  The  bills 
were  sent  in  to  me  by  everybody  who  had  got  anything  to  send. 

10.149.  Was  not  the  general  business  of  the  election  expressly  managed  by  you,  as  the 
last  resort  ? — I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  The  finance  committee  met  once,  and  only  once. 

10.150.  You  stated,  I  think,  on  a  former  occasion,  that  the  general  committee  was  open 
to  everybody? — Certainly. 

10.151.  It  is  clear  you  could  not  transact  the  business  of  the  election  there  ? — Certainly. 

10.152.  Where  did  you  transact  the  private  business  of  the  election  ? — I  do  not  know 
what  you  mean. 

10.153.  What  you  would  not  wish  to  communicate  to  everybody  ? — I  never  transacted 
anything,  except  in  the  general  committee. 

10.154.  Did  you  audit  the  accounts  ? — I  had  no  auditing  of  accounts.  I  tell  you  we 
met  once,  and  on  that  occasion  we  went  over  the  bills,  examined  them,  and  passed  them. 

10.155.  After  the  election? — After  the  election. 

10.156.  I  think  you  have  stated  that  you  ftimished  instructions  to  Mr.  Kingsford  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  him  to  prepare  the  defence  of  the  seats  of  the  sitting  members  ? — 
No  ;  I  never  furnished  any  instructions. 

10.157.  Did  you  give  him  any  information  ? — Mr.  Kingsford's  clerk  called  on  me  to 
know  what  I  knew  of  certain  things.     I  answered  him,  and  he  wrote  on  his  paper. 

10.158.  Did  you  never  see  what  he  wrote  ? — Never. 
10,15&.  Was  it  never  sent  to  you  to  revise  ? — No. 

10.160.  It  was  not  read  to  you  ? — It  was  not  read  to  me.  He  asked  me,  when  the 
petition  was  got  up,  a  few  questions  in  my  house,  but  what  they  were  I  entirely  forget. 
What  they  were  is  included  in  the  brief  for  counsel.  I  had  no  other  conversation  what- 
ever. 

10.161.  Do  you  fiumish  him  with  a  green  book  of  accounts  ? — No  ;  a  red  book  I  fur- 
nished him  with. 

10.162.  You  know  nothing  of  a  green  book  of  accoimts  ? — No. 

10.163.  What  has  become  of  the  red  book  of  accoimts  ? — The  red  book  of  accounts  was 
left  with  the  other  bills  in  his  hands,  as  far  as  I  know.  The  red  book  of  accounts  that. I 
refer  to  is  just  the  account  book  in  which  I  put  down  the  names  of  persons  who  r^ceiv^d 
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Dr.  Alfred  Lochee.  their  travelling  expenses.     That  is  the  only  account  book  that  ever  I  had  in  my  pos- 
.— —  session. 

24th  June  1853.         10,164.  Is  there  no  book  in  which  you  entreed  monies  paid  with  your  knowledge  or 

by  your  authority  to  voters  coming  from  the  country  ? — Yes ;  that  red  book     I  put  the 

entries  into  it  myself. 

10.165.  I  understand  you  distinctly  to  state,  that  beyond  the  conversation  that  took 
place  between  yourself  and  Mr.  Kingsford's  clerk,  on  whicli  occasion  he  took  down  your 
statement,  that  you  have  not  seen  any  report  of  the  evidence,  or  the  statement  which 
you  were  prepared  to  make,  or  wliich  you  are  stated  to  have  been  prepared  to  make,  and 
which  was  prepared  by  Mr.  Kingsford  with  a  view  to  the  defence  of  the  seats  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ?— Just  so.  I  have  seen  nothing  of  the  sort,  if  I  clearly  understand 
the  question. 

10.166.  The  question  is  simply  this  :  you  are  aware  that  when  a  petition  is  presented 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  complaining  of  the  undue  return  of  a  member,  the  parties 
whose  seats  are  sought  to  be  affected  prepare  their  defence,  and  of  course  the  solicitor 
to  whom  their  defence  is  intrusted  has  communication  with  tlie  witnesses  whom  he 
intends  to  call  for  the  purpose  of  opposing  the  petition.  In  pursuance  of  that  certain 
proofs  are  prepared ;  they  are  prepared  by  the  solicitor,  and  submitted  to  the  party  to 
be  examined.  Now  we  wish  to  know  if  the  proof  which  relates  to  your  evidence  was 
submitted  to  you  or  not  ? — I  have  never  seen  anything  of  the  kind. 

10.167.  What  book  is  that  you  have  brought  ? — This  is  my  promise  book ;  the  canvass 
book.  I  brought  it  with  me  last  time,  but  I  was  not  asked  for  it.  It  is  the  result  of 
the  canvass. 

10.168.  Is  this  the  canvass  book  into  which  the  promises  that  were  made  were  duly 
entered  ? — Yes. 

10.169.  I  understand  you  were  one  of  the  finance  committee  with  Mr.  Eangsford  and 
Mr.  Delmar  ? — Yes. 

10.170.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Pouts  aecount  being  sent  into  you  to  audit? Yes, 

10.171.  Did  you  examine  that  accoimt  yourself? — Yes  ;  I  examined  it. 

10.172.  Did  you  examine  it  item  by  item  ? — No  ;  not  carefiiUy,  item  by  item. 

10.173.  Do  you  remember  seeing  the  name  of  Kelson  in  that  account? Certainly 

10.174.  Do  you  remember  seeing  the  name  of  Munns  there  for  90/.  ? No. 

10.175.  Do  you  remember  seeing  the*  name  of  Munns  there  at  all  ? — No. 

10.176.  Do  you  recollect  seeing  the  name  of  Vincent  there? — No. 

10.177.  Of  Admans?— No. 

10.178.  Of  Bligh?— No. 

10.179.  Do  you  remember  the  amount  which  was  put  down  to  Kelson's  name? 

There  were  3Z.  exactly.  Let  me  tell  you,  I  do  not  think  you  are  speaking  of  the  same 
Kelson  as  I  am.  This  was  a  name  I  recollect  in  one  of  the  bills.  It  was  for  flagstaffs 
furnished  for  tlie  colours. 

10.180.  Mr.  Pout  has  stated  that  he  sent  in  a  bill  to  the  amount  of  upwards  of  1  700/. 
containing  a  coiTect  account  of  the  monies  which  he  had  received  and  expended  in  the 
election.  You,  Mr.  Kingsford,  and  Mr.  Delmar  were  upon  the  financial  committee,  and 
looked  over  that  account.  Is  that  so  ? — It  is  quite  true  he  sent  in  an  account  to  be  looked 
over. 

10.181.  Do  you  remember  the  account  contained  a  sum  total  of  upwards  of  1  700/.  ? 

I  fancy  it  did ;  1,700/.  I  should  say  was  about  it. 

10.182.  As  that  account  was  such  a  large  one,  did  you  examine  with  any  degree  of  care 
the  particular  items  ?— No,  we  did  not.  We  were  satisfied  with  the  bills  that  they  were 
so,  and  they  were  paid. 

10.183.  You  say  you  were  satisfied  with  the  bills.  Were  there  bills  sent  in  for  every 
item  that  appeared  in  that  account ! — No  ;  certainly  not 

10.184.  Was  there  a  sum  down  to  Kelson's  name  of  150/.  ? — I  did  not  see  it ;  certainly 
not.     At  any  rate  I  did  not  see  it ;  that  I  am  quite  sure  of 

10.185.  Was  there  a  sum  down  to  Vincent  of  60/.  ? — Certainly  not. 

10.186.  You  did  not  see  it? — I  did  not  see  it 

10.187.  Was  there  a  sum  down  for  Thomas  Munns  of  85/.  or  £f5/.  ?— Certainly  not 
I  must  have  seen  that  name.     It  was  not  so. 

10.188.  Nor  20/.  for  Bligh  ?— Nor  20/.  for  Bligh. 

10.189.  Mr.  Pout  has  stated  that  in  that  account  which  he  sent  in  to  you  there 
appeared  all  those  names  that  I  have  mentioned.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  do 
not  recollect  seeing  any  of  those  names  ? — I  positively  say  so. 

10.190.  Can  you  undertake  to  say,  or  will  you  say  that  you  examined  that  account 
with  sufficient  care  to  enable  you  to  state  positively,  that  those  names  were  not  contained 
with  the  items  I  have  mentioned  attached  to  them  in  that  account  ?— Well  I  really 
think  I  should  have  seen  them  if  they  were.  I  tell  you  I  did  not  examine  them  care- 
fully. 

10.191.  Do  you  really  think  that  you  did  examine  the  biU  sufficiently  well  to  be  able 
to  say  now  that  it  did  contain  those  names,  if  it  did  so.  Do  you  think  that  vou 
examined  the  bill  sufficiently  well  for  that  ?— That  if  they  had  been  there  I  should  have 
seen  them  ? 
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10.192.  That  if  they  had  been  there  you  would  have  seen  them  ? — I  really  do  think  so.  Dr.  Alfred  Lochee. 
You  must  not  hold  me  exact  to  that.     I  may  be  wrong,  but  I  really  think  so,  

10.193.  Admans  for  70i.  or  80?.,  do  you  remember  that? — No;  I  have  no  recollection    24th  June  1853. 
of  it.  

10.194.  A  person  of  the  name  of  Friend  for  about  50i.  ? — I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

10.195.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Kingsford  about  destroying  those  accounts  ? 
— I  had  none. 

10.196.  You  did  not  know  that  they  were  destroyed  ? — I  did  not  know  it,  till  I  heard 
it  said  in  this  Court,  or  since  this  Commission  has  been  sitting. 

10.197.  When  they  were  destroyed  they  were  not  destroyed  with  your  knowledge? — 
Certainly  not. 

10.198.  You  did  not  give  any  directions  to  Mr.  Pout  to  have  them  destroyed  ? — I  might 
have  made  some  observation  that  I  was  glad  they  were. 

10.199.  That  was  after  the  mischief  was  done  ? — I  gave  no  directions  about  them. 

10.200.  In  the  outset,  when  you  were  making  preliminary  arrangements  for  the 
election,  did  you,  or  did  you  not,  invite  Mr.  Kelson  and  Mr.  Bligh  to  at^nd  ? — To  attend 
what? 

10.201.  Your  committee,  or  body  ? — Yes,  I  did  ;  and  they  were  members  of  the 
committee. 

10.202.  At  your  invite  ? — At  my  invite. 


Mr.  WlliLlAM  Delmar  sworn,  and  examined.  jnf^^  ffr^^  Delmar, 

10.203.  Did  you  take  an  active  part  in  the  last  election  for  the  city  of  Canterbury  ? —       

I  did,  and  canvassed. 

10.204.  For  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps  ? — Yes. 
,10,205.  You  were  on  the  committee,  I  believe? — I  was. 

10.206.  You  were  also  on  the  financial  committee? — You  have  alluded  to  the  financial 
committee  in  Dr.  Lochee's  examination.  I  only  attended  once,  by  the  request  of 
Mr.  Kingsford  senior,  to  meet  Dr.  Lochee,  to  pass  some  bills ;  some  tradesmen's  bills,  I 
understood  they  were. 

10.207.  Did  you  take  any  other  part  in  the  election,  except  that  of  being  an  active 
canvasser  ? — Certainly  hoi 

10.208.  You  say  you  were  requested  by  Mr.  Kingsford  to  meet  Dr.  Lochee ;  was  it 
young  Mr.  Kingsford  ? — No  ;  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Kingsford  senior  who  asked  me  to 
attend. 

10.209.  And  did  you  meet  them  ? — Yes,  I  did,  at  his  office. 

10.210.  Dr.  Lochee  and  Mr.  Kingsford  senior  ? — Yes ;  at  Mr.  Kingsford  s  office. 

10.211.  Did  you  look  over  the  accounts  then  ? — Well,  I  recollect  some  accounts  ;  but  I 
cannot  say  I  looked  into  the  items  of  them.  My  business  appeared  to  be  principally  to 
examine  the  amount  of  the  bills  with  the  receipts,  and  pass  them.  I  cannot  tell  you  a 
single  item  that  they  contained. 

10.212.  Do  you  remember  an  account  sent  in  by  Mr.  Pout? — I  supposed  they  came 
from  Mr.  Pout. 

10.213.  You  supposed  then  that  they  came  from  Mr.  Pout  ? — I  supposed  so. 

10.214.  Did  you  examine  them  to  be  able  to  say  what  was  the  gross  amount? — I 
cannot  in  the  least. 

10.215.  Although  you  were  called  in  to  examine  them,  you  took  very  little  part  in  the 
examination  of  the  accounts  ? — I  did  not  trouble  myself  about  the  items  in  those  accounts, 
because  they  were  not  articles  ordered  by  me.  I  looked  at  the  amoimt  of  them,  I  have 
no  doubt 

10.216.  If  you  did  not  trouble  yourself  about  the  examination  of  the  items,  how  was  it    . 
you  were  called  in,  and  why  did  you  go  ? — I  suppose  it  was  principally  to  see  that  the 
receipts  coriresponded  with  the  amount ;  I  supposed  it  was  money  that  might  have  passed 
out  of  Mr.  Kingsford  s  hands. 

10.217.  Did  you  perform  that  part  of  the  examination,  namely,  seeing  whether  the 
receipts  corresponded  with  the  amounts  ? — I  believe  I  did,  nothing  more. 

10.218.  Did  you  apply  that  process  to  all  the  items  in  the  diflerent  accounts  ?— Well,  I 
cannot  recollect ;  I  assure  you  I  cannot  recollect.    I  know  they  were  bills. 

10.21 9.  Do  you  remember  any  receipt  of  a  person  of  the  name  of  Kelson  ? — Certainly  not. 

10.220.  Nor  Munns  ?— No. 

10.221.  Nor  Admans  ?— No. 

10.222.  Nor  Friend  ? — No  ;  nor  do  I  think  they  were  there  in  the  account  I  looked 
upon  them  merely  as  tradesmen's  bills  ;  legitimate  bills,  I  supposed  they  were. 

10.223.  Were  all  the  bills  you  examined,  or  rather  you  compared  with  the  receipts, 
were  they  all  tradesmen's  bills  ? — To  the  best  of  my  recollection  they  were. 

10.224.  Kelson  was  a  builder ;  was  there  a  builder's  account  against  the  committee  ?^ 
I  do  not  know.  I  really  cannot,  recollect  the  names  of  any  particular  tradesman  ;  not  one. 

10.225.  You  do  not  recollect  the  names  of  any  one  of  the  tradesmen  ? — I  do  not,  I 
assure  you. 

10.226.  It  is  not  a  year  ago  ? — Of  course,  1  knew  them  at  the  time, 
the  names  now. 
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10.227.  Vincent.  He  is  a  bricklayer.  Was  his  one  of  the  tradesmen's  accounts  ? — I  do 
not  know  whether  there  was  ;  I  do  not  know  such  a  man.  I  could  only  remark  upon 
those  tradesmen  I  happen  to  be  acquainted  with. 

10.228.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Bligh  ?— -I  know  him  as  a  plasterer  ;  I  employ  him. 

10.229.  Was  his  one  of  the  accounts  you  examined  ? — I  do  not  recollect ;  it  might  have 
been.  I  have  no  recollection  at  all.  I  have  had  notliing  to  do  with  the  financial  concerns 
at  the  election.     My  part  has  generally  been  in  canvassing. 

10.230.  Did  any  money  pass  through  your  hands  during  the  election  ? — Not  a  sixpence. 

10.231.  Or  after  the  election  ?--Not  a  sixpence,  either  before  or  after. 

10.232.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Goodwin  ? — I  know  there  is  such  a  person. 

10.233.  Did  anything  take  place  between  you  and  Dr.  Lochee  with  regard  to  Goodwin  ? 
— No,  certainly  not.     I  believe  you  are  aUuding  to  my  brother. 

10.234.  The  Delmar  whom  Dr.  Lochee  mentioned  in  his  evidence ;  you  are  not  the 
gentleman ;  it  is  your  brother  ?— Yes  ;  the  person  he  mentioned  on  that  occasion  as  passing 
the  money  to  Goodwin  is  my  brother,  and  not  myself 

10.235.  You  know  nothing  of  the  lOOi.  that  was  passed  to  Goodwin  ? — Nothing  what- 
ever, until  I  heard  it  in  evidence  here. 

10.236.  Did  you  know  anything  about  Mr.  Goodwin's  making  a  claim  for  lOOi.  till  you 
heard  it  here  ? — Never. 

10.237.  What  is  your  brother's  name  ? — James  Delmar. 

10.238.  Did  he  take  an  active  part  at  the  election  ? — Not  particularly. 

10.239.  I  think  you  stated,  at  the  beginning  of  your  examination,  that  there  were  none 
but  tradesmen's  accounts  ? — I  understood  they  were. 

10.240.  Therefore  bribery  payments,  and  payments  of  that  nature,  would  not  find 
their  way  into  that  account  ? — I  think  not.  All  I  can  say  is,  I  saw  no  bribery  payment 
I  think  I  should  have  noticed  it  if  it  had  been  so. 

10,24-1.  I  forget  if  you  were  on  the  committee  of  three,  or  the  other  Mr.  Delmar  ? — It 
was  only  on  one  occasion  I  was  asked  to  meet  Dr.  Lochee,  by  Mr.  Kingsford.  I  was 
present  on  that  occasion,  but  on  no  other. 

10.242.  That  was  after  the  election  ? — That  was  after  the  election. 

10.243.  You  did  not  sit  during  the  election  ? — No  ;  I  was  fully  employed  out  of  doors. 

10.244.  Who  represented  the  committee  of  management,  or  whatever  you  chose  to  call 
it,  permanently  during  the  contest  ? — Dr.  Lochee  we  considered  our  diairman. 

10.245.  Was  he  the  chairman  of  the  financial  committee  ? — I  know  nothing  of  the 
financial  committee. 

10.246.  Except  that  you  were  a  member  of  it  ? — On  that  occasion. 

10.247.  An  honorary  member  ? — I  was  asked  by  Mr.  Kingsford. 

10.248.  Your  time  was  taken  up  with  the  coimty  contest  ?  Were  you  not  engaged  in 
the  county  contest  ? — Yes,  I  was. 

10.249.  You  were  engaged  both  in  the  city  and  the  county  ? — Yes,  I  was  engaged  in 
both. 

10.250.  I  think  it  is  due  to  aU  parties,  if  we  can,  to  clear  up  this  matter  of  Mr  Bligh's, 
of  the  \5L  or  SOL  ? — I  can  throw  no  light  upon  that.  In  fact,  I  may  very  conscientiously 
say  that  not  a  sixpence  passed  through  my  hands. 


John  Pout  recalled,  and  examined. 


10.251.  You  have  heard  what  Dr.  Lochee  has  stated  with  respect  to  that  account  ? — 
Yes. 

10.252.  You  have  heard  what  he  said,  that  he  had  looked  over  them  with  sufiicient 
care  that  if  those  names  had  been  in  the  accounts  to  which  I  called  his  attention  he 
must  have  seen  them  ? — Yes. 

10.253.  Do  you  still  adhere  to  the  statement  which  you  previously  made  ?  I  am  not 
calling  your  statement,  or  Dr.  Lochee's,  into  question  at  all  I  merely  wish  to  ask  you  if 
you  still  adhere  to  the  statement  you  made,  that  the  accoimt  you  sent  in  to  those  three 
gentlemen  did  contain  the  names  you  have  mentioned,  and  the  simis  of  money  attached 
to  them  ? — Yes.  I  think  Mr.  Kingsford  will  corroborate  that,  and  the  amount  I  men- 
tioned.    Dr.  Lochee  mentioned  the  same  sum. 


Robert  Barker.  RoBEKT  BARKER  swom,  and  examined. 

10,254.  Are  you  a  clerk  in  one  of  the  banks  here  ? — Hammond  and  Company. 

10.255.  Do  you  remember  a  cheque  being  changed  by  Mr.  Pout  some  day  before  the 
election  in  1852  ?— I  do. 

10.256.  Do  you  remember  the  amount  6t  the  cheque  ? — ^^'66  odd.  Between  60/. 
and  70/. 

10.257.  Did  you  pay  it  out  in  large  notes  or  small  money  ? — Two  twenties,  two  tens, 
and  easL 

10.258.  Can  you  tell  us  the  exact  day  it  was? — The  3d  of  July. 

10.259.  Have  you  any  book  you  can  refer  to,  or  memorandum? — I  have  a  memo- 
randum. I  can  get  the  book,  if  necessary.  On  the  3d  of  July  h^  presented  a  cheque 
for  661 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THi  EXISTENCE  OF  BRIBERY  in  the  CITY  of  CANTERBURY.        319 

10.260.  Who  drawn  by  ?— The  Rev.  Edward  Penny.  Mr  U  ^arkm^ 

10.261.  In  favour  of  Mr.  Pout  ?— Yes.  * 

10.262.  Have  you  the  numbers  of  the  notes  you  paid  it  out  in  ? — Yea  24th  June  1858. 

10.263.  Let  us  have  them  ?— The  two  tens  were  2,886  and  2,848  of  the  Canterbury      * 

Bank,  and  667  and  686  two  twenties  of  the  Canterbury  Bank. 

10.264.  How  soon  after  that  did  either  of  those  twenties  come  back  to  the  bank  ? On 

Saturday  the  6th  of  July. 

10.265.  Who  brought  them  ? — James  Bligh  No.  686,  and  had  cash  for  it.  He  either 
brought  it  or  sent  it.     It  was  either  sent  by  Mr.  Bligh,  or  brought  by  him  himself 

10.266.  I  want  to  know  how  you  ascertain  at  this  distance  of  time  that  the  change  was 
given  to  Mr.  Bligh  ? — I  cannot  say  distinctly  the  person.  Mr.  Bligh  banks  with  us,  and 
makes  his  exchanges  for  money.  It  was  either  him  or  his  brother.  I  have  it  entered  in 
the  books  BUgh- 

10.267.  When  you  give  change  for  a  note  of  that  amount  do  you  enter  the  party  who 
presents  the  note  ? — Yes. 

10.268.  Against  the  number  of  the  note  ? — ^Against  the  number  of  the  note.  We  never 
change  a  note  without  putting  a  name  to  it. 

10.269.  What  sort  of  a  book  is  it  entered  in  ? — The  waste  book  ;  the  coimter  book. 

10.270.  All  the  daily  transactions  would  appear  there  ? — EveryiJiing. 

10.271.  And  they  are  entered  in  their  turn  in  their  proper  book  and  proper  places  ? 

Yes. 

10.272.  There  is  no  other  book  in  which  to  find  that  entry  ? — No  ;  that  is  the  original 
entry. 

10.273.  Is  there  any  book  it  goes  inte  from  that  ? — Not  from  thia 

10.274.  It  would  be  a  mere  memorandum  in  the  event  of  the  note  requiring  te  be 
traced.     You  know  where  you  got  it  from  ? — Yes. 

10.275.  And  you  have  that  entry  in  one  of  your  books  ? — Yes. 

10.276.  And  that  paper  is  an  extract  from  your  entry  ? — Yea 

10.277.  On  the  6th  of  July  Mr.  Bligh  changed  that  note  ?— Yes.     No.  686. 

10.278.  Did  Mr.  Bligh  change  any  other  20i.  note  besides  that  ?— No. 

10.279.  Not  during  that  week  ?— Not  a  20i.  note. 

10.280.  Not  during  that  week  ?— No. 

10.281.  But  he  changed  another,  not  during  that  week  ? — No.  There  is  a  transaction 
I  find  in  that  week  where  Miss  Webb  of  Harbledown  pays  a  cheque  te  Mr.  Bligh  of 
25i.  10«.,  for  which  small  notes  were  given. 

10.282.  No  note  was  changed  for  Mr.  Bligh  during  that  week,  but  the  note  you  have 
mentioned  ? — No  ;  and  this  cheque. 

10.283.  No  note  ?— No  note. 

10.284.  You  did  not  change  a  lOi.  note  ? — No. 


Mr.  Henry  Coare  Kingsford  recalled,  and  examined.  Mr. 

10.285.  Just  look  at  this,  will  you,  and  tell  me  in  whose  handwriting  the  additions  to        ' 
the  proof  of  Henry  Ward  are  {handing  a  h^ief  to  the  witneaa)  ? — That  is  my  handwriting. 

10.286.  Read  it  te  yourself;  make  yourself  familiar  with  it,  and  hand  it  back  {The 
vMneae  read  the  niemoranduTn  alluded  to.)  Now,  Mr.  Kingsford,  did  you  get  the  infor- 
mation which  I  see  you  have  prepared  there,  in  defence  of  the  seats,  with  reference  to 
what  Mr.  Ward  could  say  with  regard  to  the  transaction  between  himself  and  Mr.  Bligh, 
from  Mr.  Ward  himself? — I  think  I  did  ;  he  called  on  me  at  our  chambers.  I  took  it 
down  from  his  mouth  ;  it  must  have  been  so  ;  or  my  clerk  If  I  recollect  right,  I  took 
it  down  fix)m  Mr.  Ward's  mouth  ;  I  have  no  doubt  about  it.  I  think  I  recollect  his 
calling  on  me. 

10.287.  The  account  which  we  have  here  is  the  account  which  Mr.  Ward  gave  you  of 
the  part  which  he  took  in  the  transaction  with  Mr.  Bligh  ? — Yes  ;  that  part  in  my  own 
writing  is  what  he  "teld  me ;  but  the  other  part  I  think  he  must  have  told  some  one  I 
sent  to  him, — a  clerk. 

10.288.  Look  at  that  paper  marked  B.  WiQ  you  turn  over  the  sheets,  and  tell  me  the 
names  of  the  persons  in  whose  handwriting  it  is  {Ita/ruUng  a  brief  7naa*ked  B,  to  the 
witneas)  ? — This  first  sheet  is  in  the  handwriting  of  one  of  my  clerka  I  think  it  is 
Mr.  Scoones. 

10.289.  Then  it  is  Scoones'  handwriting  throughout  ? — ^This  in  the  margin  is  my  Other's 
writing. 

10.290.  There  is  no  other  handwriting  in  that  paper,  I  think,  except  Mr.  Scoones'  ? — 
Not  in  the  first  sheet  {tJte  witness  eaximi/ned  the  various  sheets),  I  am  not  sure  whose  it 
is,  the  law  stationers  write  so  much  alike.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  think  it  is  Scoones' 
writing. 

10,290.  The  marginal  notes  you  are  pretty  sure  are  in  your  father's  handwriting  ? — 
That  is  his  writing. 

10,292.  Now  tjSte  these  two  pi^)er8,  one  marked  "  proirf  minutes  of  evidence,"  and  the 
other  "  minutes  of  evidence,"  and  tell  me  whose  handwriting  they  are  ? — "  Proof  minutes 
of  evidence :"  this  is  Mr.  Scoones'  writing,  and  mine  the  first  sheet. 
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Mr.  1 0,293.  Yours  are  the  interlineations,  I  suppose  ? —  The  marginal  observations  principally, 

H,  C.  Kingfford.    I  think.     I  do  not  see  any  other  writing  of  mine.     Here  is  one  marginal  observation  of 

""—  my  father's. 

24th  June  1853>         io,294.  Which  sheet  is  that  ?— Sheet  11.     Here  is  another  of  his. 

10.295.  Which  sheet  is  that  ?— Sheet  13. 

10.296.  I  understood  you  to  say  the  body  of  it  is  in  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Scoones  ? — 
Yes. 

10.297.  Look  at  the  others  ? — There  are  no  more.  This  {referring  to  the  oiu  endoi'sed 
"  Minutes  of  Evidence  ")  seems  to  be  his  writing  too. 

10.298.  That  is  the  fair  copy  of  the  minutes,  I  suppose;  it  is  called  "Minutes  of 
Evidence  V — It  looks  like  what  they  call  proofs. 

10.299.  And  the  body  of  that  is  in  Mr.  Scoones^  handwriting  ? — Yes,  I  think  so. 

10.300.  And  the  interlineations  appear  to  be  in  the  same  handwriting  as  thoue  in  the 
iirst  ?— Some  of  the  marginal  notes  are  in  my  handwriting. 

10.301.  They  are  the  same  handwriting  in  fact  as  the  other  ? — Yes,  I  think  they  ara 

10.302.  Here  is  a  paper  marked  "  11th  January  1853. — Minutes?" — I  have  not  got 
quite  through  this  one  yet ;  there  may  be  some  other  writing.  This  seems  to  be  a  draft 
proof  I  do  not  see  any  other  writing  here  but  Mr.  Scoones',  and  some  of  my  own 
marginal  notes  in  it 

10.303.  Now  look  at  the  "  11th  January  1853. — Minutes,"  in  whose  handwriting  are 
those  Minutes  (handing  another  paper  to  witness)  ? — Upon  my  word  I  do  not  know. 
I  think  it  is  Mr.  Scoones'  writing,  xinless  it  is  Pilcher's,  who  is  sometimes  employed 
as  a  law  stationer. 

10,304-'  One  of  your  clerks? — Yes  ;  it  is  one  of  the  persons  employed  by  us. 

10.305.  In  those  papers  I  have  shown  you  there  occurs  in  red  ink  the  marginal  note 
"  bought  vote  Kelson,''  Bligh,  and  so  on  ;  in  whose  handwriting  are  those  red  ink  minutes ; 
they  are  all  in  the  same  handwriting? — One  of  the  clerks'  writing.  I  think  it  is 
Mr.  Scoones. 

10.306.  How  is  that  paper  headed  or  entitled  ? — It  is  headed  "  bad  case." 

10.307.  Is  the  paper  itself  endorsed  ? — No,  it  is  not ;  it  is  a  leaf  of  a  proof,  and  these 
marginal  notes  are  what  they  were  told. 

10.308.  Is  that  unendorsed  paper  also  in  Mr.  Scoones'  writing  throughout,  or  in  whose 
handwriting  are  the  marginal  observations  "  bad  case  "  and  so  on  ? — "  Bad  case  "  is  my 
writing.     "  Bought  vote  Kelson  "  I  think  is  Scoones'. 

10.309.  Is  there  any  other  observation  in  your  writing? — Yes,  "cannot  be  trusted," 
written  in  the  margin. 

10.310.  All  the  marginal  observations  that  are  to  be  found  in  tins  draft  proofe  are 
either  yours  or  somebody  authorized  to  make  them  in  your  office? — From  some  one 
telling  me,  or  my  clerk,  it  was  put  in  the  margin. 

10.311.  We  are  not  to  take  them  all  for  truth,  because  they  are  there  in  your  draft 
brief? — When  I  knew  a  man  could  not  be  depended  upon,  I  put  it  in  the  margin,  some- 
times, that  my  counsel  might  not  be  deceived. 

10.312.  Tliere  is  no  doubt  that  the  statements  are  those  of  the  persons  in  whose 
handwriting  they  appear,  and  the  documents  have  passed  through  your  hands  ? — The 
statements  are  not  those  of  the  persons  in  whose  liandwriting  they  appear.  Just  the 
reversa     The  statements  are  what  they  are  told. 

10.313.  If  the  statement  says  so-and-so  did  so-and-so,  that  statement  must  be  taken 
to  be  true  ? — It  is  not  the  statement  of  the  man  who  writes  it.  If  so-and-so  is  a  bad 
one,  I  write  in  the  margin,  "  Do  not  believe  him."  You  must  not  imderstand  the  marginal 
observations  are  the  statements  of  the  men  making  them. 

10.314.  My  question  is  tliis,  if  you  state  under  your  hand  tliat  so-and-so  has  told  you 
so-and-so,  you  must  take  it  as  true  what  he  has  told  you  ? — Yes ;  if  it  is  true  what 
so-and-so  has  told  me.  If  I  do  not  think  it  is  true,  I  write  it  down  as  a  matter  of  fact. 
I  never  go  so  far  as  to  say  it  is  true.  I  never  answer  to  the  man's  telling  the  truth.  I 
would  write  it  down. 

10.315.  You  would  not  write  it  down  he  liad  told  you  so,  if  he  had  not  told  you  so? 
— No. 

10.316.  If  you  state  any  opinion  of  your  own,  I  take  it  it  is  your  opinion  ? — I  do  not 
think  I  do  state  an  opinion  of  my  own. 

10.317.  Supposing  you  do  ? — I  believe  it  to  be  true,  of  course. 

10.318.  Those  papers  you  have  had  an  opportunity  of  going  over  ;  they  were  prepared 
with  a  view  to  the  defence  of  the  seat  of  the  late  members  for  Canterbury  ? — I  liave  not 
been  over  them  since  I  left  the  House  of  Commons. 

10.319.  And  the  briefe  were  afterwards  made  out  from  those  notes  ? — Yes. 
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Henry  Ward  recalled,  and  examined.  Henry  Ward. 

10.320.  Do  you  remember  the  last  time  we  examined  you,  you  told  us  that  you  had  a    24th  Jdue  1863. 

communication  with  Mr.  Bligh  with  I'egard  to   some  money  for  the   purposes  of  the       

election  ? — Yes. 

10.321.  And  you  say^  he  never  told  you  that  15/.  was  the  sum  required? — No. 

10.322.  But  that  you  elicited  from  him  that  the  maximum  of  the  sum  wanted  would 
l)e  about  30/.?— Yes. 

10.323.  And  that  sum  you  informed  Mr.  Wliite  CoUard  of? — I  did. 

10.324.  You  remember  you  told  us  that  Mr.  CoUard  showed  you  some  notes? — Yes. 

10.325.  You  do  not  know  the  amount  ? — No. 

10.326.  Mr.  Collard  saw  you  put  those  notes,  whatever  they  were,  into  an  envelope, 

and  seal  it  with  red  wax  ? — Yes.  • 

10.327.  And  you  were  left  in  the  room  while  Mr.  Collard  went  and  called  Mr.  Ash- 
enden  ? — Yes. 

10.328.  You  and  Ashenden  went  down  the  street,  and  Mr.  Ashenden  dropped  the 
envelo|)e  into  the  window  of  Mr.  Bligh  ? — Yes. 

10.329.  Is  that  correct  ?— Yes. 

10.330.  How  long  was  Mr.  Collard  absent  when  he  went  to  call  Mr.  Ashenden? — Not 
a  longer  time  than  it  would  occupy  me  to  proceed  from  here  to  where  you  are  sitting ; 
just  time  to  call  him. 

10.331.  Did  he  close  the  door  I — The  door  is  not  so  far  distant  as  I  am  from  you. 

10.332.  Did  he  close  the  door? — No,  he  did  not. 

10.333.  Did  you  lose  sight  of  him  ?— -I  think  I  might.  I  could  not  be  in  one  room,  he 
going  into  the  other,  and  see  him  at  the  same  time. 

10,331?.  Have  you  always  given  the  same  account  of  this  transaction  ? — Certainly. 

10.335.  Have  you  always  stated  that  you  never  ascertained  from  Mr.  Bligh  that  15/. 
was  the  sum  wanted  ? — At  the  time  that  I  first  saw  Mr.  Bligh. 

10.336.  Have  you  always  stated  that  you  never  ascertained  from  Bligh  that  15i  was 
the  sum  wanted  i — When  I  first  saw  Mr.  Bligh  an  intimation  was  given  with  regard  to  15/. 

10.337.  That  is  no  answer  to  my  question.  Have  you  always  stated  that  you  never 
ascertained  from  Mr.  Bligh  that  15/.  was  the  smn  wanted? — Not  till  after  it  was  dis- 
covered. Not  till  after  Mr.  Bligh  told  me  about  the  Wliites.  Mr.  Bligh  called  on  me,  and 
told  me  there  was  a  difficulty  about  1 5/.  that  he  receive<l  from  me  to  give  to  the  Whites. 
He  called  on  me,  and  told  me  so. 

10.338.  When  was  that  ? — Just  previous  to  the  election.  I  said,  "  By  all  means  do 
not  hide  anything  ;  let  everything  be  known  ;"  that  is  the  only  thing  I  heard  of  the  15/. 

10.339.  Just  previous  to  the  election? — No.  I  mean  just  previous  to  the  inquiry  in 
the  House  of  Commons. 

10.340.  To  the  petition  ? — To  the  petition.  Mr.  Bligh  called  on  me,  and  told  me  that 
the  three  Whites,  to  whom  he  had  given  5/.  each,  intended  to  impeach  against  him.  I 
told  liim,  "  By  all  means,  Bligh,  do  not  hide  anything.''  I  begged  that  he  would  not  do 
so  ;  that  he  would  tell  everything  he  knew.  I  know  nothing  about  it.  I  do  not  want 
to  know  anything  whatever. 

10.341.  You  knew  you  fm*nished  the  money  ? — 1  knew  that  I  had  communicated  a 
correspondence  which  passed  between  me  and  Mr.  Bligh  to  Mr.  Collard,  and  Mr.  Collard 
in  consequence  put  certain  notes  into  an  envelojie ;  that  is  all  I  know. 

10.342.  Did  you  never  state  to  Mr.  Core  Kingsford  that  Bligh  told  you  he  wanted  15/.? 
— I  went  to  Mr.  Core  Kingsford  in  consequence  of  what  Mr.  Bh'gh  told  me. 

10.343.  Did  you  never  state  to  Mr.  Core  Kingsford  that  Bligh  told  you  he  wanted  15/., 
and  you  had  told  Mr.  Collard  that  he  wanted  15/.  ? — No,  I  do  not  tliink  I  did. 

10.344.  Are  you  quite  sure  ? — I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  know  I  had  some  communica- 
tion with  Mr.  Kingsford. 

10.345.  According  to  your  statement  now,  that  would  not  be  the  truth  if  that  were  so? 
— I  do  not  exactly  underetand  you. 

10.346.  You  tell  us  now,  until  some  few  days  before  the  inquiry  in  the  Committee  you 
never  knew  that  15/.  was  the  sum  required  ;  you  always  thought  that  30/.  was  the  siun 
required  ? — That  was  the  maximum  of  the  amount.  Mr.  Bligh  did  not  state  positively 
the  amount  he  required ;  he  went  about  from  one  amount  to  the  other,  and  I  gleane<l 
from  him  the  amount ;  and  it  was  a  distinct  undei^standing  that  what  was  not  required 
of  the  amount  he  received  was  to  be  paid  back  to  the  proper  parties. 

10.347.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Collard  that  Bligh  wanted  15/.  ?— No. 

10.348.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Collai*d  that  the  sum  wanted  was  30/.  ? — That  was  the  maxi- 
mum ;  the  amount  I  elicited  from  Mr.  Bliglx     I  do  not  know  what  Mr.  Bligh  wanted. 

10.349.  Did  you  tell  that  to  Mr.  Collard  ;  the  amount  wanted  was  30/  ? — I  ti^lO 
Mr.  Collard  that  Mr.  Bligh  represented  to  me  the  titmost  he  would  require  was  30/. 

10.350.  It  was  30/.  ?— Yes,  I  think  it  was. 

10.351.  You  never  told  Mr.  Collard  what  BUgh  wanted  was  15/.,  and  that  Bligh  had 
told  you  so  ? — No,  I  do  not  think  it  possible. 

10.352.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Core  Kingsford  that? — I  was  in  Mr.  Core  Kingsford's  office, 
and  I  made  some  communication  to  him,  which  I  thought  it  my  dutv  to  tlo. 
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Httmi  Ward.  10,363.  Did  lie  take  that  commimication  down  in  writing? — Yes,  he  did. 

^— —  10^864.  Do  you  think  that  was  it  ? — I  did  not  see  it  aiter  it  was  written  ;  I  do  not 

24th  June  1853.    know  what  was  put  down. 

10,356.  I  think  it  is  fair  you  should  see  it  (a  Wief  was  handed  to  the  witTiess).     Now 

read  it  out  loud,  that  people  may  hear  it  ? — I  do  not  know  that  I  can.  "  James  Bligh  said 
"  to  me  one  day,  15Z.  was  wanted  by  him.  I  mentioned  it  to  Mr.  Thomas  White  CoUard. 
'^  He  asked  me  to  see  it  given  Bligh.'  Then  Collard  got  this  15Z.,  I  suppose.  Bligh  told  me 
"  he  would  leave  his  window  open,  whicli  I  told  Collard.  Ashenden  then  came  to  me  and 
*'  said,  *  I  have  a  parcel  for  Bligh  ;  will  you  show  me  where  to  put  it  V  I  went  with  him, 
**  showed  him  the  open  window,  and  he  put  it  in.  I  don't  know  the  contents  of  the 
"  envelope,  nor  did  Ashenden." 

10.356.  That  is  exactly  contrary  to  what  you  have  told  us.  Which  is  the  truth  of  the 
two  statements  ;  the  one  you  told  the  attorney  for  the  sitting  member  for  the  purpose  of 
defeating  the  petition,  or  the  one  you  now  tell  us  for  the  purpose  of  furthering  this  en- 
quiry ;  which  is  the  truth  ? — I  do  not  know.  Of  course,  according  to  this,  it  appears  that 
Mr.  Bligh  must  have  told  me  151 

10.357.  And  you  must  have  told  Mr.  Collard  ? — I  told  Mr.  Collard  what  Mr.  Bhgh 

told  me. 

10.358.  Mr.  Collard  says  you  told  him  SOL  ? — I  believe  it  was  so.  Mr.  Bligh  must 
have  alluded  to  151.  for  some  specific  purpose,  without  stating  the  amount  he  would 
require  altogether;  he  might  have  wanted  15/.,  which  appears  from  my  information  to 
Mr.  Kingsford. 

10.359.  It  is  only  necessary  to  put  tlie  proposition  thus,  that  Bligh  tells  you  he  wants 
15i.,  and  you  tell  Mr.  Collard  he  wants  30/.,  and  Mr.  Bligh  only  gets  15/.  ? — It  appears, 
according  to  this  statement,  that  Mr.  Bligh  must  have  told  me  only  15/.  Mr.  Bligh 
might  have  alluded  to  15/.  for  some  specific  purpose,  but  he  never  stated  the  total  amoimt 
he  would  require.  I  am  certain  he  did  not  fix  on  the  1 5/.,  because  it  was  agreed  he 
should  return  what  he  did  not  use. 

10.360.  Have  you  any  other  explanation  tlian  that  to  give? — I  have  no  further 
explanation  to  give  than  this,  that  when  I  saw  Mr.  Bligli  there  was  some  conversa- 
tion transpired  between  us  regarding  money,  and  I  could  not  elicit  from  Mr.  Bligh  the 
positive  amount  that  he  required  during  the  election ;  he  would  not  state  distinctly.  He 
might  have  said  that  he  wanted  15/.  for  the  Whites,  but  that  he  wanted  a  considerable 
sum  more  I  am  certain,  and  what  siun  he  stated  I  communicated  to  Mr.  Collard. 
Mr.  Collard  put  the  notes  in  the  envelope,  and  sealed  them.  I  never  knew  whether  there 
were  15/.  or  50/.  The  maximum  amoimt  Mr.  Bligh  led  me  to  suppose  he  wanted  during 
the  election  was  30/. 

10.361.  What  you  could  elicit.  I  suppose  you  mean  by  that,  what,  after  simdry 
questions  and  answers,  you  could  make  out  from  Bligh,  that  the  amount  required  was 
30/.     Is  that  what  I  am  to  understand  ? — Yes. 

10.362.  Now  would  not  that  circumstance  of  a  continuous  conversation  taking  place 
between  you  and  Mr.  BHgh,  of  a  question  put  and  answer  given,  and  at  last  a  conclusion 
arrived  at  by  you,  that  30/.  was  the  sum  required,  likely  to  be  impressed  on  your 
memory  ? — Most  certainly,  that  the  30/.  was  required. 

10.363.  Just  listen  to  me.  You  say  you  elicited  from  Mr.  Bligh  that  the  maximum 
amount  required  was  30/.  ? — Yes. 

10.364.  And  you  mean  by  eliciting,  that  after  a  continuous  conversation  with  him, 
.  after  questions  put  by  you,  and  answers  made  by  him,  that  30/.  was  the  sum  which  he 

wanted.    Is  that  so  ? — That  was  the  impression  on  my  mind. 

10.365.  Was  not  the  circumstance  of  that  continuous  conversation ? — What  con- 
tinuous conversation  ? 

10.366.  The  conversation  you  had  with  Bligh ;  the  question  put  by  you,  and  the 
answer  made  by  him,  in  consequence  of  which  you  interred  he  wanted  30/. ;  was  not  that 
circumstance  a  circumstance  likely  to  be  impressed^ on  your  recollection? — The  15/. 
might  have  been  alluded  to  by  Mr.  Bligh  for  some  specific  purpose,  which  he  positively 
required.  I  was  not  made  acquainted  with  the  parties  he  intended  to  bribe  ;  whether  it 
was  3,  or  5,  or  20;  I  do  not  know  who  they  were;  he  might  have  alluded  to  15/.  for 
immediate  purposes.  He  showed  me  be  would  want  a  considerable  sum  more  for  the 
purposes  of  the  election. 

10.367.  When  you  stated  to  Mr.  Kingsford  what  you  have  read  in  that  brief^  had  yon 
forgotten  altogether  that  conversation  that  had  taken  place  between  you  and  Mr.  Bligh, 
in  which,  as  you  say,  you  eHcited  from  him  30/.  was  the  maximum  acquired  ? — I  have 
said  so  before.    I  did  elicit  from  Bligh  that  30/.  was  the  maximum  required. 

10,368.— This  is  my  question :  When  you  gave  to  Mr.  Kingsford  that  statement  you 
have  just  read  in  the  brief,  had  you  forgotten*  then  that  you  had  had  a  conversation  with 
Mr.  Bligh,  in  which  conversation  you  elicited  from  him  that  30/.  was  the  maximum 
required  by  him  ? — Mr.  Bligh  might  then  have  told  me  distinctly  that  15/.  was  imme- 
diately required. 

10,369.  Had  you  forgotten  that  circumstance  when  you  made  the  statement  to 
Mr.  Kingsford  which  you  have  read  from  his  brief? — I  do  not  know,  I  am  sure,  whether 
I  might  have  forgotten  the  circumstance.  I  saw  Mr.  Kingsford,  and  told  Mr.  Kingsford 
the  amount  that  Bligh  wanted. 
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10.370.  You  told  lum  lol     Did  you  see  Mi-.  Bligh  that  same  night  ? — What  night  ?  ffenry  Ward. 

10.371.  That  the  money  was  dropped  in  at  the  window  ? — I  do  not  think  I  did.    I  - — 
might  have  done ;  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did.                                                                             24th  Jane  1858. 

10.372.  Do  you  remember  your  seeing  him,  and  asking  him  significantly  whethw  he  >  ■ 
had  received  it  ? — I  remember  seeing  him  some  time  after  the  parcel  was  delivered. 

10.373.  And  asked  him  if  he  had  received  it  ? — Yes ;  I  remember  some  conversation,  and 
Mr.  Bligh  giving  an  answer  that  he  had  received  it. 

10.374.  Do  you  remember  his  saying  15/.  ? — No  ;  because  if  he  had  said  that  distinctly 
I  should  have  gone  to  Mr.  CoUard  at  once. 

10.375.  Why  so,  if  you  did  not  know  what  was  put  in  ? — Mr.  Bligh  said  he  wanted 
30Z. 

10.376.  You  did  not  know  what  was  put  in  ? — Mr.  Collard  told  me  he  had  put  in  80i. 
Mr.  CoUard  said,  "Here  is  30i.  for  Bligh.'' 

10.377.  You  told  ud  the  last  time  you  did  not  know  how  much  ?-^I  did  not  fetch  the 
money.  I  never  saw  it ;  I  merely  mentioned  the  subject  of  the  conversation  with 
Mr.  Bligh  to  Mr.  Collard,  and  the  money  was  put  into  the  envelope  in  my  presence. 
Whether  there  were  5Z.  10?.  15/.  or  20/.,  I  am  unable  to  say. 

10.378.  Why  do  you  say  if  he  had  said  15/.  you  woidd  have  gone  immediat^y  to 
Mr.  Collard? — I  told  Mr.  Collard  30/. ;  and  I  supposed  from  what  Mr.  Collard  said  that 
money  was  put  in  the  envelope. 

10.379.  And  if  he  had  said  15/.  you  would  have  gone  to  Mr.  Collard  ? — I  think  it 
right  that  I  should  do  so. 

10.380.  It  would  strike  you  as  extraordinary  ? — I  think  it  right  that  I  should  have 
done  so. 

10.381.  And  yet  stating  that  now,  that  if  he  had  said  that  he  had  only  recdved  15/. 
you  would  have  thought  it  your  duty  to  have  gone  to  Mr.  Collard  ? — If  he  had  told  me 
he  had  only  received  15/. 

10.382.  You  would  have  thought  it  your  duty  to  go  to  Mr.  Collard  ? — Yes ;  after 
Mr.  Collard  had  put  the  30/.  into  the  note. 

10.383.  How  came  you  to  say  to  Mr.  Kinsgford  15/.  was  wanted,  and  you  told  it  to 
Mr.  Collard,  and  Mr.  Collard  put  the  15/.  into  a  note,  and  you  and  Mr.  Ashenden  gave  it 
him  ? — I  put  to  Mr.  Bligh  the  exact  amount  he  might  require.  Mr.  Bligh  might  state 
15/.  for  some  particular  object,  and  that  15/.  I  might  have  toW  Mr.  Eingsford  was  imme- 
diately required.     I  did  not  know  anything  of  what  was  put  in  the  note. 

10.384.  That  will  do,  unless  you  have  any  other  explanation  to  give.  Was  Mr.  Ashen- 
den out  of  your  presence? — No. 

10.385.  From  the  time  he  came  in  with  Mr.  CoUard  ? — No  ;  Mr.  Ashenden  was  totally 
ignorant  of  it. 

10.386.  Did  you  go  direct  with  him  to  the  window  ? — The  envelope  containing  the 
notes  was  placed  on  the  table.  Mr.  Collard  went  from  the  back  part  of  the  house  to  the 
committee-room  in  front  for  Mr.  Ashenden,  which  is  a  very  short  distance.  I  suppose  he 
went  to  tell  him  to  take  his  hat  and  this  note.  Mr.  Ashenden  came  immediately.  The 
envelope  was  on  the  table,  with  the  notes  enclosed.  He  had  rather  a  large  sleeve,  and  he 
put  the  note  up  his  sleeve  in  this  way  (fhe  witness  described  the  mode).  We  went  down 
the  street  to  Mr.  Bligli's,  and  Mr.  Ashenden  put  the  envelope  with  the  notes  in  at 
Mr.  Bligh's  window  without  knowing  the  contents.  He  knew  nothing  about  it,  any 
more  than  I  did.  I  merely  told  Mr.  Collard  what  was  wanted,  and  he  put  them  into  the 
envelope,  and  stated,  "  Here  is  30/.  for  Mr.  Bligh."  The  notes  were  not  in  my  hand 
at  all 


Maurice  Saunders  recalled,  and  examined.  Maurice  Saunderg* 


10.387.  We  have  seen  you  before  ? — Yes,  rather  imfortimately. 

10.388.  You  gave  us  some  information  when  you  were  here  last  as  to  parties  whom 
you  applied  to  in  the  year  1847  on  the  blue  side  ? — Yes. 

10.389.  Did  you  give  us  in  a  list  ? — I  did,  and  I  amended  it  afterwards. 

10.390.  And  now  you  are  going  to  amend  it  again  ? — The  vouchers  Mr.  Kutter  had  at 
that  time. 

10.391.  Did  you  give  anybody  of  the  name  of  James  Gruby  anything  ? — ofi^lO. 

10.392.  What  for? — For  his  son,  and  John  or  James  Henry  Roberts. 

10.393.  Was  it  for  then*  votes  ? — I  suppose  so. 

10.394.  Was  it  perfectly  well  understood  between  you  ? — No  doubt  of  it. 

10.395.  You  never  give  a  man  lOl.,  except  at  election  times,  I  suppose? — Na 

10.396.  Did  you  give  John  Lavender  Gruby  anything  ? — No ;   the  money  was  given 
to  his  father  for  him. 

10.397.  Did  you  give  Hancock  anything? — £3.     That  was  about  a  week  after  the 
election. 

10.398.  What  was  it  for? — He  was  sent  to  me  for  it.     I  had  some  money  in  hand  and 
lie  was  sent  to  me.     I  was  to  give  him  SI. 

10,399;.  For  doing  what  ? — ^5^or  his  vote,  I  suppose. 
10,400.  You  have  no  doubt  about  it  ? — No. 
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Maurice  Saunders. 
24th  June  1852. 


10.401.  John  Cherrison? — I  gave  John  Cherrison's  wife  3Z.  for  six  colour  tieketa 

10.402.  How  many  did  she  produce? — She  produced  six  tickets  ;  two  a  piece  for  two 
of  her  sons,  and  two  for  her  husband. 

10.403.  Who  was  the  voter  ? — They  were  all  three  voteiu  That  was  by  order.  I  was 
directed  to  do  it  by  order  of  the  committee,  I  supposed,  at  the  time. 

1 0.404.  Who  directed  you  ? — I  think  it  wa«  Mr.  Rutter. 

1 1),405.  Is  that  all  you  have  to  tell  us,  or  is  there  any  other  ? — No  ;  there  is  nothino- 
more. 

10,406.  Why  was  not  this  told  us  at  fii-st  i — I  really  did  not  know  it.  If  you  recoUect, 
I  told  you  I  thought  tliere  were  two  more.  I  had  a  faint  recollection  of  the  names  of 
Roberts  and  Gruby.  Gruby  met  me  in  the  streets,  and  told  me  he  wa.s  ex[)ecting  to  1)e 
summoned.  I  said,  "  What  for ;"  and  he  said,  "  You  know  what  for."  I  said,  **  No,  I  do 
not ;"  and  he  said,  "  You  gave  me  10?.  I  should  not  have  recollected  it  if  Gruby  had  not 
told  me. 


Edwin  Bradford. 


Edwin  Bradford  sworn,  and  examined. 

10.407.  Is  your  name  Edwin  Bradford  ? — Yes. 

10.408.  W\x2ii  are  you  ? — A  labourer. 
10,4u9.  Are  you  a  voter  in  Canterbury? — Yes. 

10.410.  How  long  have  you  been  a  voter  ? — Fourteen  or  fifteen  years. 

10.41 1.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

10.412.  Not  a  10?.  householder  ?— No. 

10.413.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  OakenfuU  ? — Yes. 

10.414.  He  is  dead,  I  believe  ? — He  is. 

10.415.  What  was  OakenfuU  ? — He  kept  the  Bell  over  the  road. 

10.416.  A  public-house  ?— Yes. 

10.417.  In  Canterbury  ?— Yes. 

10.418.  In  1847  did  you  vote  ?— Yes. 

10.419.  For  whom  did  you  vote? — For  Vance  and  Clinton. 

10.420.  Did  you  see  OakenfuU  about  your  vote  m  1847? — It  was  not  Oakenfiill. 

10.421.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Oakenfidl  in  1847  respecting  your  vote  ? Yes 

10.422.  What  was  that?— I  was  to  have  7/. 

10.423.  Did  he  give  you  7/.  ?— Yes. 

10.424.  Wliat  was  that  for? — For  voting. 

10.425.  For  voting  for  Vance  and  Lord  Clinton  ? — Yes. 

10.426.  And  you  did  vote  for  Vance  and  Lord  Clinton  ? — Yes. 

10.427.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  in  1852  ;  last  year? — Ye.«5. 

10.428.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — Mr.  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps. 

10.429.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — Yes. 

10.430.  How  much?— .^7. 

10.431.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — I  received  it  from  Mr.  Kelson. 

10.432.  Had  you  voted  at  any  other  election  previous  to  1847 — No. 

10.433.  At  no  other?— No. 

10.434.  You  say  you  have  been  a  freeman  14  or  15  years;  how  is  it  you  did  not 
vote  at  any  other  election  except  1847  and  1852  ? — I  was  out  of  the  town. 

10.435.  You  are  quite  sure  you  did  not  vote  at  any  other  elections  except  those  ? — 
None  at  all. 

10.436.  Have  you  a  brother  of  the  name  of  Bradford  ? — Yes. 

10.437.  Have  you  three  brothers  ? — Yes. 

10.438.  One  Henry  Bradford  ?— Yea 

10.439.  D©  you  know  how  he  voted  in  1847  I — The  same  way  as  I  did. 

10.440.  Do  you  know  what  he  had  for  his  vote  ? — I  believe  he  had  the  same. 

10.441.  ^7.?— Yes. 

10,.442.  Who  gave  it  him  ?— Mr.  Oakenfull. 

10.443.  Do  you  know  how  your  brother,  Henry  Bradford,  voted  at  the  last  election  ? 
— The  same  as  I  did. 

10.444.  Do  you  know  what  money  he  had  ? — jfe  7. 

10.445.  Did  Kelson  give  it  him  ? — I  believe  so.     I  did  not  see  it. 

10.446.  Have  you  heard  it  from  him  ;  has  he  told  you  so  ? — That  was  the  agreement 

10.447.  Has  he  told  you  so  ? — He  was  to  have  it 

10.448.  Have  you  another  brother,  William  Bowers  Bradford? — Yes. 

10.449.  Is  he  a  voter  ?— Yes. 

10.450.  Did  he  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

10,45g.  Did  he  vote  the  same  way  as  you  did  ? — Yes. 

10.452.  What  did  he  have  for  his  vote  ? — The  same  as  I  did. 

10.453.  ^7?— Yes. 

10.454.  Did  OakenfuU  give  liim  11  for  it  ?— Yes. 

10.455.  Is  he  alive  ?— Yes. 

10.456.  Do  you  know  how  he  vot^d  at  the  last  election  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 
10,467.  The  same  way  as  you  did. 
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10.458.  Had  he  ^L  from  Kelson  ? — I  believe  so.  Educin  Bradford 

10.459.  What  is  youi-  other  brother's  name;  Francis  Hammond  Bitulford  ? Yes;  I     '       

have  a  brother  of  that  name.  '        24th  June  1852. 

10.460.  How  did  he  vote  in  1847  ?— I  tliink  he  voted  for  Vance  and  Clinton.  • . 

10.461.  He  voted  in  the  same  way  you  did  in  g847  I — Yes. 

10.462.  He  had  ^l  for  his  vote  ?— Well,  I  do  not  know. 

10.463.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  had  any  money  for  liis  vote  in  g847  ? No. 

10.464.  How  did  lie  vote  at  the  last  election,  do  you  know  ? — His  last  election  ? 

10.465.  Y'^es,  1852  ? — I  think  he  voted  for  Romilly  and  Somei-ville. 

1 0.466.  Do  you  know  if  he  had  any  money  then  for  his  vote  ? — I  do  not  know. 

1 0.467.  Do  you  know  a  j^rson  of  the  name  of  Edward  Marsh  ? — Yes, 

10.468.  What  is  he  ? — A  shoemaker. 

10.469.  Are  your  other  brothers  aU  freemen  1 — Yes. 

10.470.  Ai-e  they  10/.  householders  as  well? — No. 

10.471.  Edward  Marsh  ;  is  he  a  freeman  ? — I  believe  he  is. 

10.472.  Do  you  know  how  he  voted  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

10.473.  The  same  way  as  you  did  ? — Yes. 

10.474.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  any  money  for  his  vote  ? — I  think  he  had  the 
same  as  we  had. 

10.475.  .^?— Yes. 

10.476.  Who  gave  it  to  hun  ?— Mr.  OakenfuU. 

10.477.  Did  you  all  go  up  together  to  Mr.  Oakenfull's  ?— Not  all  together. 

10.478.  In  one  lot?   Was  anybody  with  you  when  Oakenfiill  gave  you  the  7Z.  ? — Theie 
were  seveitil  in  the  room. 

10.479.  Were  your  brothers  in  the  room? — Yes. 

10.480.  Was  Edward  Marsh  in  the  room  ?— Yes. 

10.481.  In  1847,  how  did  he  vote  ;  the  same  way  as  you  did  ? — Yes. 

10.482.  What  had  he  for  his  vote  ? — I  think  he  had  the  same  as  we  did. 

10.483.  .^7?— Yes. 

10.484.  From  OakenfuU  ?— Yes,  I  think  so.  . 

10.485.  He  was  in  the  room  ? — He  was  in  the  room. 

10.486.  When  the  money,  the  7?.  was  paid  to  the  different  votei*s  ? — Yes. 

10.487.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  John  Hart  Ritelift*? — Yes. 

10.488.  How  did  he  vote  in  1847  ?    The  same  way  as  you  did  ? — Yes. 

10.489.  Was  he  in  the  room  at  Oakenfull's  ? — Yes. 

10.490.  What  had  he  for  his  vote  ;  the  same  as  you  had  ? — The  same  as  the  rest. 

10.491.  ^•'7?~Yes. 

10.492.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Coppins  ? — Y"es. 

10.493.  Was  he  in  the  room  ;  James  Coppins  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  in  the 
room  or  not ;  I  do  not  recollect. 

10.494.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Coppins  ? — Yes. 

10.495.  Do'you  remember  whether  he  was  in  Oakenfull's  room,  at  the  Bell,  when  you 
received  this  money  in  1847  ? — I  think  he  was. 

.  10,496.  Do  you  know  whether  he  received  any  money  ?     Did  you  see  any  money  paid 
him?— No,  I  did  not  see  any  money  paid  to  him. 

10.497.  Did  you  ever  hear  from  him  that   he  received  any  money  ? — That  was  the 
agreement,  that  we  were  to  have  7Z.  apiece. 

10.498.  Was  he  a  party  to  that  agi*eement  ? — Yes. 

10.499.  Do  you  know  how  he  voted  in  1847  ?  The  same  way  as  you  did  ? — 1  believe  so. 

10.500.  You  did  not  see  the  money  paid  to  him  ? — No. 

10.501.  He  was  one  of  those  with  whom  OakenfuU  made  an  agreement  that  they 
should  have  7i.  for  their  votes  if  they  voted  for  Vance  and  Chnton  ? — Yes. 

10.502.  Is  Marsh  a  freeman  too  ? — I  believe  so. 

10.503.  Is  he  a  10/.  householder  as  well  ? — I  do  not  know. 

10.504.  Is  Ratcliff  a  freeman,  do  you  know  ;    or  is  he  a  10?.  householder  ? — I  do  not 
know. 

10.505.  Or  Coppins  ? — I  do  not  know. 


Francis  Hmimond  Bradford  called ;  did  not  answer. 

Henry  Bradford  sworn,  and  examined,  Henry  Bradford. 


10.506.  Were  you  a  voter  for  this  city  in  1852,  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

10.507.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

10.508.  How  much?— .^7. 

10.509.  In  1847,  did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

10.510.  How  much?— ^7. 

10,611.  Who  was  that  from ;  the  same  man  ? — No. 
10,512.  Who  from  ?— From  OakenfuU. 
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W.  B.  Bradford. 
24th  June  1853. 


Edward  Marsh. 


J.  H.  RaicUff. 


]0,51;3. 
10,514. 
10,515. 
10,516. 
10,517. 
10,518. 
10,519. 
10,520. 
10,621. 
10,522. 


William  Bowers  Bradford  swoni,  and  examineil. 

Were  you  a  voter  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

Did  you  vote  on  the  side  of  the  Reds  ? — Yea 

Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

How  much  ?— j€'7. 

Who  was  that  from  ? — From  Kelson. 

Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ?— Yes. 

How  much  ?— j^7. 

Who  gave  it  you  then  ? — OakenftilL 

Did  you  vote  at  any  other  election  before  that  ? — No. 


Edwajeid  Marsh  sworn,  and  examined. 


10.523.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

10.524.  At  the  last  election  ?— Yes. 

10.525.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  at  that  election  ? — No. 

10.526.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

10.527.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — Yea 

10.528.  What  did  you  receive  ?— <f  7. 

10.529.  WTio  gave  it  you  ?— Oakenfull 

10.530.  Which  side  were  you  to  vote  for  ? — On  the  Tory  side. 

10.531.  For  the  Reds  ?— Yea 

10.532.  For  whom  did  you  vote  last  year,  1852  ;  did  you  vote  at  all  ?—  Yes  ;  I  voted 
for  Butler  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.533.  No  money  then  ?— No 

10.534.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — A  householder. 

10.535.  Have  you  not  got  a  list  you  sent  in  in  1852  ? — I  gave  it  in. 

10.536.  Who  to  ?— To  Mr.  Blinks. 

10.537.  WTiat  was  the  list  of? — A  list  of  persons'  names. 

10.538.  To  do  what? — Well ;  they  wished  me  to  get  the  list  up,  and  I  got  it  up. 

10.539.  WTiat  was  it  to  be  a  list  of  ?— They  wanted  lOi.  each. 
10,640.  A  list  of  voters?— Yes. 

10.541.  Who  wanted  lOi  each  ?— Yea 

10.542.  And  you  got  up  a  list  ? — I  got  up  a  list  by  their  own  signatui*es ;  I  did  not 
get  it  up  myself. 

10.543.  Who  got  it  up  ? — They  all  agreed  at  my  shop. 

10.544.  In  your  shop  ? — Yes ;  and  I  took  it  up,  and  gave  it  to  Mr.  Blinks  ;  he  took  it  up 
to  the  committee.  Well,  of  course  that  was  about  four  days  previous  to  the  election,  and 
the  day  previous  to  the  election  he  came  to  me,  and  said  that  it  was  no  go,  that  they  did 
not  want  any  more  at  all.  "  Very  well,"'  says  I ;  "no  consequence  at  all.''  I  did  not  do 
as  he  did  ;  I  did  go  and  vote  for  my  party. 

10.545.  You  lost  your  share  in  that  transaction  ? — I  never  minded  about  that 

10.546.  Had  you  ever  got  up  a  list  before  ? — No,  never. 

10.547.  What  made  you  do  it  this  time  ? — It  happened  that  three  or  four  came  into  my 
shop,  and  asked  about  these  circumstances,  and  I  said,  "  I  will  put  your  name  down,"  and 
I  gave  it  to  Blinks. 

10.548.  At  lOZ.  a  head  ?— Yes  ;  that  is  right 

10.549.  How  many  were  there  in  the  list  ? — Well,  I  do  not  know.  Ten  or  twelve,  I 
think. 

10.550.  Supposing  your  Ust  had  been  accepted,  what  would  you  have  had  yourself? — 
The  same  as  the  rest. 

10.551.  ^10?— Yea 

10.552.  You  were  not  accepted  ? — They  said  lOi.  each,  and  said,  "  Well,  all  of  us." 

1 0.553.  Was  John  Hart  RatclifTs  name  down  in  your  list  ? — Yes. 


John  Hart  Ratcliff  sworn,  and  examined. 


10,664. 
10,556. 
10,556. 
10,557. 
10,568. 
10,559. 
10,660. 
10,661. 
10,562. 
10,668. 


Were  you  a  voter  in  1852  ? — Yes. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Gipps  and  Johnstone. 

Had  you  any  money  to  vote  ? — No. 

Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

Which  side  did  you  vote  for  in  1847  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — Yes. 

How  much? — £^. 

Who  from  ?— OakenfulL 

And  you  voted  for  those  two  parties  ? — Yes. 

Is  that  true,  that  your  name  was  down  in  Marsh's  list  as  a  ten-pounder  ? — Yes. 
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James  Coppins  called ;  did  not  answer. 

Edwin  Hayward  sworn,  and  examined.  Edwin  Hayward. 

10,564.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1852  ?— Yes.  

10,566.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ?— Johnstone  and  Gipps.  24th  June  1853. 

10.566.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. — 

10.567.  How  much  ?—i>4. 

10.568.  Who  did  you  receive  it  from? — From  Mrs.  Irons. 


William  Hadley  sworn,  and  examined.                                            PFilliam  Hadky. 
10,569.  Were  you  a  voter  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes,  — 

10.670.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Butler  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.671.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

10.572.  How  much  ?—de5. 

10.573.  Who  from?— Mr.  Irons. 

10.574.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

10,675.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 
10,576.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — No. 


Henry  Jennings  junior  sworn,  and  examined.  H.  Jennings  junior. 

10.577.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1852  ?— Yea  

10.578.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.579.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — Yes. 

10.580.  How  much  ?— 0^5. 

10.581.  Who  from  ?— Kelson. 

10.582.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

10.583.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

10.584.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  tlien  ? — Yes. 

10.585.  How  much?— ^3. 

10.586.  From  whom  ?— George  Crothall. 
10,587.*  Who  is  Crothall  ?— A  builder. 


Edwin  Jennings  sworn,  and  examined.  Edwin  Jennings. 

10,588.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1852  ?— Yes.  '    -^ 

10.689.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.690.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

10.691.  How  much  ?— .f  5. 

10.692.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — Kelson. 

10.693.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ?— No. 

Samuel  James  Pond  called ;  did  not  answer. 
John  Terry  senior  called ;  did  not  answer. 


William  Wood  sworn,  and  examined.  WUUam  Woo± 

10,594.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1852  ? — Yes.  (Carpenter). 

10,596.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps.  — — 

10.596.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  yoiu*  vote  ? — Yes. 

10.597.  How  much  ?— <f  5. 

10.598.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— Kelson. 
10,699.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

10.600.  Which  side  did  you  vote  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

10.601.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

10.602.  How  much  ?— <f  6. 

10.603.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — Henry  Allwriglit,  a  man  who  is  in  Austi^alia. 

10.604.  He  has  gone  away  ? — Yes. 


Charles  Wood  sworn,  and  examinee!.  Charles  Wood. 

10.605.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

10.606.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.607.  Did  you  have  any  money? — Yes. 

10.608.  How  much  ?— ^'5. 

10.609.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— Kelson. 

10.610.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— No. 


John  Wood,  Painter,  called ;  did  not  answer. 
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Charles  Parsons. 
24th  June  1853. 


John  Parsons, 


Dennis  Jeanes, 


James  Jeanes. 


10,611. 
10,612. 
10,6i:i. 
10,6U. 
10,615. 
10,616. 
10,617. 


Charlks  Parsons  sworn,  and  examined. 

What  are  you  ;  a  freeman  or  a  lioiisehokler  ? — A  freeman. 

Had  you  a  vote  in  1852  ? — Ye.s. 

Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Jolmstone  and  Gipps. 

Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

How  much  ? — i€  5. 

Who  gave  it  you  i — Kelson. 

Were  vou  a  voter  in  1847  ? — No. 


John  Parsons  sworn,  and  examined. 

10.618.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

10.619.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

1 0.620.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gii)ps. 

10.621.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Ye.^ 

10.622.  How  much  ?— ^  5. 

10.623.  W^ho  gave  it  you  ?— Kelson. 

10.624.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1847? — No,  I  wa.s  not. 


10,628. 
10,629. 
10,630. 
10,631. 


Albert  Prett  caEed  ;  did  not  answer. 


Dennis  Jeanrs  sworn,  and  examined. 

10.625.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

10.626.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1852  ? — I  cannot  say  riglitly. 

10.627.  Last  year  had  you  a  vote  ? — Ye.s. 
And  did  you  vote  ? — Yes. 
Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 
Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting  ? — Yes. 
How  much? — _€7. 

10.632.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— Kelson. 

10.633.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847?— Yes,  I  thhik  I  had. 

10.634.  You  know  it,  do  you  not  ?— Yes. 

10.635.  And  you  voted  ?— Yes. 

10.636.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — I  cannot  say;  not  rlglitly  now. 

10.637.  Did  you  vote  for  the  blue  side  then  ? — Yes,  certainly. 

10.638.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting  for  the  Blues  ? — I  tliink  tliere  was  a  little 
money  ;  I  do  not  know  how  much.     About  a  pound,  I  think. 

10.639.  You  had  a  polind  for  your  vote  in  1847? — Yes. 
Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  sons  ? — Yes,  I  received  a  little. 
What  did  you  get  for  your  sons  ? — About  the  same  as  myself 
Did  you  have  it,  or  did  they  ? — I  received  it  myself,  and  gave  it  to  them. 
You  have  a  son  called  James  ? — Edward. 

10.644.  Then  who  is  James  Jeanes  ? — That  is  my  other  son. 

10.645.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  both  those  sons  ? — Yes. 

10.646.  For  their  votes  ?— Yes. 

10.647.  Did  you  have  money  for  the  vote  of  James  Jeanes  at  the  la«t  election  ? — No. 

10.648.  In  1852?— No. 

10.649.  At  what  election  did  you  have  it  ? — Do  you  mean  tliis  last  election  ? 

10.650.  Yes  ? — No  ;  he  did  not  have  any  then. 

10.651.  Did  you  have  any  in  1847  for  him  ? — No. 

10.652.  When  did  you  have  it  ?  You  told  me  you  had  money  for  3'our  sons,  and  you 
gave  it  to  them  ? — Yes.  I  cannot  recollect  what  date  of  the  year  it  wj\.s,  or  who  put  u)> 
at  that  time,  but  I  received  the  money  fi*om  George  Cooper. 

10.653.  That  is  in  1847  ? — I  think  it  was.  I  do  not  recollect  the  time ;  I  did  not  keep 
it  in  my  head.  I  received  the  money  from  George  Cooper  the  last  time  that  Clinton  put 
forward  for  member  of  Parliament.  We  always  put  it  into  his  hands  to  do  what  he 
pleased  with  the  party. 

10.654.  Is  your  son  here  ? — Yes. 


10,640. 
10,641. 
10,642. 
10,643. 


10,65.5. 
10,656. 
10,657. 
10,658. 
10,659. 
10,660. 
10,661. 
10,662. 
10,663. 


James  Jeanes  sworn,  and  examined. 

Had  you  a  vote  last  year  ? — Yes. 

Wliich  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Jolmstone  and  Gipjis. 

Did  you  have  any  money  ? — Yes. 

How  much  ? — £*i. 

Wlio  gave  it  you  I — James  Kelson. 

Had  you  a  vote  in  1 847  ? — Yes. 

l)id  you  get  any  raoney  for  that  vote  ? — A  pound,  T  think. 

Which  side  did  you  vote  then  ? — Blue. 

Who  gave  you  that  money  ? — George  Cooper  gave  me  the  money. 
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Edward  Jeanes  sworn,  and  examined.  Edward  Jeanes. 

10.664.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes.  o>4*u  tTIT  iq<:o 
t{\£*aK    TT  J                  X    1    X           o     XT  24th  June  1 853. 

10.665.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  ? — Yes.  

10.666.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.667.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  tlien  ? — Yes. 

10.668.  How  much  l—£l. 

10.669.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — James  Kelson. 

10.670.  Were  you  a  freeman  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

10.671.  Did  you  vote  then  ?— Yes. 

10.672.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  then  ? — Blue  side. 
10,678.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  that  vote  ? — Yes. 

10.674.  How  much  ? — 1  do  not  know  how  much  it  was  ;  I  cannot  say  now. 

10.675.  Was  it  the  same  as  your  brother ;  a  pound  ? — Yes. 

10.676.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — Gteorge  Cooper. 


Thomas  Brown  called ;  did  not  answer. 

John  Wood  sworn,  and  examined,  John  Wood 

(Painter). 

10.677.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes.  

10.678.  What  as ;  freeman  or  householder  ? — Freeman. 

10.679.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.680.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  that  vote  ? — Yes. 

10.681.  How  much  ?— .^5. 

10.682.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — James  Kelson. 

10.683.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

10.684.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

10.685.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  that  ? — Yes. 

10.686.  How  much?— £6. 

30.687.  Who  gave  you  that?— Henry  Allwright. 


Samuel  James  Pond  sworn,  and  examined.  s,  James  Pond. 


10.688.  Axe  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

10.689.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

10.690.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.691.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  that  vote  ? — Yes. 

10.692.  How  much?— -^^5. 

10.693.  Who  gave  it  you?— Kelson. 

10.694.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— No. 


Henry  James  Page  sworn,  and  examined.  Henry  J.  Page. 

10.695.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  householder.  

10.696.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1852,  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

10.697.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William  Somerville. 

10.698.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — None  whatever. 

10.699.  Had  you  a  vote  1847?— I  had. 

10.700.  Who  did  you  vote  for  then  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

10.701.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — I  did. 

10.702.  How  much  did  you  receive  ? — i^  6. 

10.703.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ? — Kelson. 

10.704.  Have  you  heard  it  stated  that  you  received  more  ? — Yes ;  l.OZ.     I  nave  seen  it 
in  print 

10.705.  Is  that  true  ? — It  is  an  untruth,  Sir.     I  came  here  with  the  full  determination 
to  tell  you  all  I  know.     I  had  but  6i.  fit)m  Kelson. 

10.706.  I  am  requested  to  ask  you,  did  you  tell  Kelson  that  you  were  promised  SI.  by 
the  Blues  ? — Never. 

10.707.  Ajid  that  you  would  not  vote  red  imless  you  had  lOi. — No. 

10.708.  That  you  deny  ?— I  strictly  deny  it. 

10.709.  You  only  had  Ql  ?— I  only  had  U, 

10.710.  What  money  was  it  ? — In  gold. 

10.711.  Six  sovereigns  ? — Yes.     Either  sovereigns  or  half  sovereigns ;  they  might  have 
been  half  sovereigns. 

10.712.  I  suppose  there  was  nobody  by? — No. 

10.713.  Where  was  it  done? — In  my  house. 

10.714.  Was  it  paid  on  the  day  of  the  election  ? — I  believe  so  ;  on  the  very  day. 

10.715.  There  was  some  difficulty  in  getting  you  to  vote  then  ? — No. 

10.716.  I  am  requested  to  ask  you  whether  it  was  not  so  ;  that  you  refi'ained  from 
voting  till  the  money  was  got  ? — No  ;  it  was  not  in  that  manner. 

Tt 
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Henry  J.  Page. 
24th  June  1853. 


10.717.  How  was  it?— Kelson  asked  me  whether  I  was  particular  which  way  I  voted 
My  answer  was,  "  No,  I  am  not  particular/'  He  said,  ''  If  you  vote  for  Clinton  and 
Vance  you  will  do  me  a  vast  amount  of  service  ;  you  will  do  me  good  service  ;'  or  words 
to  that  eflfect.  Mr.  Kelson,  I  must  give  him  that  credit,  never  offered  me  money.  I  was 
young  in  business  at  the  time,  and  I  did  make  the  remark  to  him,  "  There  seems  to  be  an 
overflow  of  money  about ;  if  there  is  any  to  spare  surely  there  may  be  some  for  ma'^ 
Kelson  went  away,  and  came  back,  and  1  accepted  the  6l,  which  I  received  from  James 
Kelson,  now  sitting  there,  and  1  voted  for  Vance  and  Clinton. 

10.718.  That  is  the  truth  ?— That  is  the  truth.  If  I  had  10/.,  I  am  brought  here  to 
say  the  truth,  and  I  might  as  well  say  lOZ.  as  61.  It  is  not  worth  my  while  to  say  61  if 
I  had  lOi. 

10.719.  You  say  you  were  yoimg  in  business  in  1847? — Yes. 

10.720.  Were  you  in  better  circumstances  in  1852  than  you  were  in  1847? Yes ;  so 

much  so  that  I  feel  sorry  for  what  I  did  in  1847,  and  would  not  do  so  if  it  had  been 
offered  to  me  in  1862  or  1853. 


Mmier  Auiien. 


MiNTER  Austen  sworn,  and  examined. 

10,721.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — I  am. 
10,722  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  ? — I  had 

10.723.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ?— The  Tories. 

10.724.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — I  did. 

10.725.  How  much?— .£^4. 

10.726.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — Kelson. 

10.727.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

10.728.  Which  side  did  you  vote  ? — For  the  Tories. 

10.729.  Had  you  any  money  then  ? — Yes. 

10.730.  Howmuch?— i6. 

10,781.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — Allwright. 


J%ama$  Boarman, 
§en. 


10,732. 
10,733. 
10,734. 
10,735. 
10,736. 
10,737. 
10,738. 
10,739. 
10,740. 
country. 
10,741. 
10,742. 


Thomas  Boorbian  senior  sworn,  and  examined. 


Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

Had  you  a  vote  in  1852  ? — Yes. 

Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

Had  you  any  money  for  voting  that  way  ? — Yea 

How  much  ?— j^5. 

Who  gave  it  you  ? — Kelson. 

Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

Which  side  did  you  vote  then  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

Had  you  any  money  for  that  ? — My  expenses  paid  for  coming  over  from  the 


What  money  did  you  have  ? — A  pound. 
Who  gave  you  that  ? — Kelson. 


I  came  12  miles. 


Thomas  Taylor 

(of  Griffin  Lane, 

OtOer). 


Thomas  Taylor  sworn,  and  examined. 

10.743.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

10.744.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year? — Yes. 

10.745.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.746.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting  ? — Yes.  I  was  upon  the  messengers'  list 
for  15  days,  and  I  received  U.  10«.  altogether. 

10.747.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

10.748.  Which  side  did  you  vote  then  ? — On  the  blue  side  then. 

10.749.  Had  you  any  money  for  voting  ? — No. 

10.750.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  messengers'  list?  What  were  you  doing  ;  running 
of  messages  all  the  15  days  ? — Yes  ;  I  waa  in  attendance. 

10.751.  The  whole  of  those  15  days  ?— Yes. 

10.752.  What  are  you  by  trade  ? — I  am  an  ostler.  I  had  nothing  to  do  at  that  time, 
and  I  agreed  to  accept  it. 

10.753.  Ha<l  this  4/.  10^.  nothing  to  do  with  yom*  vote  ? — It  was  altogether. 

10.754.  It  was  not  for  yom*  vote  alone  ? — No. 

10.755.  How  came  you  to  vote  for  the  red  side  this  time  when  you  voted  blue  before  ? 
— I  did  so,  I  believe.     They  offered  me  the  service,  and  I  took  the  opportxmity. 

10.756.  Was  the  offer  of  the  service,  **  If  you  will  come  and  be  our  messenger,  and  vote 
for  us,  you  shall  have  so  much  V* — Yes  ;  and  I  took  the  first  opportunity,  as  I  had  nothing 
else  to  do. 

10.757.  Was  it  understood  between  you  that  you  were  to  vote  for  the  red  party  ? — 
What  do  you  mean  ? 
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10.758.  Did  you  perfectly  well  understand  that  if  you  took  that  appointment  you  were 
to  give  your  vote  for  the  red  party  ? — No,  I  did  no  understand  anything  about  it. 

10.759.  Do  you  think  you  could  have  voted  safely  for  the  other  side  ? — I  could  vote 
which  way  I  liked. 

10.760.  Do  you  think  the  red  party  would  have  paid  the  4/.  lOs.  if  you  had  voted  for 
the  Blues  ? — No,  they  would  not,  if  I  had  voted  on  the  other  side. 

10.761.  Who  offered  you  the  messenger's  place  ? — Mr.  Kelson. 

10.762.  What  did  he  say  to  you? — He  offered  to  put  me  upon  the  list,  and  I  was  to 
have  4«.  a  day  during  the  election. 

10.763.  It  was  fifteen  days  before  the  election? — It  was  fifteen  days ;  and  they  gave 
me  30^.  afterwards. 

10.764.  What  were  you  doing  during  those  fifteen  days? — If  anything  was  wanted  I 
attended  to  it. 

10.765.  Was  any  other  person  employed  besides  you  ? — The  same  as  I  was  ? 

10.766.  Yes ;  that  is,  doing  nothing  ? — Not  doing  much. 


Thanuu  Taylor. 
24th  June  1853 


Thomas  Best  sworn,  and  examined. 


10.767.  Are  you  a  freeman  ?— Yes. 

10.768.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  ? — Yea 

10.769.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for? — Mr.  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps. 

10.770.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote? — I  had  a  sovereign,  six  days  after ; 
Kelson  met  ma 

10.771.  Whom  did  you  have  it  from  ? — Kelson. 

10.772.  What  was  that  sovereign  for  ? — He  made  me  a  present  of  it. 

10.773.  For  doing  what? — Nothing  at  all ;  he  gave  it  me  six  days  after  the  election 
was  over. 

10.774.  Do  you  think  that  had  nothing  to  do  with  it? — Not  at  all.  I  told  him  that  I 
had  promised  my  vote. 

10.775.  Did  he  ever  make  you  a  present  of  a  sovereign  before  or  since  ? — No. 

10.776.  Has  any  body  else  ever  given  you  a  sovereign  ? — No. 

10.777.  Do  not  you  think  that  your  vote  had  something  to  do  with  it  ? — It  was  after 
the  election  was  over ;  he  offered  it  me,  and  I  took  it. 

10.778.  Had  he  talked  to  you  about  the  election? — He  had. 

10.779.  About  voting  ?— Yes. 

10.780.  Did  he  say  he  was  going  to  give  you  anything  for  your  vote  ? — No,  he  did  not. 

10.781.  What  did  he  say  ? — He  asked  me  which  way  I  was  going  to  vote,  I  told  him 
I  did  not  exactly  know  then.  Afterwards  I  promised  my  vote,  and  I  said  I  had  promised. 
He  said  he  could  not  do  anything  for  me,  and  I  told  him  I  did  not  expect  that  he  could. 

10.782.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yea 

10.783.  Which  side  did  you  vote  then  ? — For  the  blue  party. 

10.784.  Did  you  get  any  money  from  them  ? — I  got  a  colour  ticket. 

10.785.  How  much  did  you  get  for  that  ? — £\,  I  think  it  was. 

10.786.  A  four  days'  colour  ticket,  was  it  not  ? — I  forget  now. 

10.787.  Then  you  had  two  colour  tickets  ? — Yes. 

10.788.  Who  did  you  give  your  tickets  to  ? — I  had  them  myself 

10.789.  You  kept  them  yourself? — I  always  thought  it  was  my  right ;  it  was  to  pay 
me  for  my  time. 

10.790.  How  came  you  not  to  get  a  colour  ticket  from  Kelson  ? — I  did  not  ask  him. 

10.791.  Do  you  think  that  this  pound  that  you  had  was  instead  of  the  colour  ticket? 
— I  do  not  know. 

[The  Chief  Commissioner  stated,  the  Commissioners  did  not  wish  any  man  should 
be  convicted  before  them  of  bribery  without  a  ftdl  opportunity  of  being 
heard  ;  they  were  summoned  to  appear  so  that  they  might  be  heard,  and 
if  they  did  not  come  when  their  names  were  called,  what  was  stated  against 
them  should  be  taken  as  proved.] 


George  Wilson  called ;  did  not  answer. 
Geobge  Elus  called  ;  did  not  answer. 


Thamoi  BegL 


Thomas  Wilkinson  sworn,  and  examined. 

10.792.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — No. 

10.793.  A  householder?— Yes. 

10,794  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  ? — I  had. 

10.795.  And  who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.796.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  that  ? — I  did. 

10.797.  How  much  ?— ^'7. 

10.798.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— Kelson. 

10.799.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847?— No. 


Tt  2 


T.  Witkimon. 
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George  Atisten. 
24th  June  1853. 


Henry  Wood 
(Carpenter). 


Anthony  Bradford. 


JosephJosslyf^juH. 


JosephJosslyn,  sen. 


10,800. 
10,801. 
10,802. 
10,803. 
10,804. 
10,805. 
10,806. 
10,807. 
10,808. 
10,809. 


George  Austen  sworn,  and  examined. 

Had  you  a  vote  last  year  ? — Yes. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

Had  you  any  money  ? — Yes. 

How  much  ? — i6:'4. 

Who  gave  it  you  ? — Kelson. 

Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  then  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

Had  you  any  money  for  that  ? — Yes. 

How  much  ? — i^  6. 

Are  you  a  fi*eeman  or  a  householder '{ — A  freeman. 


10,810. 
10,811. 
10,812. 
10,813. 
10,814. 
10,815. 
10,816. 
10,817. 
10,818. 
10,819. 
10,820. 


John  Allwright  caUed ;  did  not  answer. 
William  Josslyn  called ;  did  not  answer. 

Henry  Wood  sworn,  and  examined. 

You  are  a  fi*eeman  ? — Yes. 

Had  you  vote  last  year  ? — Yes. 

Who  did  you  give  it  to  ? — To  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

Had  you  any  money  for  that  vote  ? — No  ;  I  did  not  have  any  money. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  in  1847  : — Clinton  and  Vance. 

Had  you  any  money  for  that  vote  ? — Yes. 

How  much  ? — £o. 

Who  gave  you  that  ? — Kelson. 

Had  Bennet  anything  to  say  to  you  about  this  money  in  1847  ? — No. 

Notliing  ? — N  othing. 

Kelson  was  the  only  party  that  you  dealt  with  ? — Yes. 


Anthony  Bradford  sworn,  and  examined 


10.821.  Are  you  a  fi-eeman  ( — Yes. 

10.822.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  for  this  city  i — Yes. 

10.823.  Who  did  you  give  youi-  vote  to  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.824.  Did  you  have  any  money  ? — Yes. 

10.825.  How  much  1—£1. 

10.826.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— Kelson. 

10.827.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ? — No  ;  I  was  not  registered. 


10,828. 
10,829. 
10,830. 
10,831. 
10,832. 
10,833. 
10,834. 


Joseph  Josslyn  junior  sworn,  and  examined. 

Ai*e  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

Did  you  vote  last  year  ? — Yes. 

Which  side  did  you  give  your  vote  to  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

Did  you  have  any  money  for  that  vote  ? — Yes. 

How  nmch  ? — £^. 

Who  from  ? — From  Friend. 

Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ? — No. 


Joseph  Josslyn  senior  sworn,  and  examined. 


10.835.  Ai-e  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

10.836.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  i — Yes. 

10.837.  Who  did  you  give  it  to? — Gipps  and  Jolmstone. 

1 0.838.  Had  you  any  money  for  that  vote  ? — Yes,  5/. 

10.839.  Who  gave  you  the  5/.  ?— Mr.  Friend. 

10.840.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

10.841.  Who  did  you  vote  for  then  ? — The  blue  pai-ty. 

10.842.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  that  vote? — Two  colour  tickets. 

10.843.  Who  gave  them  you  ?— I  had  them  from  the  committee. 

10.844.  What  were  they  worth  to  you  'i—£\, 

10.845.  Have  you  voted  at  many  other  elections  besides  these  ? — Yes. 

10.846.  Did  you  ever  vote  without  receiving  money? — Never  without  receiving  the 
colour-men's  tickets.  Hall-men's  places  there  used  to  be  at  one  time,  by  the  blue  party 
and  the  red,  to  keep  them  back.  They  were  all  up  there  {pointing  to  the  staircase  in  the 
luUl) ;  the  polling-place  was  up  tliere ;  and  the  strongest  force  used  to  keep  the  staircase. 
That  was  originally.  I  never  voted  in  my  life  without  I  had  something,  either  colour 
tickets  or  money. 

10.847.  Did  you  generally  get  those  from  Mi\  Friend  ? — No;  from  the  committee.  We 
were  always  paid  by  the  committee  at  that  time. 
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Thomas  Josslyn  sworn,  and  examined.  "llioma*  J&^ifym. 

10.848.  Are  you  a  freeman? — Yes. 

10.849.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  ?  -Yes.  24th  June  1863 

10.850.  Which  aide  did  you  vote  ? — Clinton  and  Vance.  ' 

10.851.  Last  year  ? — At  the  last  election;  I  forget  the  names  on  the  Tory  side. 

10.852.  The  red  side  ?— Yes. 

10.853.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — .^'5. 

10.854.  Who  paid  you  ?— Thomas  Friend. 

10.855.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

10.856.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  then  ?^Tories. 

10.857.  What  did  you  get  for  it?— .^'5. 

10.858.  Who  paid  you  that  ?— Thomas  Friend. 

10.859.  Had  you  a  vote  before  that  ?— Yes. 

10.860.  Did  you  always  get  money  for  your  vote  ?--Not  the  first  time. 

10.861.  What  did  you  get  the  first  time  ?— Nothing  at  all. 

10.862.  You  also  got  your  money  from  Friend  ? — Yes,  what  I  had. 

10.863.  Who  did  you  vote  for  first  ?— Wilson. 

10.864.  Whenever  you  received  money  at  an  election,  it  was  always  PViend  that  paid 
it  ?— Yes. 

10.865.  In  1841  you  voted  for  Wilson?— Yes. 

10.866.  You  got  no  money  then  ? — No. 

John  Josslyn  sworn,  and  examined.  ^  ,     _    . 

John  Jas^jfH 

10.867.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes.  .««.-«-_. 

10.868.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  ?— Yes. 

10.869.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.870.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

10.871.  How  much?— A 5. 

10.872.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— Thomas  Friend. 

10.873.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— No. 


Edward  Peirce  called  ;  did  not  answer. 


John  Laslett  sworn,  and  examined.  j^^^  LaUeU. 

10.874.  Are  you  a  freeman  ?— No.  

10.875.  A  householder  ?— Yes. 

10.876.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  I — Yes. 

10.877.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Sir  William  Somerville  and  CoUmel  Romilly. 

10.878.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ?  — No. 

10.879.  In  1847,  did  you  vote?— Yes. 

10.880.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Lord  Albert  Conyngliam  and  Smythe. 

10.881.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote?— -No;  I  never  gave  a  chance  for 
them  to  ofier  me  any ;  I  always  made  up  my  mind  never  to  take  a  bribe. 

Edward  Knell  called  ;  did  not  answer. 


Thomas  Friend  recalled,  and  examined,  Thomas  Friend. 

10.882.  Which  Knell  is  it  that  you  mentioned  ?— A  fishmonger.  

10.883.  Where  does  he  live  ?— In  Artillery-street. 

10.884.  Is  his  name  Edward  Knell  ?— I  believe  it  is. 


William  Waind  sworn,  and  examined.  WUliam  fVaimt 

10.885.  What  ai^e  you  ?— A  marine-store  dealer.  ^**-" 

10.886.  Are  you  a  freeman?— No  ;  I  am  a  householder. 

10.887.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ?— Yes. 

10.888.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — For  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.889.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes;  3?.  10^. 

10.890.  From  whom  ?— Friend. 

10.891.  In  1847,  had  you  a  vote  ?— Yes. 

10.892.  For  whom  did  you  vote  then  ? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham. 

10.893.  Any  body  else  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  I  voted  for  Smythe.  I  forget  now;  it 
is  so  long  ago. 

10.894.  Had  you  any  money  then  ? — Yes. 

10.895.  How  much  ?— i:3. 

10.896.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — I  think  Mr.  Southee  paid  me  that. 

10.897.  Which  Southee;  Edward  Southee ?— Yes ;  Edward  Southee. 

10.898.  Had  you  a  vote  at  previous  elections  ? — No. 

10.899.  At  no  other  elections  except  those  two  ? — No. 
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Jamei  Bwrt^jun* 
24th  June  1853. 


Albert  JPteU. 


Henry  Richard  French  called ;  did  not  answer. 

James  Burt  junior  sworn,  and  examined. 

10.900.  What  are  you;  a  ifreeman  ? — Yes. 

10.901.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  i — Yes. 

10.902.  On  which  side  did  you  vote  ? — Gipps  and  Johnstone. 

10.903.  Did  you  have  any  money  ? — No. 

10.904.  No  money  at  all? — I  received  16^.  for  being  a  messenger. 

10.905.  Is  that  aU?— Yes. 

10.906.  Who  paid  you  that  ?— Taylor. 

10.907.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— No 

10.908.  Was  there  not  a  warrant  out  against  you  before  the  election  ?- 
10^909.  Or  after  the  election  ?— No. 


-No. 


10.910.  Are  you  John  Twyman  Burt? — No. 

10.911.  Have  you  been  summoned  ? — Yes. 

10.912.  When? — It  is  on  my  summons. 

10.913.  Have  you  a  brother  of  the  name  of  John  Twyman  Burt? — Yes. 

10.914.  And  your  father  is  James  Burt  the  elder  ? — Yea 

10.915.  Are  they  here  ? — Not  that  I  know  of 

10.916.  Then  perhaps  you  will  tell  them  that  they  have  been  summoned,  and  that  they 
must  come  ? — Yes. 


10,917. 
10,918. 
10,919. 
10,920. 
10,921. 
10,922. 
10,923. 


Albert  Prett  sworn,  and  examined. 

Are  you  a  householder  or  a  freeman  ? — A  freeman. 

Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

Who  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  ^'ote  ? — Yes. 

How  much  ? — .1 6  108. 

Who  gave  it  you  ? — Kelson. 

Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ? — No. 


Henry  Pittock  called  ;  did  not  answer. 


John  Lemar, 


Edward  Peirce. 


John  Lemar  sworn,  and  examined. 

10.924.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

10.925.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

10.926.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.927.  Had  you  any  money  ? — Yes. 

10.928.  How  much  ?— 1.5. 

19.929.  Who  gave  you  that  bl  ?— Friend. 

10.930.  Had  you  a  vote  m  1847?— No  ;  I  did  not  vote  then. 


10,931. 
10,932. 
10,933. 
10,934. 
10,935. 


Edward  Peirce  sworn,  and  examined. 

Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

Did  you  vote  ? — I  did. 

Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting  ? — No. 

You  had  no  money  ? — No. 


10.936.  Nobody  gave  you  any  money  at  the  last  election  ? — I  received  some  for  being 
a  messenger,  from  Taylor. 

10.937.  How  much  did  you  get  for  that?— 12«.  6d 

10.938.  Is  that  all?— That  is  aU. 

10.939.  In  1847,  did  you  get  any  money  ? — Yes. 
10,94t).  Did  you  vote  then?— I  did. 

10.941.  On  which  side  did  you  vote  ? — Vance  and  Clinton. 

10.942.  How  much  did  you  get  ? — Four  sovereigns. 

10.943.  Wlio  gave  it  you  ? — Mr.  Friend  ;  the  money  was  given  from  him. 

10.944.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ? — It  was  put  upon  the  table.     I  could  not  say  who  it  was. 

10.945.  It  was  put  upon  the  table,  and  you  took  it  up  ? — Yes,  I  took  it  up. 

10.946.  Did  you  not  receive  some  money  from  Taylor  for  a  loan  ? — I  never  received 
any  other  money  only  at  this  last  election.  I  received  1 28.  6d  from  Taylor,  as  I  was  put 
down  as  a  messenger. 

10.947.  Did  you  receive  some  small  sum  from  Taylor,  which  he  told  you  was  ^  loan  ? 

I  received  5«.  from  him  at  one  time,  and  two  half-crowns  I  received  also,  which  made 
up  12«.  6d  altogether. 

10.948.  You  never  received  any  more  ? — No. 

10.949.  Do  you  remember  being  in  the  committee-room  a  fortnight  before  the  election  ? 
— Yes,  I  was. _     
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10.960.  What  did  you  tell  the  gentlemen  there  about  your  vote  ? — I  told  them,  pro-     Edward  Peirce. 
vided  they  put  me  down  as  a  messenger,  I  should  vote  for  that  party.  

10.961.  And  did  they  send  you  to  Taylor  ?— They  sent  me  to  Taylor.  24th  June  1853. 

10.962.  Did  he  put  you  down  as  a  messenger? — He  did. 

10,953.  Did  you  ever  do  any  work  for  it  ? — I  cannot  say  I  did.     I  was  attending.    I 

was  in  the  fish  trade. 

10.964.  You  are  a  fish  dealer? — Yes.  —      . 

10.965.  Have  you  not  a  cousin  of  the  name  of  Wilscm  { — Yes. 

10.956.  Did  you  give  him  any  recommendation  for  a  colour  ticket  ? — I  did. 

10.957.  Why  did  you  do  that  ? — I  owed  him  a  trifle  of  money,  and  that  would  settle  it. 

10.958.  What  did  he  say  ? — He  said  he  was  very  agreeable. 

10.959.  And  he  cleared  the  account  with  you  ? — Yes. 

10.960.  What  was  the  colour  tidcet  worth  ;  lOs.  ? — Yes  ;  and  I  owed  him  about  6«.  6d  ; 
so  that  it  made  all  square 

10.961.  So  that,  although  you  got  \2s.  6d  yourself,  you  got  the  value  of  10«.  besides  ? 
— I  was  put  down  as  a  messenger. 

Samuel  Benjamin  Lemab  called ;  did  not  answer. 

James  Wille  sworn,  and  examined.  Jame$  TFtUe. 

10.962.  Are  you  a  householder  or  a  fireeman  ? — A  freeman.  

10.963.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  ? — Yes. 

10.964.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Gipps  and  Johnstone. 

10.965.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting  ? — Yes, 

10.966.  How  much?— ^5. 

10.967.  Who  gave  it  you?— Thomas  Friend. 

10.968.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ? — At  the  election  of  Clinton  and  Vance  I  did  not  vote. 


John  Hancock  called  ;  did  not  answer. 

Thomas  Weed  called  ;  did  not  answer. 

James  Weed  called  :  did  not  answer. 


John  Goodwin  sworn,  and  examined.  John  Goodwm. 

10.969.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

10.970.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

10.971.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.972.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes  ;  I  had  5/. 

10.973.  Who  gave  ^t  you  ?— Mr.  Vincent. 

10.974.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 
10,976.  Did  you  vote  ?— Yes. 

10.976.  On  which  side  did  you  vote  ?— The  red. 

10.977.  Had  you  any  money  for  that  vote  ? — None. 


Thomas  Finn  called ;  did  not  answer. 
George  Broadbridge  called  ;  did  not  answer. 


Henry  Pittock  sworn,  and  examined.  Bmry  FiUoeh. 

10.978.  Are  you  a  freeman  % — Yes. 

10.979.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election,  last  year  ? — Yes^ 

10.980.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — I  voted  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

10.981.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting  ? — Yes. 

10.982.  How  much?— ^4 

10.983.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— Friend. 

10.984.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

10.985.  Whidi  ^de  did  you  vote  then  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe 

10.986.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  that  vote  ? — Yes. 

10.987.  How  much?— ^5. 

10.988.  Who  gave  you  that  ? — Mr.  Goodwin. 

10.989.  Have  you  had  a  vote  here  many  years  ? — Yes  ;  26  years. 

10.990.  Did  you  ever  vote  without  receiving  any  money  ? — Oh  yes. 

10.991.  How  often? — I  do  not  know.     Three  or  four  times. 

10.992.  When  was  the  first  election  that  you  received  money  f — In  1847. 

10.993.  Did  you  give  any  money  to  any  person  for  Goodwin  in  1847  ?  Did  you 
receive  any  money  from  Goodwin  to  give  to  a  man  of  the  name  of  Barber  ? — No  ;  I 
fetched  him  to  him. 

10.994.  Was  that  on  the  polling  day  ? — On  the  polling  vrtominfif. 

10.995.  Did  you  give  Barber  any  money  ? — I  did  not. 

10.996.  Did  you  see  any  money  given  to  him  ? — He  went  in-uoors. 

10.997.  Did  you  poll  Barber?— Yes. 

10.998.  Was  that  after  he  had  gone  in-doors,  ana  haa  ae^u  Goodwin  ? — Yes. 

10.999.  Did  you  hear  from  Barber  whether  he  received  any  money  for  his  votes  ?  No ; 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  did. 
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George  Woollett  called ;  did  not  answer. 


James  Burt,  sen. 


George  Ells  8worn,  and  examined. 

11.000.  Are  you  a  fi^eeman  ? — Yes. 

11.001.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  ? — Yes. 

11.002.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Gipps  and  Johnstone. 

11.003.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

11.004.  How  much  ?—.-i'4.  108. 

11.005.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — John  Vincent. 

11.006.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— No 

11.007.  Are  you  sure  it  was  4/.  \0s.  ? — Yes. 


Thomas  James  called  ;  did  not  answer. 
James  Woollett  called  ;  did  not  answer. 


Thomas  Taylor  recalled,  and  examined. 

11.008.  You  gave  us  in  some  names  when  you  were  here  last  week  ;  have  you  any 
names  to  add  to  them  now  ? — I  do  not  think  I  can  recollect  any  more.  I  have  been 
endeavouring  to  do  so,  but  I  really  cannot  think  of  any.  I  am  afraid  of  putting  down 
any  that  really  are  not  in  my  head. 

11.009.  Have  you  added  any  names  to  your  list  ? — Yes  ;  I  have  axlded  some  eight  or 
nina     I  do  not  exactly  recollect. 

11.010.  OakenfiUl  ?— Yes. 

11.011.  Richard  Cox  ?— Yes. 

11.012.  Edward  Horton  ?— Yes. 

11.013.  Joseph  Worthy  ?— Yes. 

11.014.  William  Carter  ?— William  P.  Carter. 

11.015.  George  Johnson  ? — Yes. 

1 1.016.  Charles  H.  Brown  ?— Ye«. 

11.017.  Edward  Street  ?— Yes. 

11.018.  John  Holtimi  ?— Yes. 

11.019.  Those  are  names  of  messengers  ? — Tliey  are  the  names  of  messengers.  I  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  colours. 

11.020.  Had  you  anything  to  do  with  the  employment  of  Mr.  Filmer  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  up  the  Hardres  voters  ? — Nothing  whatever. 

11.021.  Were  you  aware  at  the  time  that  he  was  employed  ?— No,  I  was  not. 


John  Twyman  Burt  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.022.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

11.023.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

11.024.  Did  you  take  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

11.025.  Did  you  get  any  assistance  for  your  vote  ? — I  never  got  any  money  at  all. 

11.026.  Did  you  get  any  assistance  from  your  difficulty?— I  do  not  know.     I  never 
received  any  money  myself. 

11.027.  Was  anything  paid  by  you  ? — I  believe  there  was. 

1 1 ,028    How  much  ? — I  cannot  say  how  much  there  was  paid. 

11.029.  If  you  will  tell  me  how  much  it  will  save  my  asking  you  what  it  was  about  ? — 
I  cannot  tell  how  much  my  father  paid  ;  he  paid  the  expenses  ;  wliat  there  was  to  pay. 

11.030.  Does  he  know  ? — Most  likely  he  does. 

1 1.031.  You  have  not  troubled  yourself  about  it  ? — No. 

11.032.  And  the  arrears  have  been  paid  for  you  ? — Yes  ;  they  were  paid,  all  but  a  trifle. 

11.033.  And  that  was  paid  for  your  vote  ? — At  leastways  I  think  so. 

11.034.  You  do  not  know  how  much  it  was  ? — No  ;  I  do  not  know.     I  never  saw  the 
money. 

11.035.  You  knew  where  it  came  from  ? — No,  I  did  not. 

1 1.036.  Was  it  your  father  that  took  it  ? — Yes ;  my  father  took  it. 


James  Burt  senior  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.037.  You  had  no  vote,  I  believe,  at  the  last  election  ? — I  had  not. 

11.038.  Do  you  remember  seeing  anybody  about  your  son  s  business  ? — I  did. 

11.039.  Who  did  you  see  ? — Thomas  Cozens. 

1 1.040.  Was  he  a  voter  ?— Yes. 

11.041.  Who  did  he  vote  for  ?— For  Gipps. 

11.042.  Did  you  get  any  money  from  him  ? — I  did. 

11.043.  How  much  ?—^'' 7. 

11.044.  What  did  you  do  with  it? — The  first  tiling  I  went  and  paid  tlie  man  in  the 
New  Road. 

11.045.  Did  you  j>ay  it  for  your  son  ? — Yes. 

11.046.  How  much  altogether  did  you  pay  for  your  son  ?     Did  you  pay  the  whole  of 
it  ?— - 1  paid  the  whole  amount  that  was  demanded. 
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11.047.  Did  you  pay  the  whole  of  the  7i.  ? — No,  I  did  not.  Jame$  Burt  senr. 

11.048.  Very  nearly  all  ? — Very  nearly  alL  — 

11.049.  And  was  there  any  understanding  about  your  son's  vote? — No;  not  to  my    24th  June  1858. 
knowledge.  — 

11.050.  Was  it  not  given  you  to  get  your  son  out  of  his  difficulties  ? — Yes ;  but  my  son 
voted  before  I  received  the  money  a  good  bit. 

11.051.  It  was  promised  you  before  you  received  it? — That  is  true. 

11.052.  Was  the  promise  made  on  condition  of  your  son  giving  his  vote  ? — I  do  not 
know  that  I  can  say  that. 

11.053.  Have  you  any  doubt  about  it  ? — I  have  no  doubt  at  all 

11.054.  It  would  not  have  been  given  to  your  son  if  he  had  voted  the  other  way  ? — 
No. 

11.055.  It  was  7i.  ?— Yes. 

11.056.  And  you  got  it  from  Cozens  ? — Yes. 

11.057.  Who  did  Cozens  get  it  from? — I  cannot  say. 

11.058.  Was  Cozens  upon  the  committee  of  Gipps  and  Johnstone? — I  cannot  say 
whether  he  was  or  not.     He  paid  me  that  money  in  his  own  counting-house. 

11.059.  He  did  not  tell  you  where  he  got  it  from  ? — No. 

11.060.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? — Thomas. 

11.061.  Did  you  communicate  this  promise  to  your  son  ? — No. 

11.062.  Did  you  never  tell  your  son  you  had  a  promise  to  get  him  out  of  his  difficulties  ? 
— I  did  not 

11.063.  That  you  swear? — I  can  swear  it. 

11.064.  When  was  it  that  you  let  your  son  know  it  ? — Three  weeks  before  the  time  of 
the  election  ;  at  the  time  that  I  was  inquiring  for  the  money. 

11.065.  Then  you  did  let  your  son  know  that  you  had  the  promise  before  the  election  ? 
— At  least  I  hardly  got  the  promise.  He  did  not  let  me  know  above  three  days  before  the 
last  Canterbury  election. 

11.066.  You  knew  it  before  the  election? — ^Yea 

11.067.  Did  you  get  the  money  before  the  election  or  after  ? — No  ;  not  till  after  he  had 
voted.     He  voted  at  nine  in  the  morning,  and  I  got  it  in  the  afternoon. 

11.068.  He  perfectly  well  knew  that  you  had  the  promise  ? — Yes. 

11.069.  Which  Cozens  was  it  that  gave  you  the  money? — Thomas  Cozens,  son  to 
Thomas  Finch  Cozens. 

11.070.  Do  you  know  what  his  other  name  is? — Thomas  Cozena  I  do  not  know  any 
other. 

11.071.  Do  you  know  where  he  lives  ? — ^Yes  ;  in  the  parish  of  St.  Paul 

11.072.  In  Love  Lane  ? — No  ;  opposite  St.  Paul's  church. 

11.073.  In  Love  Lane,  in  the  parish  of  St.  Paul.  Is  the  Thomas  Cozens  who  gave  you 
the  money  the  son  of  Thomas  Finch  Cozens  ? — Yes,  that  is  true. 

11.074.  And  he  lives  in  St.  Paul  s  ? — Yes  ;  opposite  the  church. 


John  Twyman  Burt  recalled,  and  examined.  John  T.  Buri. 

11.075.  You  have  heard  your  father  say  that  he  told  you  that  he  had  the  promise  of 
this  money  to  get  you  out  of  your  difficulty,  before  you  voted  ? — Yes.  My  father  wrote 
to  me,  to  let  me  know  that  I  could  get  it,  by  paying  3«.  a  week  instead  of  4«.  for  two 
bastard  children. 

11.076.  Was  anything  said  about  your  vote  ? — Not  in  the  letter. 

11.077.  But  afterwards  ?— Yes. 

11.078.  Did  that  promise  induce  you  to  vote  ? — I  am  sure  that  it  did. 


Charles  Boree  sworn,  and  examined.  CharUi  S&ree. 


11.079.  Are  you  a  freeman? — ^Yes. 

11.080.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election? — No. 

11.081.  Did  you  vote  at  the  election  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

11.082.  Which  side  did  you  for  ? — Lord  Albert  Con3mgham  and  Smythe. 

11.083.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

11.084.  How  much  1—^2. 

11.085.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — Robert  Cullen  gave  me  a  pound,  and  Mr.  Rutter  gave  me 
a  pound. 

11.086.  Why  did  you  not  vote  at  the  last  election  ?— Because  I  was  struck  off  the  b'st 

11.087.  You  had  no  vote  ? — I  had  no  vote. 
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Charle$  Lee, 
24tli  June  1853. 


Chables  Lee  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.088.  I)o  you  live  at  Ramsgate? — Yes. 

11.089.  Had  you  a  vote  for  Canterbury  ? — I  had. 

11.090.  Last  year  ?— No. 

11.091.  In  1847,  had  you  a  vote  for  Canterbury  ? — Yes. 

11.092.  For  who  did  you  vote  then?— In  1847,  I  cannot  call  to  memory  who. 

11.093.  The  candidates  were  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  and  Mr.  Vance  on  tlie  red  side, 
and  Lord  Albert  Con)aigham  and  Mr.  Smythe  on  the  other.  For  whom  did  you  vote  in 
1847  ?    Was  it  the  Reds  or  the  Blues  ? — What  were  their  names  ? 

li, 09 4.  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe  on  the  blue  side,  and  Lord  Clinton 
>  and  Mr.  Vance  on  the  red  side. — I  voted  for  the  blue  party. 

11.095.  Then  you  voted  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mn  Smythe  ? — I  expect  so. 

11.096.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No,  none  at  all 

11.097.  Do  you  Imow  a  person  of  the  name  of  Cobb? — Yes.  You  say  in  1847  ;  was 
that  the  election  before  the  last  ? 

11.098.  Yes? — I  beg  to  correct  that  I  voted  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and 
Mr.  Smythe. 

11.099.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote? — I  had  no  money  for  my  vote;  I  liad  it 
to  defray  my  expenses. 

11.100.  How  much  ?— ^'5. 

11.101.  Where  were  you  at  the  election  in  1847? — Where  was  I  living? 

11.102.  Yes?— At  Ramsgate. 

11.103.  And  had  you  hi,  for  coming  from  Ramsgate  to  Canterbury  and  going  back  ? — 
I  consider  for  the  loss  of  time.  I  was  two  days  here,  and  one  day  hunting  up  another 
person,  I  being  wanted  to  bring  him  with  me  ;  but  I  did  not  stipulate  any  sum  for  Mr.  Cobb 
to  pay  ma 

11.104.  When  did  Cobb  pay  you  the  bL  ? — After  I  had  given  my  vote. 

11.105.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Cobb  before  you  gave  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

11.106.  What  did  you  say  to  Cobb  before  you  gave  your  vote,  and  what  did  Cobb  say 
to  you  ? — I  do  not  recollect. 

11.107.  Did  you  not  apply  for  your  expenses  before  you  voted  ? — Yes. 

11.108.  Did  you  apply  for  hi,  before  you  voted  ? — I  asked  him  to  pay  me. 

11.109.  Did  you  ask  him  to  pay  you  5t  ? — No;  I  did  not  say  anything  about  it. 
When  Cobb  asked  me  what  would  satisfy  me,  I  told  him  hi, 

11.110.  This  .was  before  you  voted  You  asked  Cobb  io  pay  you  your  expenses? — 
Yes. 

11.111.  Was  that  so  ?— Yes. 

11,112;  And  he  asked  you  what  would  satisfy  you  ? — Yes. 

11.113.  And  you  said  5?.?— Yes.  ' 

11.114.  And  then  you  voted  after  that  ? — Yes. 

11.115.  And  Cobb  gave  you  the  hi,  ? — Yes,  that  is  true  ;  and  that  was  not  too  much, 
according  to  my  price,  because  I  have  earned  5Z.  in  less  time  than  that. 

11.116.  What  are  you  ? — I  am  a  herald  painter.  I  was  obliged  to  give  up  my  work 
then.  I  was  obliged  to  come  over ;  that  was  of  consequence  to  me,  perhaps,  more  than 
the  5/. 

11.117.  Before  you  gave  yoxxr  vote,  did  Cobb  tell  you  that  he  would  give  you  the  hi,  ? 
— No  ;  he  never  offered  me  anjrthing  ;  and  I  never  hcid  a  penny  till  after  I  voted. 

11.118.  But  before  you  voted,  you  say  Cobb  asked  you  whether  hi,  would  satisfy  you, 
and  you  said  yes  ? — He  asked  me  what  would  satisfy  me^  and  I  said  hi, 

11.119.  And  he  said,  "  You  will  go  and  give  your  vote,  and  you  shall  have  it"  ? — Yes. 

11.120.  And  you  went  and  gave  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

11.121.  And  then  Cobb  gave  you  the  hi,  ? — He  did. 


Joiejji  Peniecoit 


Joseph  Pentecost  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.122.  What  are  you  ? — A  licensed  victualler. 

11.123.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — No ;  a  householder. 

11.124.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election  ?— Yes. 

11.125.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Gipps  and  Jolmstone. 

11.126.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

11.127.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

11.128.  Who  did  you  vote  for  then? — Smythe  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham. 

1 1.129.  Did  yoti  have  any  money  then  ? — No. 

11.130.  Did  you  not  have  any  money  then  ? — Not  for  my  vote. 

11.131.  What  for^  then  ? — Three  days'  work  with  my  horse. 

11.132.  How  much  ?— :^  3  lOa^ 

11.133.  Were  you  at  work  all  the  time  ? — Yes. 

11.134.  Did  you  get  any  remuneration  for  your  work  last  year  ? — One  day. 

11.135.  How  much?— 25«. 

1 1.136.  For  what  ? — Fetching  voters  witj^.  a  liorse  and  waggon. 
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1 1.138.  Did  you  get  any  colour  tickets  ?— No,  none.     Mr.  Jacobs  employed  me  m  1847.  

11.139.  Did  he  not  give  you  anything  for  your  vote  in  1847  ?— No.  24th  June  1853, 


Henry  Royce  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.140.  What  are  you  ? — A  shoemaker. 

11.141.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — Yes. 

11.142.  A  freeman?— Yea 

11.143.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election,  in  1852  ? — No. 

11.144.  You  did  not  vote  at  all  ? — No. . 

11.145.  Had  you  a  vote  then? — Yes. 

11.146.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

11.147.  For  whom  did  you  vote  then? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe. 

11.148.  Had  you  any. money  ? — Well,  Sir,  in  answering  that  question  direct,  I  beg 
leave  to  make  a  remark,  in  order  to  give  you  a  direct  answer.  I  went  about  three  days 
previous  to  the  election,  and  tendered  my  vote  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee.  T  was  then  asked  b&  to  whether  I  would  vote  for  Mr.  Smythe.  I 
gave  no  answer,  and  came  away ;  and  the  day  on  which  the  nomination  took  place,  a 
gentleman  sent  for  me,  about  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  to  visit  him  at  his  house,  as  he 
wished  to  see  me. 

11.149.  Who  was  that?— Shall  I  name  him  ? 

11,160.  Yes? — Mr.  Cobb  ;  and  I  waited  upon  Mr.  Cobb  upon  his  summons,  wishing  to 
see  me,  and  he  expressed  a  wish  for  me  to  vote  for  Smythe,  and  he  signified  that  if  I 
did  I  should  hare  5Z.,  and  I  left  him. 

11.151.  Did  you  promise  to  vote  for  Smythe,  then? — I  said  I  would  consider  of  it,  and 
I  did 

11.152.  And  you  afterwards  voted  ? — And  on  the  following  morning  I  voted  for  Smythe 
and  Lord  Albert  Conjoigham. 

11.153.  Did  you  afterwards  receive  5Z.  from  Mr.  Cobb,  after  polling? — A  person  came 
after  me  with  a  paper  parcel,  and  on  getting  home  I  found  it  contained  51. 

11.154.  You  were  not  surprised  at  receiving  it  ? — Not  at  alL 

11.155.  You  did  not  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — No. 

11.156.  Did  you  know  Blinks  ?— Yea 

11.157.  Do  you  remember  having  a  conversation  with  Blinks  about  your  vote  ? — Blinks 
called  upon  me  one  evening,  as  I  was  passing  by  on  my  road  home  with  some  work.  He 
wished  me  to  promise,  and  I  did  not ;  and  I  passed  off  home. 

11.158.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  a  list  ? — He  spoke  of  it. 

11.159.  And  that  was  not  enough? — I  did  not  intend  to  join  it ;  I  objected. 

11.160.  How  much  did  he  say  he  considered  your  vote  worth? — I  did  not  intend  to 
vote  at  the  election,  for  I  had  a  daughter  lying  dead,  and  I  did  not  intend  to  interfere 
with  election  matters,  and  I  expressed  myself  to  that  effect  to  Sir  William  Somerville. 

11.161.  You  were  canvassed  on  both  sides  ? — Yes. 

11.162.  What  are  your  private  opinions? — I  voted  for  Smythe  and  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham. 

11.163.  Which  are  you  ? — I  vote  more  blue  than  red. 

11.164.  Blinks  wanted  you  to  vote  red  at  that  time  ? — I  told  him  I  would  not  vote, 
and  I  did  not 

11.165.  You  gave  him  no  authority  to  put  your  name  in  a  list  ? — Not  in  the  least.      ^ 

11.166.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  you  did  not  vote  on  either  side  ? — No. 


Henry  Bcyce. 


Qeorqe  W.  Beale  called ;  did  not  answer. 
Thomas  Mount  called ;  did  not  answer. 

James  Babnet  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.167.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — Not  now. 

11.168.  Were  you  a  voter  last  time  ? — No  ;  not  at  the  last  election. 

11.169.  You  were  in  1847?— Yes. 

11.170.  Which  side  did  you  vote  in  1847? — For  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

11.171.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — No. 

11.172.  Did  you  give  any  money  to  anybody  for  their  vote  ? — I  treated  some  persons. 

11.173.  You  did  not  pay  any  money  for  their  votes  ? — It  was  not  considered  as  that 

11.174.  Tell  us  what  it  was  ? — I  spent  a  matter  of  3^.,  or  4Z.,  or  5i.  over  a  party  I  was  with. 

11.175.  In  doing  what? — During  the  election. 

11.176.  In  treating  ? — My  instructions  were  to  keep  them  together,  and  I  did  so  with 
this  money. 

11.177.  Who  gave  you  the  instructions? — Dray,  Goodwin,  Sou  thee,  and  that  party. 

11.178.  Tliey  were  the  blue  party — I  was  a  Tory ;  the  others  blue,  I  considered. 

11.179.  Do  you  know  a  man  caUed  Jennings  ? — No,  I  do  not 

XJu  2 


JameM  Bamei. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


340    EVIDENCE  taken  before  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  inquire  into 

James  BarneL  11,180.  In  the  year  1852,  last  year,  did  you  give  anybody  any  money  ?— I  had  nothing 

to  da  with  it.    Although  I  pay  67Z.  a  year  rent,  I  was  off  the  register. 

24th  June  1853.         11,181.  Did  you  give  any  money  ? — I  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it 
11*182.  Do  you  live  in  Sun-street  ? — Yes. 

11.183.  Do  you  know  a  man  called  Dray  ? — Yes. 

11.184.  In  1847,  did  Dray  give  you  any  money  ?— Not  a  penny. 

11.185.  Did  he  not  give  you  ^l  ?— No. 

11  186.  You  say  you  spent  51. ;  who  repaid  you  that  ? — I  had  some  money  througli  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Stredwick. 

11.187.  How  much  ? — £^  or  5?. ;  I  could  not  tell  exactly.  It  was  all  done  in  the  bustle 
of  the  time. 

11.188.  What  Stredwick? — Henry  Stredwick  I  took  it  from. 

11.189.  When  did  you  have  that  money  ? — Upon  the  morning  of  the  election,  some  of 
it,  and  some  of  it  was  had  previously.    It  was  spent  during  the  election. 

11.190.  Was  that  the  money  you  had  to  keep  the  people  in  hand  with  ? — It  was  prin- 
cipally  to  ke«p  two  brothers  that  I  had  who  were  voters. 

11.191.  Your  own  brothers  ? — No  ;  neither  of  them  my  own  brothers ;  half-brothers. 

11.192.  They  were  your  own  half-brothers  ? — I  do  not  consider  a  person  that  I  marry 
the  sister  of,  my  own  brother. 

11.193.  You  mean  your  brothers-in-law  ? — That  will  do,  if  you  please. 

11.194.  Was  the  money  given  to  you  to  keep  them  straight  ? — Yes. 

11.195.  i€*4  ? — I  would  not  swear  to  the  amount ;  I  might  have  had  some  few  sliillings 
more  than  thai 

11.196.  It  was  4i.  ?— As  much  as  that,  I  think. 

11.197.  Do  you  think  that  you  spent  21.  upon  each  of  them  to  keep  them  straight  ?—  I 
spent  it  all,  and  a  deal  more  with  it. 

11.198.  Then  they  must  have  taken  a  monstrous  deal  of  drink  to  keep  them  straight  ? — 
They  had  various  half-crowns.  If  I  had  not  now  and  then  dropped  them  a  half-crown  or 
five  shillings  they  would  have  bolted. 

11.199.  Give  me  the  names  of  those  two  half-brothers  of  yours? — Thomas  Stredwick 
and  Thomas  Tookey. 

11.200.  How  much  did  you  give  Tookey? — It  is  possible  he  might  have  had  in  money 
158.  or  IZ. ;  I  could  not  tell  exactly.  We  were  all  electioneering  together,  and  we  were 
not  very  sober. 

11.201.  This  was  given  to  them  to  keep  them  straight? — My  object  was  to  keep  them 
together  ;  and  we  were  prowling  about  the  town  previous  to  voting. 

11.202.  When  Tookey  wanted  to  get  away,  or  to  slip  away,  you  gave  hira  half-a-crown  ? 
— Sometimes  58.  We  were  brothers ;  we  were  all  about  together ;  and  after  polling  you 
mast  not  fancy  that  I  left  them  that  morning,  because  we  finished  the  evening. 

11.203.  There  was  no  more  money? — I  finished  it  all,  and  I  spent  more  with  it 

Adjourned  till  to-moiTow  at  ten  o  clock. 


Th  H     J  Pa   t  Ninth  Day. — Saturday,  25th  June  1853. 

The  Honourable  John  Paget  sworn,  and  examined. 


25th  June  1853. 


11.204.  We  are  told  that  you  accompanied  Colonel  Romilly  down  here  in  1850 ;  is  that 
the  fact  ?— I  did. 

11.205.  Were  you  with  him  as  a  personal  friend,  or  professionally? — Solely  as  a 
personal  friend. 

11.206.  Have  you  any  information  to  give  the  Commission  with  reference  to  what 
took  place  in  1850? — I  should  be  most  happy  to  give  the  Commission  any  information 
in  my  power,  if  it  can  be  intimated  to  me  upon  what  subject  I  possess  any  information 
that  is  valuable     My  only  wish  is  to  give  every  information  I  can. 

11.207.  Are  you  aware  of  the  circumstances  under  which  Mr.  Vance  retired? — I  am 
not  aware  of  any  circumstances  with  regard  to  Mr.  Vance's  retirement,  as  to  his  own 
motives  for  retiring.  I  am  aware  of  the  fact  of  his  retiring,  and  remember  that  fact  being 
communicated  to  Colonel  Romilly  and  myself  at  the  time. 

11.208.  Who  communicated  it  to  you  ? — It  was  communicated  to  me  by  Colonel  Romilly 
himself,  I  believe.  I  think  that  Colonel  Romilly, — if  I  remember  what  I  saw  in  the  papers 
rightly, — I  think  that  Colonel  Romilly  gave  to  the  Commissioners  an  account  of  the 
mode  in  which  he  received  the  information  at  night ;  and  my  recollection  is  perfectly 
coincident  with  that.  I  remember  going  to  bed  on  the  night  before  the  election  with  a 
full  expectation  that  we  should  have  a  contest  on  the  next  day ;  but  in  the  morning 
Colonel  Romilly  told  m§, — our  rooms  adjoined,  and, — if  my  recollection  is  correct. 
Colonel  Romilly  came  into  my  room,  and  said, — there  was  to  be  no  contest ;  that 
Mr.  Vance  had  retired,  and  that  he  had  received  the  information  in  the  course  of  the 
night.     I  cannot  be  very  certain  ;  I  think  he  did  not  tell  me  till  the  next  morning. 

11.209.  Had  you  any  communication  personally  with  Mr.  Vance  ? — None. 

11.210.  You  did  not  see,  then,  Mr.  Vance  ? — I  think  I  once  saw  Mr.  Vance  upon  his 
canvass ;  but  I  do  not  think  I  should  know  Mr.  Vance  if  I  met  him  again. 
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TheHon  J.Pagei. 


11,211.  Colonel  Romily  had  some  conversation  in  your  presence  with  reference  to  the 
system  which  had  been  adopted  at  previous  elections  in  this  city.  Did  he  express  a 
determination  not  to  have  recourse  to  any  illegal  means,  or  the  distribution  of  colour    25th  June  1853. 

tickets,  or  anything  of  that  kind  ? — Unquestionably  that  was  the  effect.     I  had  many       

conversations,  repeated  conversations,  with  Colonel  Romilly  upon  that  subject,  and  also 
with  other  gentlemen.  That  was  the  effect  of  those  conversations,  unquestionably  ;  his 
determination  to  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  any  practice  of  that  kind  that  had 
existed,  supposing  it  to  have  existed.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  election,  except  the 
1850  election ;  and  supposing  any  such  practice  as  the  learned  Commissioners  have 
alluded  to  to  have  existed,  I  remember  most  distinctly  the  determination  expressed,  not 
only  to  myself  in  private  conversation  with  Colonel  Romilly,  but  also  upon  other  occa- 
sions, at  which  that  determination  would  be  most  effectually  enforced,  to  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  any  practice  of  the  kind  ;  that  I  have  a  perfect  recollection  of 


Mr.  Henry  Coare  Kingsford  recalled,  and  examined. 

11.212.  You  have  had  put  into  your  hand  a  paper  consisting  of  extracts  from  papers 
which  you  handed  in  ;  have  you  read  it  ? — Yes,  I  have. 

11.213.  Have  you  any  observations  to  offer  respecting  it  ? — No,  not  any.  The  notes  in 
my  handwriting  were  written  in  the  margin  in  my  brief  from  the  information,  I  think, 
of  Mr.  Pout,  or  some  one  I  said,  "  Hqw  did  the  case  stand,"  and  he  said,  so  and  so ;  and 
then  I  wrote  it  down. 

11.214.  At  the  time  you  were  preparing  the  defence  of  the  seats?— After  the  defence  of 
the  seats  was  prepared,  I  said  to  Mr.  Pout,  "  What  do  you  think  of  this  man  ;  is  it  true  ?" 
and  if  he  said,  **  Not  true,"  that  it  was  false,  I  put  "  feJse,"  or  whatever  it  might  be. 

11.215.  These  notes  of  yours  in  the  margin  were  ftirnished  to  you  by  other  parties? — 
They  are  not  my  own  ideas.  Oh  no.  I  think  Mr.  Pout  is  my  informant  upon  all  of  them. 
I  said  t.o  Mr.  Pout,  "  Here  is  a  statement  made  by,  we  will  say,  William  Brown  of  Bar- 
ham."  I  said,  "  What  are  the  real  facts  of  this  case  ?"  and  I  wrote  in  the  margin,  in  order 
that  I  might  know,  and  my  counsel,  exactly  the  state  of  the  case.  It  was  not  my  own 
ideas  at  all. 

11.216.  It  is  the  result  of  information  furnished  you  by  others? — Exactly.  I  did  not 
know  anything  about  it  myself,  and  tlierefore  I  sent  to  some  one  who  did  know. 

11.217.  Many  of  them  are  perfect  strangers  to  you?— All  of  them.  I  should  not  know 
one  of  them  if  I  saw  them.  I  did  not  like  to  go  up  in  the  dark,  and  I  sent  to  some  one 
who  did  know  them.     I  think  that  you  have  something  to  ask  me  about  an  account. 

11.218.  Yes.  Just  look  at  that  account  Qianding  an  account  to  the  witness)  ;  was  that 
account  sent  in  to  you  by  Mr.  Thomas  White  Collard  ? — Yes,  it  was. 

11.219.  Whose  handwriting  is  it  in?— It  is  not  Mr.  Collard's  handwriting,  I  think. 

11.220.  Is  it  Pout's? — I  do  not  know.  In  the  course  of  my  last  examination  tliis 
account  was  asked  for,  and  I  said  it  had  gone  to  Mr.  Pout,  -and  I  supposed  it  was  de- 
stroyed with  all  the  others.  I  went  to  Mr.  Pout,  and  I  asked  him  whether  he  could  find 
it,  because  it  would  confirm  my  evidence,  and  the  night  before  last  this  was  left  at  my 
house  in  this  envelope. 

11.221.  Who  left  it? — I  do  not  know.     It  is  very  likely  it  is  Mr.  Pouts  handwriting. 

11.222.  Is  it  Mr.  Pout's  handwriting  ? — I  do  not  know,  I  should  think  he  is  the  only 
party  it  could  come  from.     I  went  there  for  it 

11.223.  When  you  received  it  your  impression  was  that  it  did  come  from  Mr.  Pout? — 
From  my  former  application  to  him,  to  see  if  he  could  find  it. 

11.224.  There  were  certain  accounts  destroyed  relating  to  the  election  of  1852;  did 
you  see  those  accounts  ?— I  do  not  know  ;  I  have  never  read  them  ;  I  may  have  seen  some 
of  them. 

11.225.  Mr.  Pout  stated  that  he  sent  in  his  accounts  to  the  finance  committee,  consisting 
of  Mr.  Delmar,  Dr.  Lochee,  and  Mr.  Kingsford ;  was  that  youraelf  ?— That  was  not  me  ; 
that  was  my  father. 

11.226.  Did  you  see  those  accounts  ? — I  do  not  think  I  ever  did. 

11.227.  You  knew  the  circumstance  of  their  having  been  sent? — Yes;  I  knew  the 
circumstance,  because  it  was  information  furnished  to  me  to  get  up  the  briefe.  I  think 
I  knew  at  the  time,  or  I  heard,  that  they  were  to  have  the  bills  sent  to  them. 

11.228.  Did  you  know  of  their  being  destroyed  ? — No  ;  I  never  knew  anything  about 
that.  I  think  some  one  said  they  were  destroyed  by  my  orders,  but  I  do  not  recollect 
anytJiing  about  that. 

11.229.  Mr.  Pout  said  they  were  destroyed  by  Mr.  Kingsford's  directions  ;  vras  that 
you  or  your  father  ? — That  is  a  mistake.  I  did  not,  I  should  have  ordered  them  to  be 
destroyed,  very  likely. 

1 1.230.  I  see  in  one  of  your  papers, — it  is  either  in  your  handwriting  or  your  father's, — 
it  is  stated  that  Mr.  Gipps  left  300?.  with  Mr.  Pout  to  be  paid  to  your  firm,  and  that 
your  firm  never  received  it.  Have  you  ascertained  how  that  was? — I  have  got  aji 
impression  that  300?.  was  brought  to  me  or  my  father,  and  we  said,  "  Do  not  bring  it 
to  us ;  we  have  got  enough." 

Uu  3 
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11.231.  It  is  more  fully  stated  in  the  brief? — If  you  will  allow  me  to  see  it.  I  think 
it  must  have  been  taken  to  my  father,  and  he  must  have  refiised  it.  I  do  not  recollect 
exactly.  Perhaps  the  brief  might  refresh  my  memory.  I  think  the  mcmey  he  paid  us 
was  through  the  bank.     I  put  in  an  account  which  shows  it. 

11.232.  The  first  I  allude  to  is  at  folio  11,  and  the  second  is  folio  12  ? — That  must  be 
the  money  that  went  to  Mr.  Smith,  if  I  recollect  right,  for  the  coloura 

11.233.  At  the  bottom  of  folio  11,  and  the  top  of  folio  12,  is  what  I  allude  to  .{the 
brief  was  handed  to  the  w^ltneas)  ? — This  is  the  money  left  wit-h  Mr.  Pout ;  not  with  me. 

11.234.  I  say,  left  with  Mr.  Pout  with  directions  to  be  paid  to  you,  and  which  did  not 
reach  you  ? — No. 

11.235.  So  it  is  stated  under  your  father's  handwriting? — Yes.  I  gave  him  these 
briefe  to  look  at,  I  recollect,  when  I  was  in  London,  and  this  is  his  note.  "What. is 
this?''  I  see  those  are  fects  that  were  found  out  afterwards,  these  other  monies  that 
were  sent,  and  I  put  them  in  my  briefe  that  I  might  have  the  whole  facts  stated. 

11.236.  What  became  of  that  money  ? — I  do  not  know. 

11.237.  Did  Mr.  Pout  give  any  account  of  it? — Not  to  me.  AU  I  knew  of  at  the 
time  was  the  850Z.  which  I  gave  to  Pout  and  CoUard,  and  said  they  must  be  applied 
properly,  and  I  must  have  an  account  of  it  afterwards. 

11.238.  Except  from  the  brief,  we  have  heard  nothing  of  that  30(W.  paid  to  Mr.  Pout, 
and  not  reaching  you  or  your  father,  by  Mr.  Gipps,  and  the  circumstances  not  explained 
upon  the  face  of  the  brief  ? — I  suppose  Mr.  Pout  has  accounted  for  it. 

11.239.  He  says  no  such  directions  were  given  to  him  ;  that  is  his  account  yesterday, 
that  he  had  no  directions  to  pay  it  to  you  or  your  father  ? — It  iseems  from  this  that 
Mr.  Gipps  seems  to  have  brought  down  300Z.  in  a  hurry,  and  he  said,  "  Hand  it  to 
Mr.  Kingsford,"  according  to  his  version  here.    I  cannot  recollect  exactly.    I  never  had  it 

11.240.  Just  look  at  this  account;  from  whom  did  you  receive  it;  do  you  remeoaber 
that  account  coming  to  your  hands  after  the  election  of  1852  ? — Yea 

11.241.  Did  you  at  the  same  time  receive  vouchers  for  the  items  in  that  accoimt? — 
No,  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

11.242.  None  of  those  appear  to  be  illegal  expenses  ? — No;  and  from  this  account,  and 
another,  I  made  a  general  account,  which  I  meant  to  put  in  in  the  House  of  CommouB  jas 
an  account  rendered  me.  I  have  since  heard  that  this  account  is  not  a  bona  fide  one ;  I 
have  been  told  that  since. 

11.243.  Did  you  receive  that  account  from  Doctor  Lochee  ? — I  suppose  it  was  put  in 
by  Mr.  CoUard  ;  I  do  not  know  who  I  got  it  from. 


John  Vancet  Esq.^ 
MJ". 


John  Vance  Esq.,  M.P.,  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.244.  You  are  the  sitting  member  for  the  city  of  Dublin  ? — I  am  sitting  member  for 
tiie  city  of  Dublin. 

11.245.  Did  you  come  forward  as  a  representative  for  this  city  more  than  once  ? — For 
the  city  of  Dublin  ? 

11.246.  No;  the  city  of  Canterbury  ? — I  contested  the  city  of  Canterbury  in  1847,  and 
I  came  down  here  in  1850,  but  did  not  go  to  the  poll. 

11.247.  In  1847,  I  believe  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  was  your  coUeague? — He  accom- 
panied me  as  the  other  candidate  in  the  Conservative  interest  at  that  time. 

11.248.  Was  it  a  joint  interest  of  you  and  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  ? — Do  you  mea^  as  to 
expense  ? 

11.249.  Yes? — No;  the  arrangement  that  was  entered  into  was  this:  that  Lord 
Thomas  Clinton  was  to  advance  1,000Z.,  and  I  was  to  advance  to  the  extent  of  2^000^.,  if 
so  much  was  required  ;  and  under  these  circumstances,  that  if  only  one  of  us  was 
returned,  I  was  to  have  the  preference. 

11.250.  That  was  an  imsuccessfiil  contest,  I  believe,  as  far  as  you  two  gentlemen  were 
concerned  ? — It  was,  and  fidth  was  kept  with  me  in  every  respect,  for  I  was  placed  two 
upon  the  poll,  at  its  close,  before  Lord  Thomas  Clinton. 

11.251.  Did  you  expend  the  whole  of  that  2,000?.  you  have  alluded  to  in  the  election  ? 
— Well,  I  dare  say  about  it.  * 

11.252.  Who  was  the  party  through  whose  hands  your  portion  of  the  money  passed  ? — 
Well,  I  really  do  not  know. 

1 1.253.  Who  was  your  agent  then  ? — I  do  not  know  that  I  had  any  agent. 

1 1.254.  Wliere  was  your  money  placed  ?— At  this  distance  of  time  I  have  not  a  i)erfect 
recollection  through  what  channels  the  money  went.  I  know  that  a  portion  of  it  went 
through  Glynn's  bank,  and  a  portion  of  it  through  Coutts's  bank;  but  I  have  not  a  perfect 
recollection  of  the  circumstances  under  which  the  money  was  paid,  or  to  whom  it  was 
paid.  I  know  that,  as  neai*  as  possible,  about  2,000?.  was  paid  at  various  intervals  at  Uiat 
time  fot  the  purposes  of  this  election. 

1 1.255.  ^2,000   of  your  monias  ?— x  2,000  of  my  monies. 

11.256.  Independent  of  the  l,000i.  of  Lord  Thomas  Clinton's  ?— Independent  of  the 
1,000^.  of  Lord  Thomas  Clintons. 

11.257.  You  say  they  passed  thiough  Coutts's  and  Glynn  s  ?— Yea  .     .;         :.,-.: 
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11,268.  Was  the  money  lodged  at  any  bank  at  Canterbury,  do  you  know? — I  under-   John  Vance,  JBtgt, 
stood  it  found  its  way  to  some  bank  in  Canterbury  at  the  time,  but  I  never  inquired             M.pJ 
particularly  how.  

11.259.  Who  had  power  to  draw  ?— I  tliink  it  was  Mr.  Croasdiil,  the  chairman  of  the    ^^^  ^^^e  ISSHz 
committee.  ^- 

11.260.  That  was  the  gentleman  who  afterwards  ran  away? — Yes. 

11.261.  Did  you  have  any  accounts  of  the  mode  in  which  that  2,000^  was  expended  ? 
— Never. 

11.262.  By  anybody? — I  think  once  at  Mr.  Gridley's  office  I  saw  some  accounts,  but  I 
never  looked  into  them,  and  I  knew  the  money  was  gone,  and  I  never  took  the  trouble 
to  investigate  anything  about  it. 

11.263.  We  were  told  yesterday  by  Mr.  Gridley  that  certain  envelopes  or  letters  were 
sent  to  him  to  be  forwarded  to  you,  which  were  supposed  to  contain  the  accounts  of  the 
election.  Is  that  so  ? — I  never  received  any  accounts  of  the  expenditure  of  the  election 
for  the  city  of  Canterbury  in  1847,  although  it  is  just  possible  I  may  have  seen  them  at 
Mri  Gridley  8  office,  but  I  know  I  did  not  inspect  them. 

11,264..  You  have  no  means  of  knowledge  how  that  money  was  expended  ? — No,  only 
from  report,  that  a  great  part  of  it  was  taken  away  by  Mr.  Crosdill  and  some  other 
people. 

11.265.  That  would  be  after  the  election? — Aftrcr  it  was  lodged,  I  suppose.  *  I  do  not 
know  at  what  period  exactly  this  defalcation  took  place.  I  believe  Mr.  Croasdill  and  some 
other  parties  had  their  hands  upon  the  most  of  it. 

11.266.  Are  we  to  understand  that,  according  as  your  recollection  serves  you,  Mr.  Croas- 
dill was  the  person  who  had  the  disposal  of  that  money  in  Canterbury  ? — As  far  as  my 
recollection  goes,  Mr.  CroasdiU  had  control  over  the  money. 

11.267.  And  you  have  no  means  of  knowing  how  he  disposed  of  that  money;  with 
what  objects  ? — I  have  no  means  of  knowing,  only  I  believe  he  took  a  great  part  to 
himself 

11.268.  Are  you  aware  that  any  part  of  it  was  spent  for  illegal  purposes  ? — I  have  no 
knowledge,  but  I  believe  such  was  the  fact. 

11.269.  Was  it  never  brought  to  ycur  knowledge  while  you  were  here  in  1847? — I 
cannot  say  that  it  was. 

11.270.  Was  the  whole  amount  of  that  2,000?.  furnished  by  you  previous  to  the  poll  ?— 
Some  of  it  afterwards,  I  think. 

11.271.  To  what  extent,  do  you  remember? — I  do  not  recollect  exactly  tlie  times  or  the 
monies  that  I  paid  in. 

11.272.  Do  you  think  that  the  greater  part  of  it  was  supplied  by  you  previous  to  the 
poll  ? — I  think  perha|)S  half  of  it. 

11.273.  ^1,000  ?— Or  more  ;  two  thirds,  or  half 

11.274.  Did  it  strike  you  that  that  was  a  very  large  sum,  in  addition  to  Lord  Clinton's 
1,000?*  ? — I  was  quite  a  novice  in  electioneering  matters  at  the  time,  and  I  had  no  idea 
of  the  extent  or  of  the  natiu*e  of  Canterbury,  or  what  amount  of  money  it  would  require 
to  contest  it ;  and  I  did  not  think  it  at  the  time  that  I  made  the  engagement  to  come 
down  here  a  large  sum  of  money  at  all. 

11.275.  Who  did  you  have  an  engagement  with  ? — With  Mr.  Croasdill. 

11.276.  Was  it  in  consequence  of  Mr.  Croasdill's  statement  that  such  a  sum  of  money 
would  be  required  that  you  furnished  it  ? — ^Yea 

11.277.  Without  reference  to  the  objects  for  which  the  money  would  be  required  ? — He 
never  told  me  for  what  object  the  money  would  be  required. 

11.278.  Were  you  never  made  acquainted  with  the  fact  of  colour  tickets  being  demanded 
and  famished  to  a  large  extent?— I  never  was  made  acquainted  with  the  fact  that  colour 
tickets  were  demanded.  I  only  knew  this,  that  there  was  a  very  great  dispute  with 
reftrence  to  the  property  in  the  colours,  Mr.  Smythe  having  claimed  them,  they  having 
been  furnished  in  a  great  degree  at  his  expense  ;  and  there  were  some  irritating  squibs 
came  out  at  the  time.  On  his  part  there  was  a  squib,  "  Who  stole  the  colours  V  and  on 
our  part  there  was  one,  "  Who  deserted  their  colours  ?"  The  consequence  was,  that  there 
was  a  very  bad  feeling  ;  and  there  was  a  rumour  that  these  colours  would  be  rescued  on 
the  day  of  the  poll ;  and  I  went  to  the  committee,  and  desired  them  to  furnish  twice  as 
many  colourmen  as  they  had  had  before  to  save  those  colours.  I  had  no  idea  what  they 
were  paid,  or  how  they  were  paid,  or  whether  they  were  paid  at  all. 

11.279.  Now,  leaving  the  election  of  1847,  you  came  down,  in  1850,  on  the  elevation  of 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham  to  the  peerage,  did  you  not? — I  did.  Before  I  leave  1847  I 
ought  to  state,  that  I  called  the  entire  meeting  together ;  I  read  the  sections  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  that  pointed  out  the  danger  and  the  crime  of  bribery  at  elections  ;  and  I  told 
them  that  I  would  be  no  party  to  any  money  being  disposed  of  for  improper  purposes ; 
and  I  warned  them  upon  no  account  to  give  money  improperly. 

'    11,280.  Now,  in  1850,  you  came  down,  I  believe,  with  an  intention  of  contesting  the 
representation  with  Colonel  Romilly  ? — I  did. 

11,281.  Who  were  you  in  communication  with  in  the  city  of  Canterbury  at  that  time? 
— Mr.  Furley,  Mr.  CoUard,  and  Mr.  Austin,  who  upon  a  former  occasion  were  attached  to 
Mr.  Smythe's  interest,  as  I  imderstood.  They  came  up  to  London  to  seek  for  a  candidate. 
They  went  to  a  great  many  gentlemen  to  induce  them  to  come  down  to  Canterbury.     I 
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John  Vanci^  Esq^  think  that  they  spent  two  or  three  days  in  London  before  they  came  to  me.  They  came 
M.P.  to  me  at  my  club  at  the  time,  the  Wyndham  club,  and  asked  me  to  come  down ;  and  said 
that  if  I  were  to  come  down  it  should  be  on  perfect  purity  principles.     I  said  I  should 

25th  June  1853#  come  down  upon  no  other ;  and  those  were  the  gentlemen  at  whose  invitation  I  came 
down  to  Canterbury  in  1850. 

11.282.  Was  any  statement  made  to  you  by  them,  at  that  time,  of  the  probable  expense 
of  that  single-handed  election  ? — They  might  have  said  it  would  cost  500/.,  or  600/.,  or 
700/.     I  think  they  made  some  statement  to  that  effect. 

11.283.  You  were  prepared  to  contest  it  upon  that  representation  of  expense  ? — ^Yea 

11.284.  And  you  came  down  accordingly  ? — I  came  down  accordingly. 

11.285.  Did  you  proceed  upon  a  canvass  ? — I  did  not  canvass  anybody  that  I  know  of. 

11.286.  Was  any  canvass  made  on  your  behalf? — I  think  not. 

11.287.  Was  any  money  lodged  by  you  at  that  election? — No. 

11,288*  Any  furnished  by  you  to  eitlier  of  those  gentlemen  or  to  any  agent? — Ulti- 
mately, there  was  a  sum  of  65/.  paid  for  the  expenses,  whatever  they  were,  that  were 
incurred  during  the  time  I  was  down  here  ;  I  think  that  was  the  sum ;  I  had  a  memoran- 
dum of  it,  65/. ;  it  is  a  very  loose  memorandum  I  have.  I  went  to  Mr.  Brown  yesterday, 
who  accompanied  me  down  here,  in  order  to  get  the  particulars  of  expenditure  which 
Mr.  Furley  furnished  me  with.  Mr.  Furley  has  tlie  particulars,  and  can  fiimish  them  to 
this  Court. 

11.289.  Did  you  pay  that  to  Mr.  Furley  ? — I  paid  that  to  Mr.  Furley  ;  and  Mr.  Furley, 
when  he  wrote  for  it,  said,  as  I  had  retired,  it  would  come  with  a  good  grace  if  I  would 
give  something  towards  the  future  registration  of  the  city,  and  he  named  five  guineas. 
I  gave  them  ten  guineas,  without  having  any  notion  of  coming  down  here  again. 

11.290.  How  long  were  you  in  the  town  of  Canterbury  upon  that  occasion  ? — I  arrived 
on  Friday  night,  and  I  left  early  on  Sunday  morning,  or  late  on  Saturday  night,  about 
12  or  1  o'clock. 

11.291.  You  say  that  you  had  made  no  canvass  ? — No. 

11.292.  And  as  far  as  you  know  there  had  been  no  canvass  on  your  behalf? — Wliat 
I  mean  is,  I  did  not  ask  for  any  votes. 

11.293.  Had  a  canvass  book  been  shown  to  you  ? — No. 

11.294.  Had  you  been  made  acquainted  with  the  state  of  the  constituency  ? — There 
was  a  rough  statement  made  to  me, — I  could  not  rely  upon  it, — with  regard  to  the  state 
of  the  constituency,  having  been  considerably  deceived  before. 

11.295.  What  I  want  to  arrive  at  is,  that  you,  having  arrived  on  Friday,  and  left  in 
the  middle  of  the  night  on  Saturday,  what  induced  you  so  suddenly  to  quit  Canterbury  ? 
— A  great  many  reasons.  I  felt  aggrieved,  in  the  fii^st  place,  that,  having  in  1847  spent  a 
great  deal  of  money,  tliree  weeks  canvass,  and  so  much  money  before,  that  I  had  not  been 
the  first  person  invited  to  stand. 

11.296.  Who  was  the  first  person  ? — I  knew  there  were  several  invited. 

11.297.  By  your  party? — By  those  gentlemen  who  came  up  to  invite  me  before  they 
came  to  me. 

11.298.  Did  that  knowledge  come  to  you  after  you  had  reached  Canterbury? — I  think 
from  some  of  them  before,  and  some  of  them  after.  I  forget  their  names  at  this  moment, 
but  tliey  were  familiar  to  me  at  that  time.  As  to  men's  motives  for  a  particular  line 
of  action,  they  are  generally  mixed  motives,  and  I  had  a  great  many. 

11.299.  I  am  bound  to  put  the  question  to  you.  It  has  been  stated  in  this  town  and  in 
this  Court.  Were  there  any  pecuniary  motives  which  led  you  to  quit  Canterbury  ? — Yes, 
there  were  ;  to  save  my  own  pocket. 

11,800.  Was  any  money  given  to  you,  or  promised  to  you,  to  induce  you  to  retire? — 
Not  a  farthing  fi-om  any  individual  on  earth. 

11.301.  Was  there  any  understanding  between  you  and  anybody  as  to  the  payment  of 
your  expenses,  on  the  condition  of  your  leaving  Canterbury? — There  was  no  under- 
Htanding  in  tlie  remotest  degree. 

11.302.  Was  there  any  conversation  on  the  subject? — With  nobody  living. 

11.303.  Nobody  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  question  ? — Nobody  on  our  side  or  the  oppo- 
site sida 

11.304.  It  has  been  also  stated  or  implied  in  evidence.  I  ask  you  for  your  own  sake 
this  question— you  were  absent  for  two  hours  from  the  committee  on  the  Saturday,  I 
believe  ? — Yes ;  I  do  not  know  precisely  that  it  was  two  hours  that  I  was  absent. 

11.305.  During  that  period  did  you  see  or  receive  any  communication  fi-om  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham,  or  anybody  connected  with  his  party  in  this  city  ? — No,  I  did  not ;  and  I 
will  be  happy  to  account  for  my  time  in  those  two  hours,  if  you  like. 

11.306.  With  reference  to  the  election  of  1847,  did  any  portion  of  the  money  which 
you  expended,  or  was  expended  for  you,  come  from  Major  Beresford  ? — I  think  afterwards 
it  did.  My  first  impression  was,  that  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  was  to  pay  it  himself  I 
heard  aft;erwards  it  came  from  some  fimd.  I  do  not  know  that  it  came  from  Major 
Beresford. 

11.307.  That  was  the  money  famished  by  Lord  Thomas  Clinton? — Yes  ;  and  we  are 
speaking  of  the  money  furnished  by  Lord  Thomas  Clinton. 

11.308.  No.    I  am  speaking  of  your  monies  ? — I  got  no  contribution  from  that  ftmd 

11.309.  You  paid  it  entirely  yourself? — I  paid  it  all  mj^self. 
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11.310.  How  much  did  you  pay  altogether  in  184?7  ? — About  2,000/.  John  Vanc^y  Esq,^ 

11.311.  In  addition  to  what  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  paid  ? — In  addition  to  the  1,000?.             M,e! 
which  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  was  to  contribute. 

11.312.  You  were  not  a  candidate  at  any  previous  election? — No,  not  at  any  previous    25th  June  1863 
election.  - 

11.313.  You  have  only  been  a  candidate  twice  ? — I  have  only  been  down  in  Canterbiuy 
in  the  character  of  a  candidate  twice. 

11.314.  Though  you  did  not  canvass  in  1850,  did  you  attend  a  public  meeting  on  the 
Friday  night  ? — Upon  the  Saturday  night  1  attended  a  public  meeting. 

11.315.  On  the  Saturdaj^  night  it  was  a  committee  meeting  ? — No  public  meeting  on 
Saturday  night. 

11.316.  Mr.  Furley  stated,  after  you  came  down  on  Friday  there  was  a  meeting ;  was 
that  a  public  meeting  or  a  private  meeting  ? — It  was  a  private  meeting  at  Mr.  CollardV 
house. 


Mr.  Thomas  White  Collard  recalled,  and  examined.  Mr  T  W  CottareL 

11.317.  Here  is  an  account  which  has  been  furnished  to  us  by  Mr.  Coare  Kingsford  as        

having  been  handed  in  by  you  to  Messrs.  Kingsford  of  the  money  expended  by  you  at  the 

election  of  1 85 2.  Was  that  a  correct  account,  or  was  it  an  account  manufactured  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  election  {the  account  marked  35  was  handed  to  the  li^it'iieas)  ? — This  is  an  ac- 
count that  was  amended  at  the  request  of  Dr.  Lochee,  to  account  for  the  sum  of  50Z.  paid 
by  Mr.  Kingsford,  which  sum  was  to  be  accounted  for  in  strictly  legal  expensea  The  first 
in  this  account,  or  rather,  I  should  say,  the  last  two  items,  were  actually  paid  ;  the  others 
were  bills  which  were  delivered  to  me,  and  not  paid,  but  which  I  was  held  responsible  to 
pay.  These  bills  have  never  been  paid  by  me.  Whether  they  have  been  paid  by  other 
parties  or  not  I  am  unable  to  state.     They  consist  of  poll  clerks  and  committee  cJerks . 

11.318.  Then  it  is  not  a  true  account ;  it  is  a  manu&ctured  account  ? — Yes,  exactly 

1 1.319.  For  the  purpose  of  having  an  apparent  legality  on  the  fac«  of  it  ? — Before  the 
Parliamentary  Inquiry. 

11.320.  Was  that  done  by  the  desire  of  Dr.  Lochee,  being  chairman  of  the  finance 
committee  ? — It  was. 

11.321.  Does  that  account  contain  true  or  false  entries  ? — They  are  all  substantially 
true,  every  account. 

11.322.  Have  you  paid  them  ? — No ;  I  stated  I  have  not  paid  them. 

11.323.  Had  you  made  payments  which  would  have  represented  that  5Qi.  which  were 
illegal,  and  therefore  not  proper  to  go  into  the  account  ? — I  had,  to  a  considerably  larger 
amount. 

11.324.  Have  you  got  a  copy  of  the  account  wliich  you  originally  sent  in  to 
Dr.  Lochee,  and  which  he  desired  you  to  alter  ? — Yes,  I  have  ;  and  this  is  it. 

11.325.  You  put  that  copy  in  ? — ^Yes.  {The  same  was  handed  in,  and  marked  No.  36). 

11.326.  Let  us  perfectly  understand.  It  was  this  accoimt,  as  prepared  by  you,  in 
accordance  with  the  directions  of  Dr.  Lochee,  the  accoimt  which  you,  if  called  upon 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  inquiring  into  the  legality  of  the  election, 
were  prepared  to  produce  as  an  account  of  the  expenses  disbursed  by  yourself? — Yes  ; 
that  is  the  account. 

11.327.  For  the  purpose  of  throwing  dust  into  the  eyes  of  the  Committee  ? — Yes. 

11.328.  For  the  purpose  of  deceiving  them  ? — Not  with  that  intention. 

11.329.  What  intention  was  it  ? — I  had  the  501.  paid  to  me  by  Mr.  Kingsford,  and  by 
his  order  that  50^.  was  to  be  expended  in  strictly  legal  expenses.  When  I  sent  in  my 
accoimt  it  contained  a  great  many  items  that  were  not  strictly  legal  expenses,  and 
Dr.  Lochee  told  me  all  those  charges  must  be  struck  out,  and  that  I  must  be  placed  in  his 
hands  whether  I  should  be  paid  those  sums  in  future  or  not,  and  so  it  rests. 

11.330.  Have  you  been  paid  ? — No,  I  have  not. 

11.331.  It  is  still  owing  you? — ^Yes,  it  is. 

11.332.  Did  you  inform  Dr.  Lochee  those  items  that  he  objected  to  had  been  paid  for 
illegal  purposes  ? — They  are  in  the  account. 

11.333.  Henry  Ward  30i. ;  it  does  not  appear  that  is  illegal  ? — It  was  perfectly  well 
known  it  was  so. 

11.334.  Did  you  inform  Dr.  Lochee  it  was  given  for  the  purpose  of  bribery  ? — Not  for 
the  purpose  of  bribery  ;  it  was  paid  for  the  purpose  of  election  expenses. 

11.335.  On  the  face  of  it,  it  does  not  appear  to  be  more  illegal  than  the  following 
items :  Thomas  Ashenden,  2ol.  ? — It  was  perfectly  well  known  that  the  30/.  was  paid  for 
bribery. 

11.336.  By  Dr.  Lochee?— No. 

11.337.  By  whom  ? — By  myself. 

11.338.  To  whom  was  it  perfectly  well  known? — I  know  I  paid  the  moneJ^ 

11.339.  You  say  Dr.  Lochee  desired  you  to  strike  out  certain  entries  because  they 
would  not  bear  investigation  ? — Yes. 

11.340.  How  woidd  Dr.  Lochee  know  that  "Henry  Ward,  30?.,"  would  not  bear 
investigation  ? — He  was  told  by  me. 

X  x 
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Mu  T.  Tf.  CoUard.      11,341.  You  told  him  so  ?— Yes. 

, 11,342.  You  told  him  that  was  an  entry  you  could  not   bear  a  croas-examination 

25th  June  1853.    upon? — Yes,  decidedly. 

11,343.  And  Dr.  Lochee  ordered  you  to  alter  the  account,  and  strike  that  item  out  ? — 

Yes. 

11.344.  And  is  that  the  principal  item  struck  out? — Yes. 

11.345.  Fifty  pounds  and  thirty  pounds  would  be  eighty  pounds? — Yes;  that  is  the 
principal  item 

11.346.  That  account  stated  a  balance  to  you  of  31?.  J  25.  ^d.  ? — Yes.  I  believe  the  original 
account  stated  something  more ;  but  perhaps  the  same  attention  which  has  secured  my  first 
account  from  being  burnt,  as  I  was  told  it  was,  has  also  secured  my  original  account.  K  i^ 
is,  I  should  be  most  happy  to  correct  the  one  now  before  you  from  that  document.  I  have 
been  told  more  than  once  that  the  account  before  you  had  been  destroyed.  I  asked  if  it 
was  to  be  brought  forward,  so  as  to  answer  any  questions  that  might  arise.  May  I  be 
allowed  to  ask  so  far,  that  the  party  who  produced  that  account  will  also  produce  my 
original  account,  the  copy  of  the  one  I  have  handed  to  you. 

11.347.  You  have  been  told  they  have  all  been  burnt  ? — Exactly. 

11.348.  Did  your  account  embrace  the  payments  made  to  Thomas  Taylor  ? — No. 

11.349.  Those  are  Mr.  Pout's  ? — I  think  that  those  charges  which  are  marked  in  my 
account  as  not  having  been  paid  by  me,  the  poll  clerks,  and  the  committee  clerks,  have 
since  been  paid  by  Taylor.     I  think  so. 

11.350.  Did  Taylor  get  the  money  from  you  ? — Not  from  me. 

11.351.  Do  you  know  if  he  got  it  from  Mr.  Pout  ? — I  do  not  know. 

11.352.  It  was  not  from  you  ? — It  was  not  from  me,  decidedly. 

11.353.  You  know  nothing  about  the  making  up  of  liis  accounts  ? — Nothing  at  all. 
11,364.  You  do  not  know  the  fact  of  those  accounts  being  fabricated? — I  do  not  know 

anything  about  them. 

11.355.  I  see  it  is  a  totally  different  account ;  it  is  not  only  a  different  smn  total,  wliich 
appears  at  the  end  of  50Z.  instead  of  81Z.  128,  6d.,  but  the  items  in  the  account  are 
different  ? — All  the  items,  except  the  committee  clerks  and  poll  clerks,  are  struck  out  of  the 
original  account ;  not  one  of  them  appear. 

11.356.  You  have  in  the  first  account,  "  Committee-room,  during  the  election,  8/.  10*.,'^ 
and  that  does  not  appear  at  all  in  your  second  account  ? — No. 

11.357.  What  is  then  illegal  on  the  face  of  it,  "Committee-room,  during  the  election, 
8L  10*."  ? — I  do  not  know  that  there  is  anything.  AU  I  know  is,  the  account  which  is 
made  out  to  represent  the  50i.  was  a  statement  I  was  requested  to  make  by  Dr.  Lochee, 
as  items  that  could  be  the  more  easUy  answered  if  inquired  into. 

11.358.  It  was  for  the  purpose  of  deceiving  ? — To  that  extent. 

11.359.  No  doubt  of  it.  You  have  not  made  these  payments,  although  they  appeal'  in 
your  account  ? — The  81Z.  I  have  paid. 

11.360.  The  50Z.  account ;  you  have  not  made  the  payments  that  appear  there? — It  is 
stated  in  the  margin  if  the  item  marked  across  is  not  paid. 

11.361.  If  you  made  the  payments  in  the  original  accoimt  which  amounted  to 
81/.  125.  6fi.,  which  appeal's  on  the  credit  side  of  that  account,  there  must  be  owing  to  you 
considerably  more  than  31/.  I2s.  6d  ? — No,  not  if  I  have  not  paid  the  poll  clerks.  I  have 
not  paid  the  poll  clerks,  as  I  before  stated.  If  I  had  paid  tlie  poll  clerks,  tlien  it  would  be 
considerably  more. 

11.362.  You  put  down  in  this  concocted  account  as  payments  by  yourself  payments 
that  have  never  been  made  by  yourself? — I  do. 

11.363.  What  were  the  names  of  the  poll  clerks  ? — They  follow  in  succession: — Pilcher, 
Cozens,  GriflSn,  and  so  on. 

11.364.  Who  is  T.  F.  Cozens  ? — He  was  a  poll  clerk ;  a  young  man  living  in  the  town. 

11.365.  Is  it  the  one  whose  name  was  mentioned  yesterday  by  the  Burts  ? — I  do  not 
know.    I  was  not  in  Court  yesterday. 

11.366.  He  was  employed  by  you  as  poll  clerk  at  tlie  election.  Was  he  employed  in 
any  capacity  by  you  before  the  poll  day  ? — ^No. 

11.367.  Was.he  on  the  committee  ? — ^No;  he  was  not  on  the  committee. 

11.368.  Do  you  remember  his  getting  7/.  from  you? — No;  he  never  never  had  7i 
from  me. 

11.369.  In  which  district  was  he  ;  north  or  south  ? — He  was  only  employed  on  the  day 
of  the  election.  I  judge  from  the  amount  paid  to  him,  10s.  6d  He  struck  off  the  names 
in  the  list. 

11.370.  With  which  district  was  he  connected ;  north  or  south  ? — He  was  not  connected 
with  me  ;  I  never  paid  him  a  farthing.     If  he  said  I  paid  him  11.  it  is  a  gross  mistake. 

11.371.  If  he  got  it  it  was  not  from  you? — It  was  not  from  me. 

11.372.  Whose  handwriting  is  that  (handing  a  pap&r  to  tlie  witnees)  ? — That  is 
Mr.  Pout's. 

11.373.  You  say  that  is  in  Mr.  Pout's  liandwriting  ? — Yes,  I  am  persuaded  it  is. 

11.374.  Mr.  Pout  told  us  you  were  not  working  together  harmoniously  at  that  time  ? — 
It  may  be  so. 

11.375.  How  had  Mr.  Pout  your  account  ? — I  cannot  telL 

11.376.  Through  the  conmiittee? — I  only  laiow  that  Mr.  Pout  told  me    \ivfm 
destroyed. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  EXISl^ENCE  OF  BRIBEKY  in  the  CITY  of  CANTERBURY.       8W 

11.377.  Did  you  commiinicate  with  Mr.  Pout  during  the  contest  of  the  election  or  jj^^  T.W.Cbttard. 
before  the  election  ? — If  I  did  it  was  very  slightly  indeed.     I  think  not.  '     

11.378.  You  were  not  on  the  best  of  terms  ? — We  differed  cei^tainly  in  opinion  as  to     25th  June  185S. 
the  mode  of  conducting  the  election.  __— ^— - 

11.379.  Is  it  true,  as  stated  in  the  papers  of  Mr.  Kingsford,  that  tlie  division  of  Canter- 
bury into  two  districts  was  owing  to  that  misunderstanding  ? — Clearly. 

11.380.  If  that  was  so,  with  whom  did  you  communicate? — Dr.  Lochee  was  the 
chairman. 

11.381.  Of  what  committee? — The  general  committee. 

11.382.  Do  you  know  anything  of  the  committee  of  three,  called  the  referees? — 
Dr.  Lochee  Mr.  William  Delmar,  and  Mr.  Henry  Kingsford. 

11.383.  Were  they  above  the  general  committee  or  under  it? — They  were  the  referees 
and  auditoi's,  in  case  of  difference  between  the  two  committees.  Those  gentlemen  were 
to  be  referred  to  to  decide  anything  during  the  contest 

11.384.  Therefore  it  is  not  true  that  they  did  not  meet  till  after  the  election  was  over? 
— ^They  met  as  a  committee  of  three.  I  should  not  like  to  say  it  is  untrue.  If  those 
gentlemen  have  stated  they  did  i^ot  meet,  I  would  not  state  they  did. 

11.385.  With  whom  did  you  commimicate ;   with  Dr.  Lochee? — Yes  ;  with  Dr.  Lochee. 

11.386.  You  did  not  communicate  with  Mr.  Kingsford  senior,  or  Mr.  Delmar? — I  do 
not  think  Mr.  Kingsford  senior  was  upon  the  committee  during  the  election.  Mr.  Delmar 
was. 

11.387.  Did  you  consider  Dr.  Lochee  the  proi>er  person  to  apply  to  in  aU  cases  of  diffi- 
culty and  dispute  ? — Yea 

11.388.  His  authority  was  supreme  ? — Yes. 

11.389.  In  this  accoimt  of  yours  which  you  originally  sent  in,  and  which  you  were 
ordered  to  alter,  there  appears  the  sum  of  30i.  to  Henry  Ward  ? — ^Yes. 

11.390.  Is  that  the  sum  of  30i.  you  put  into  the  envelope  for  the  purpose  of  being 
dropped  into  Mr.  Bligh's  window  ? — Yes. 

11.391.  Are  you  still  certain  that  that  envelope  was  an  adhesive  envelope  ? — Yes,  as  far 
as  I  can  be  certain. 

11.392.  Had  you  any  candle  in  the  room  ? — I  do  not  think  there  was. 

11.393.  No  sealing  with  sealing-wax  going  on  ? — I  do  not  think  there  was.  There  was 
no  seal  in  the  committee-room.  It  was  the  intention  this  should  not  be  a  public  transaction, 
and  I  do  not  think  I  should  use  my  own  seal.  I  should  not  like  to  swear  that  in  oppo- 
sition to  any  one  who  was  disposed  to  swear  that  it  was  sealed.  I  think,  from  the  caution 
I  adopted,  I  should  not  use  my  own  seal  to  seal  an  envelope  which  I  did  not  intend  to  be 
known  to  come  from  me. 

11.394.  What  was  the  distance  between  the  room  where  you  jmt  the  notes  into  the 
envelope  and  the  room  in  which  you  went  to  see  Mr.  Ashenden  ? —  Not  much  farther  than 
from  you  to  me ;  it  was  merely  across  the  passage. 

11.395.  Were  they  adjoining  rooms,  or  was  there  a  passage? — Tliere  was  a  passage 
intervening. 

11.396.  How  long  were  you  absent  from  the  room? — I  did  not  go  back  to  the  room 
^gain.  I  went  from  the  same  room  into  the  committee-room.  I  sent  Ashenden  into  the 
^maU  room  to  Mr.  Ward.  I  did  not  go  back  again  into  that  little  room.  I  remained  in  the 
coramittee-room. 

11.397.  How  long  was  Mr.  Ward,  to  the  best  of  your  judgment,  left  alone  in  that  room  ? 
— A  very  short  time  ;  no  longer  than  it  would  require  for  Mr.  Ashenden  to  put  liis  papers 
into  a  box,  lock  them  up,  and  take  his  hat,  and  go  to  the  room  :  a  short  period. 

11.398.  Three  or  four  minutes  ? — Certainly  not  more. 

11.399.  If  I  understand  you  correctly,  the  first  bill  you  took  to  Dr.  Lochee  was  81  i.  and 
upwards,  and  that  bill  contained  some  items  for  illegal  expenses  ? — Yes. 

11^400.  And  Dr.  Lochee  requested  you  to  amend  that  bill  as  regarded  those  items  for 
illegal  expenses  ? — Yes. 

11.401.  Were  any  biUs  afterwards  brought  to  you  by  anybody,  which  had  not  been  paid 
by  you,  but  by  some  one  else  ? — No. 

11.402.  In  the  amended  account  you  have  put  down  some  items  of  bills  which  you  say 
Avere  not  paid  by  yourself? — Yes. 

11.403.  From  whom  did  you  get  those  bills  ? — They  were  sent  in  to  me.  The  bills  came 
in  from  the  different  parties. 

11.404.  Had  those  bills  been  paid  at  that  time  i — No. 

11.405.  They  had  not  been  paid  ? — They  had  not 

11.406.  And  those  bills  that  had  been  sent  in  from  different  parties  which  had  not  been 
bribes  to  any  body  you  selected  them,  and  inserted  them  in  the  amended  account  which 
you  afterwards  sent  to  Dr.  Lochee,  so  as  to  make  up  the  50Z.  you  had  received  from 
Mr.  Kingsford  for  cuiTent  legal  expenses  ? — Yes.  There  are  many  others  besides  those 
named  in  the  account,  and  all  the  bills  that  were  brought  to  my  house  were  forwarded 
to  Dr.  Lochee. 

11.407.  I  have  a  question  to  ask  you  about  these  notes.  You  stated,  on  the  21st  of 
May,  that  you  heard  Mr,  Ward  state  that  one  of  them  was  a  Bank  of  England  note  ?~I 
did  hear  hun  say  so.  .  , 
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Mr.  T-  W.Collard,       11,408.  Do  you  remember  whetlier  he  stated  tlie  amount  of  the  note,  what  it  was  for? 
—  — No,  I  think  not. 

25th  June  1853.         11,409.  Have  you  made  any  inquiries  into  that  subject  since   your  examination? — 
—        Yes  ;  immediately  after  the  last  sitting  of  the  com't  I  inquired  at  the  bank. 

11.410.  Have  you  ascertained  anything  on  the  subject  of  that  extraordinary  trans- 
action ? — Yea  I  ascertained  that,  instead  of  a  lOZ,  note  and  a  5i.  note  being  cashed  at  the 
bank,  upon  the  evidence  by  Bligh,  that  a  20Z.  note  was  cashed  at  the  bank. 

11.411.  On  which  day  ? — On  the  6th  of  July,  the  money  being  paid  on  the  3d. 

11.412.  Did  you  ascertain  whether  it  was  a  Bank  of  England  note  or  a  Canterbury  note? 
— ^No;  I  did  not  inquire. 

11.413.  Did  you  ascertain  anything  else  ? — No ;  I  made  no  further  inquiry  at  the  bank 
beyond  that. 

11.414.  Nor  anywhere  else  ? — Nor  anywhere  else. 

11.415.  You  have  no  further  information  to  give  us  on  that  point  ? — No  ;  I  really  know 
nothing  more.  I  considered  the  fact  of  the  20Z.  note,  and  not  the  10?.  note  and  the  oL 
note,  as  conclusive  that  the  money  was  as  I  represented  it  to  be,  and  I  feel  perfectly  satis- 
fied it  wa^  so. 

11.416.  Did  you  see  James  Bligh  the  same  evening  that  you  sent  ofi*  the  notes  in  the 
envelope  ? — I  do  not  know.    He  was  constantly  at  the  committee. 

11.417.  Do  you  remember  asking  Mr.  Bligh  whether  he  received  that  ? — I  am  certain  I 
never  did.  I  never  exchanged  a  word  with  Mr.  Bligh  on  that  subject  from  that  time  to 
this.    I  have  never  asked  him  a  question  about  it. 

11.418.  You  did  not  satisfy  yourself  that  the  notes  which  you  had  put  into  an  envelope 
and  left  in  the  charge  of  Mr.  Ward  reached  their  destination  ? — I  never  asked  liim  a  ques- 
tion, and  never  heard  a  word  about,  it  until  the  Friday,  when  I  obtained  leave  from  the 
Commissioner  on  your  left  to  go  to  Dover.  I  never  heard  of  it  till  I  came  home  that 
evening. 

11.419.  You  never  heard  that  the  30Z.  had  reached  its  destination  ? — Never. 

11.420.  And  it  was  not  till  your  return  from  Dover  you  heard  that  the  envelope  only 
contained  \bl.  ? — Tliat  was  the  first  intimation. 

11.421.  And  that  led  you  to  go  the  bank  ? — I  was  examined  the  next  morning,  and 
permission  was  asked  of  Mr.  Bligh  whether  he  had  any  objection  to  the  inquiry  being 
made,  and  he  assented  to  it.     When  he  gave  permission,  I  went  and  made  the  inquiry. 

11.422.  You  were  not  present  at  Mr.  Ward's  examination  yesterday? — I  was  not  in 
Court  yesterday. 

11.423.  Are  you  still  perfectly  satisfied  that  your  recollection  is  correct  that  it  was  30?. 
Mr.  Ward  named  to  you,  and  not  a  smaller  sum  ? — I  am  perfectly  satisfied  ;  I  never  had 
the  slightest  doubt  about  it ;  nor  have  I  now. 

11.424.  You  say  Canterbury  was  divided  into  two  districts  for  the  purpose  of  the  elec- 
tion, over  one  of  which  districts  Mr.  Pout  had  a  kind  of  control,  and  yourself  over  the 
other  ;  is  that  so  ? — That  is  so. 

11.425.  What  parishes  did  your  district  comprise  ? — It  comprised  all  that  part  of  the 
town  that  lies  to  the  south  of  the  High  Street,  including  both  sides  of  the  High  Street ; 
it  contained  parts  of  parishes,  in  many  cases. 

11.426.  You  do  not  know  of  your  own  knowledge,  or  from  what  you  have  heard, 
that  many  persons  residing  in  that  district  were  bribed  for  their  votes  in  1852  ? — Yes,  I 
do  ;  I  believe  so. 

11.427.  Do  you  know  who  g-ave  the  information  with  respect  to  those  parties  residing 
in  your  district,  as  to  the  probability  of  their  receiving  money  for  their  votes  ? — I  think  I 
may  state,  from  the  evidence  that  has  come  out  now,  that  it  must  have  been  Kelson  and 
Vincent  and  one  or  two  others. 

11.428.  Had  you  any  communication  with  Kelson  or  Vincent? — Not  as  to  bribeiy ; 
none. 

11.429.  Had  you  any  communication  with  them  at  the  committee-room  where  you 
were  ? — They  were  constantly  in  the  committee-room. 

11.430.  What  communications  had  you  with  them  ?  W^hat  was  the  nature  of  the  com- 
munications you  had  with  them  ? — There  was  no  direct  communication  of  any  kind.  I 
think  I  stated  before,  it  was  the  practice  to  call  over  the  names  of  those  parties  to  be  can- 
vassed, and  when  they  hold  ofi*  from  day  to  day  it  is  pretty  well  understood  they  want 
to  see  one  of  the  agents,  and  one  of  them  attends. 

11.431.  Did  you  conceive  that  Kelson  and  Vincent  went  to  Mr.  Pout  for  money? — Yes. 

11.432.  Which  was  to  be  paid  to  the  voters  who  were  resident  in  your  district  ? — Yes. 

11.433.  You  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  distribution  of  any  money  for  that 
purpose  ? — Nothing  whatever.  The  only  money  I  received  was  50/.,  and  I  accounted  for  it 
in  the  manner  I  have  stated. 

11.434.  Was  not  this  general  committee  itself  a  mere  blind  to  prevent  people  from 
tracing  what  what  was  done  ?  The  body  which  they  called  a  general  committee,  was  it 
not  a  mock  body  ? — It  was  a  good  working  committee ;  but  all  the  bribery  and  secret 
transactions  of  the  election  were  conducted  at  Mr.  Pout's  house. 

11.435.  And  was  not  the  real  committee  work  done  by  the  two  district  committees, 
north  and  south  ? — No  ;  they  were  assisted  by  the  general  committee. 

11.436.  When  they  met  in  committee,  it  was  either  they  met  in  your  house  or 
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Mr.  Pout's  ?— No  ;  I  never  had  a  person  in  my  house.    My  sectional  committee  met  at  the  Mr.  W.  T.  Collard. 
general  committee-room.  

11.437.  It  was  as  a  sectional  committee,  and  not  as  a  general  committee,  they  did  their 
business  ? — I  do  not  think  so.    There  were  some  30  persons  present. 

1 1 .438.  Have  you  any  doubt  tliat  the  general  committee  was  kept  up  merely  as  a  blind? 
— I  have  no  doubt  about  that  for  certain  purposes. 


25th  June  1853. 


Benjamin  Mutton  recalled,  and  examined. 

11.439.  What  do  you  want  to  tell  us  ? — Since  I  was  last  examined  I  have  seen  Taylor, 
and  he  told  me  it  was  6/.  instead  of  5/.  he  had. 

11.440.  For  what?— That  he  received  for  me  from  Mr.  Rutter.  I  stated  in  Com-t  last 
time  5/.  I  stated  that  I  received  ^l  from  Rutter.  Since  then  I  have  ascertained  that  it 
was  6/. 


Benjamin  Mutton. 


George  Thatcher  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.441.  Were  you  employed  at  the  election  in  1847  ?— Being  a  voter,  I  attended  at  the 
committee-room  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe,  as  a 
messenger  there.  I  attended  for  the  purpose  of  rendering  any  service  I  could  to  the  com- 
mittee.    That  is  the  way  in  which  I  was  employed. 

11.442.  What  did  you  get  for  your  services  ? — I  was  paid  only  the  simi  of  1/.  5s. 

11.443.  How  many  days  were  you  employed  ? — I  was  there  for  three  days. 

11.444.  Did  you  go  and  offer  yourself,  or  were  you  sent  for  ? — I  attended  there  gratu- 
itously, for  the  purpose  of  being  a  voter,  that  I  should  vote  in  the  interest  of  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  and  Smythe, 

11.445.  You  told  them  so? — I  signified  so  from  the  first.  I  always  supported  the 
liberal  interest,  and  did  then. 

11.446.  When  was  this  1/.  os.  paid  you  ? — Some  short  time  after ;  no  great  while. 

11.447.  Did  you  know  you  were  to  have  it  when  you  went  and  offered  your  services  ? 
— No,  I  did  not. 

11.448.  You  did  not  expect  it  ? — I  did  not  expect  it.  I  did  not  expect  anything  of  the 
sort ;  but  being  there  I  became  a  messenger.  I  was  a  messenger  to  render  any  services 
I  could  to  the  committee. 

11.449.  I  suppose  it  was  an  agreeable  surpiise  after  all  ? — Well,  I  do  not  know.  It  was 
some  little  expense  to  me ;  I  had  to  go  there  and  back  again.     I  did  not  get  much  by  it. 

11.450.  Were  you  living  at  Canterbury  at  the  time  ? — I  had  an  official  residence  here. 
I  was  temporarily  residing  with  my  son  at  Wye.    I  had  a  little  residence  on  the  terrace. 


George  Thatcher, 


James  Fagg  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.451.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1847? — Yes. 

11.452.  A  freeman  or  a  householder? — A  householder. 

11.453.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

11.454.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

11.455.  How  much  ?— .^'5. 

11.456.  Who  paid  it  you? — Mr.  Jacobs. 

11.457.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yas. 

11.458.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

11.459.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — No. 

11.460.  Are  you  quite  sure? — I  am  quite  sure. 

11.461.  Who  canvassed  you  ? — Mr.  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps  called  on  me.     I  did  not 
promise  any  party.    I  went  up  and  voted  without  promising  either  party. 

11.462.  What  time  of  the  day  did  you  vote  in  1852? — About  one  or  two  o'clock  ;  I 
could  not  say  to  an  hour. 

11.463.  Perhaps  you  recollect  the  person  you  had  some  conversation  with  just  before 
you  went  up  to  the  poll  ? — I  went  up  with  a  Mr.  Bing,  a  neighbour  of  mine. 

11.464.  Is  he  a  voter  ? — He  is  a  voter,  and  we  voted  together. 

11.465.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  him  or  anybody  about  any  money  for  vour 
vote  ? — Not  at  all. 

11.466.  Neither  with  him  or  with  anybody  else  ? — No. 

11.467.  Neither  on  that  day  or  on  any  other  day? — No. 

11.468.  Did  you  receive  any  money  after  the  election  ? — No. 

11.469.  From  nobody? — No. 

11.470.  Did  you  know  at  the  time  the  election  was  going  on  that  the  Beds  were  buying 
people  ? — No ;  I  took  no  interest  in  it  at  aU. 

1 1.471.  You  never  heard  anything  about  it  ? — No 

11.472.  In  1847  you  voted  for  the  Blues  ?— Yes. 
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James  Fagg. 
25th  June  1863. 


1 1.473.  How  was  it  you  changed  your  mind,  and  turned  red? — I  do  not  know; 
people  do  change  their  mind.     I  found  the  times  getting  worse  in  the  blue  times. 

11.474.  Had  you  any  reason  for  changing  your  mind  ? — The  times  were  getting  worae 
for  me,  and  I  did  not  know  whether  it  would  be  better  to  get  the  Conservatives  in  or 
not. 

11.475.  Had  you  no  more  substantial  reason  than  that  ? — No. 

11.476.  You  are  quite  sure  ? — I  am  quite  sure. 

11.477.  Did  you  vote  blue  before  1847  ? — Yes,  I  always  voted  blue. 

11.478.  Did  you  ever  get  anything  before  1847  ? — No. 


I$aac  Read, 


Moses  NcUhan. 


Joseph  Sims. 


Edward  Lemon. 


Isaac  Read  sworn,  and  examined. 


11,479. 
11,480. 
11,481 


Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

Are  you  a  householder  or  a  freeman  ? — I  am  a  householder. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  in  1847  ? — For  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

11.482.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting  ? — Yes. 

11.483.  How  much  did  you  have  ? — ^5, 

11.484.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — Mr.  Jacobs. 

11.485.  Did  y6u  vote  in  1852  ?— No,  I  did  not. 


T'homas  Sheatker. 


Henry  Hitchcock  called ;  did  not  answer. 

Thomas  Sheather  sworn,  and  examined. 

17.486.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

11.487.  Who  did   you  vote  for  ;  Conyngnam   and  Smythe  ? — Yes  ;  Conyngham  and 
Smythe. 

11.488.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

11.489.  How  much?— ^5. 

11.490.  From  whom  ? — From  Mr.  Jacobs. 


Moses  Nathan  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.491.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

11.492.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — I  voted  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Smythe. 

11.493.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — I  did. 

11.494.  How  much  ? — I  got  51  by  instalments. 

11.495.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — Mr.  Jacobs,  sitting  there. 

11.496.  Did  you  vote  in  1852,  last  year  ?— I  think  I  did. 

11.497.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — I  forget  the  candidates  at  the  moment. 

11.498.  Johnstone  and  Gipps? — No;  I  did  not  vote  for  them;  for  the  two  liberal 
members. 

11.499.  For  Sir  William  Somei-ville  and  Colonel  Romilly  ?— Yes. 

11.500.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No,  not  from  any  one. 


Joseph  Sims  sworn,  and  examined. 


11,501. 
11,502. 
11,503. 
11,504. 


Had  you  a  vote  at  the  election  of  1847  — Yes. 
Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — For  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 
Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 
How  much  ?— ^"3. 


11,505.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — Mr.  Jacobs. 


Henry  Cozens  called  ;  did  not  answer. 
Samuel  Parren  called ;  did  not  answer. 
Henry  Parren  called  ;  did  not  answer. 

Edward  Lemon  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.506.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

11.507.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — For  Lord  Albert  Conyngliaui  and  Mr.  Smythe. 

11.508.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting  ? — No.  If  you  will  allow  me  to  say,  I  do 
not  want  to  tell  any  story.     I  came  here  to  speak  the  truth. 

11.509.  You  wiU  not  make  us  believe  it  a  bit  the  more  for  saying  so  ? — I  mean  to  say, 
I  should  not  do  anything  ^vrong  towards  myself  I  voted  for  Smytlie  and  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham.  I  promised  Mr.  Smythe,  I  think  in  Mr.  Holland's  shop,  that  I  would  vote 
for  him,  and  I  promised  Mr.  Brent  tliat  I  would  vote  for  him.  After  tliat  I  never  asked 
for  a  farthing  of  money.    I  defy  any  man  to  say  so.    ft  was  oii  the  day  of  the  nomination. 
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I  had  a  sister  that  was  unfortuBate,  and  she  asked  me  if  I  would  get  her  two  colour 
tickets.  I  said,  "  I  do  not  know  I  can  do  it."  I  asked  Mr.  Barnard,  and  he  said,  "  Ask 
Mr.  Jacobs."'  I  hiul  been  dealing  with  him,  and  I  asked  him  to  ask  the  gentlemen 
whether  they  would  give  my  nephew  two  tickets.  He  said,  "  I  think  all  of  them  are 
gone."  He  said  he  would  mention  it,  and  he  did.  I  said  to  Mr.  Jacobs,  *"  I  shall  be  in  in 
a  fortnight  or  so.  You  can  give  me  the  money,  and  you  can  get  the  colour  tickets.  You 
cannot  expect  that  I  can  come  from  Boghton  without  my  expenses \'  and  within  a  fort- 
night afterwards  I  came  to  Canterbury,  and  I  received,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge, 
2/.  12«.  6ci.  from  Mr.  Jacobs.  I  believe  now  I  have  told  you  the  truth,  and  nothing  but 
the  truth ;  and  I  gave  my  sister  the  2Z.  for  my  two  nephews,  and  the  128.  6cZ.  I  kept  for 
myself ;  and  at  this  last  election  I  might  have  rode  up  with  the  rest  of  the  freemen  from 
Boghton,  and  been  provided  with  a  good  dinner,  but  I  refused  to  come.  I  came  indepen- 
dent. I  am  independent.  I  do  not  care  who  knows  it.  I  never  am  biassed  by  any  man ; 
and  I  might  have  had  it  this  time,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge.  I  never  had  a  single 
&rthing. 

11.510.  You  do  not  gain  much  by  rambling  on  in  that  way.  You  are  not  so  easily 
caught  as  you  suppose  ? — No. 

11.511.  You  say  you  might  have  had  money  this  time  1 — We  might  have  had  money,  if 
I  made  application. 

11.512.  Who  offered  you  money?  You  said  you  might  have  had  money? — I  said  I 
might  have  had,  I  dare  say,  if  I  wanted  it. 

11.513.  Who  from  ? — I  might  have  had  money  if  I  had  asked  for  it. 

11.514.  Who  were  you  to  ask  for  it ;  the  Blue  party  ? — No. 

J  1,5 15.  If  you  would  change  your  coat,  and  go  to  the  Red? — No.  If  I  had  liked  to 
have  done  so  ;  but  I  did  not  wish  to  do  so. 

11,516.  Jacobs  says  he  gave  you  3/.  108.? — To  the  best  of  my  knowledge,  it  was 
2i  128.  Qd.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  Mr.  Jacobs  might  not  have  thought  he  had  done  so,  in 
electioneering  affairs.    I  never  received  it. 


Jacob  Jacobs  recalled,  and  examined. 


11.517.  Now,  Mr.  Jacobs,  what  do  you  say  to  tliis? — He  received  3/.  108.  He  might 
not  have  received  it  till  after  the  election.  He  certainly  was  very  desirous  of  the  money 
he  had  nominally  for  the  two  coloxu*  tickets.  Tlie  colour  tickets  were  all  given  away,  and 
he  had  the  money  in  place  of  them. 

11.518.  Was  it  an  imderstanding  between  you  when  you  seciu'ed  his  vote,  that  he  WJis 
to  have  the  two  colour  tickets  for  his  vote  ? — Most  clearly  and  distinctly. 


Thomas  Mount  sworn,  and  examined. 


11,519. 
11,520. 
11,521. 
11,522. 
11,523. 
11,524. 
11,525. 
11,626. 
11,527. 
11,528. 
11,529. 
11,530. 


Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes,  I  am. 

Did  you  vote  at  the  election  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — jf  4. 

Who  gave  it  you  ? — Mr.  Cobb  gave  me  21.  at  his  shop. 

Anybody  else  ? — Mr.  Jacobs  gave  me  a  colour  ticket. 

That  made  up  4?.  ? — The  other  2/.  I  had  myself  for  my  own  colour  tickets. 

Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  at  that  election  ? — Yes. 

How  much  ? — 17*. 

Who  gave  you  that  ? — Mr.  Pout  gave  me  10*.  of  it. 

Tliat  was  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 


Richard  Sell  sworn,  and  examined. 


11,531.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 
11,632.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

11.533.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — For  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

11.534.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — My  cMldren  had  two  colourraen's 


tickets. 
11,535. 
11,536. 
11,537 


Is  that  all  you  had  ? — Yes. 

Nothing  else  ? — Nothing  else. 

Do  you  remember  talking  to  Mr.  Jacobs  about  the  election  ? — Yes. 

11.538.  You  come  from  Heme  Bay  ? — No. 

11.539.  Where  from  ?— From  Whitstable. 

11.540.  Did  you  make  an  agreement  with  Mr.  Jacobs  that  you  woiUd  not  vote  unless 
he  promised  you  a  guinea  ? — No. 

11^541.  Nothing  of  the  sort  ? — There  was  an  application  made  by  some  friend  for  me, 
after  I  had  been  laid  up  for  five  months,  whether  they  could  do  anything  for  me  ;  and 
yoimg  Mr.  Jacobs  gave  me  a  sovereign,  but  whether  that  was  upon  the  intention  of  the 
dectioOy  or  how  it  came,  I  do  not  know. 

Xx4 


Edward  Lemon, 
25th  June  1853. 


Jacob  Jacobs, 


Thomas  Mount 


Richard  SeU. 
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Richard  Sell  11,542.  Was  it  at  the  election  time  ? — It  was  at  the  election  time. 

—  11,543.  You  never  have  any  body  give  you  a  sovereign  except  about  those  times  ? — 

Mth  June  1853.    No.    It  was  given  to  me  by  some  friend  who  had  made  application  through  my  being 
_ laid  up,  but  whether  it  was  upon  those  terms  or  not  I  do  not  know. 

11.544.  You  made  no  bargain  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

11.545.  Nothing  of  the  sort  ? — Nothing  of  the  sort. 

11.546.  In  1852,  had  you  a  vote  ?— Yes. 

11.547.  Did  you  vote  ? — Yes. 

11.548.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — For  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

1 1.549.  Did  you  have  any  money  then  ? — Not  as  much  as  my  day's  work. 

11.550.  How  much  did  you  have  ? — Not  so  much  as  my  lost  day's  work.  I  was  not 
paid  for  thai 

11.551.  Did  not  a  man  named  Admans  give  you  something? — No,  nothing  at  alL 

11.552.  You  say  that  you  did  not  get  a  sovereign  from  Jacobs,  or  that  the  sovereign 
was  not  for  your  vote  ;  which  did  you  say  ? — I  say  I  had  a  sovereign  from  young 
Mr.  Jacobs  ;  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  on  the  terms  of  my  vote,  or  whether  it  was 
by  this  friend  of  mine  making  application  during  my  being  laid  up  ;  whether  he  made  me 
a  present  of  it. 

11.553.  At  all  events,  it  was  at  the  time  of  the  election  ? — Yes. 

11.554.  Did  you  not  get  a  little  more  money  from  liim  ? — No,  I  had  nothing  elsa 

11.555.  Recollect.  Did  you  not  get  some  money  for  yourself  and  wife  to  come  into 
Canterbury  ? — No. 

11.556.  By  the  railway  ?— No. 

11.557.  Are  you  sure  he  did  not  pay  your  fare  into  Canterbury,  after  giving  you 
the  \L  ? — I  am  satisfied  I  received  nothing. 

11.558.  Nothing  but  the  \l  ?— Nothing  but  the  IL 

11.559.  Do  you  remember  whether  it  was  the  day  of  the  election  you  got  the  \l,  ? — 
It  was  the  day  of  the  election  I  got  the  \l. 


JtLccb  J<»eob«, 


Jacob  Jacobs  recalled,  and  examined. 


11.560.  Did  you  make  a  bargain  with  this  man  Sells  for  his  vote  ? — One  of  the  Whit- 
stable  people  told  me  this  man  had  been  laid  up  very  badly,  and  Iiad  been  very  bad  for 
about  five  montlis,  and  that  it  would  be  an  act  of  charity  if  something  beyond  the  two 
colour  tickets  could  be  got  for  him.  I  represented  that,  and  got  a  sovereign  for  him,  and 
the  same  party  said  he  cannot  afford  to  pay  for  riding,  and  if  you  do  not  give  him  the 
Is,  Qd.  perhaps  he  will  go  astray.  You  had  better  let  me  have  the  Is,  6d  for  him. 

11.561.  You  had  no  personal  commimication  with  him  about  that  sovereign?— No. 

11.562.  Is  this  the  man  to  whom  that  entry  in  your  bill  about  being  picked  up 
applies  ? — Yes,  that  is  the  man. 


WUliam  Dighy.  WiLLlAM  DiGBY  sworn,  and  examined. 

^■"  ~  ]  1,563.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yea 

11,564.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yea 
]  1,565.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — For  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

1 1 .566.  Did  you  have  any  money  ? — Yes  ;  my  travelling  expenses  from  London. 

11.567.  What  money  did  you  have,  first  of  all  ? — £4t. 

1 1.568.  Did  you  have  anything  else  ? — Two  colourmen  s  tickets  for  my  son. 

11.569.  You  did  not  carry  the  colours  ? — I  had  them  for  my  sons. 

11.570.  Are  they  living  in  Canterbury  ? — In  Whitstable. 

11.571.  Did  they  come  up  to  Canterbury  to  carry  the  colours  ? — Not  that  I  know  of. 

1 1.572.  How  old  are  they  ? — One  is  about  29  or  30. 

1 1.573.  In  business  at  Whitstable  ? — Yes  ;  they  go  on  the  bargea 

11.574.  They  are  aboard  vessels  ? — They  go  on  vessela 

11.575.  You  had  the  4J.  and  the  two  colourmen's  tickets  ? — Yea 

11.576.  How  did  you  come  down  from  London  ? — I  came  down  from  London  by  the 
train. 

11.577.  .^4  was  a  handsome  allowance  ? — I  was  forced  to  employ  a  man  a  couple  of 
days  when  I  came  down  here. 

11.578.  What  trade  are  you,  Mr.  Digby  ? — Master  of  Whitstable  hoy. 

11.579.  You  were  in  London  at  the  time  ? — I  go  up  and  down  every  week. 

11.580.  At  the  time  of  the  election  in  1847  you  were  in  London  with  your  Whitstable 
hoy? — Yes. 

11.581.  And  you  came  down  to  vote  ? — Yea 

11.582.  W^at  did  you  pay  the  man  to  take  care  of  your  hoy  at  the  time  you  came 
down  to  vote  ? — los,  for  two  days  and  a  night. 

11.583.  Did  you  make  any  bargain  about  your  travelling  expenses  ? — ^No.    There  wa3 
not  a  word  mentioned  till  I  came  down  here. 
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11,884  When  yoa  came  down  here,  had  you  any  conversation  with  anybody  aboot  WUIiam  Ifigb^^ 

your  travelling  expenses  ? — ^Yes  ;  wiUi  Mr.  Jacobs.  — . 

11.585.  Wkit  was  that  ?--^I  asked  him  for  them,  and  he  gave  tiiem  to  me.  Ii5tb  June  1858t 

11.586.  Did  you  tell  Mm  you  would  not  vote  till  you  got  your  travelling  expenses  ? —  — — -^ — 
No ;  not  a  word. 

11.587.  Did  you  mention  any  sum  ? — i?4. 
11,688.  You  demanded  U.  ?— Yea 

11.589.  What  did  he  say  ?— He  said,  "  Veiy  well,"  and  put  U.  into  my  hai*d, 

11.590.  Before  the  election  ? — Before  I  voted. 

11.591.  Would  you  have  voted  if  you  had  not  received  it  ? — Yes,  I  think  I  should  ;  I 
would  not  have  come  down  for  nothing. 


Jacob  Jacobs  recalled,  and  examined.  Jmeob  JacoU. 

11,592.  Is  that  true  as  represented  ?— Yes,  or  nearly  so ;  it  is  pretty  correct.  I  saw  — — — — 
this  gentleman  at  Whitstable  a  week  before  the  election,  and  I  think  on  that  occasion,  to 
the  best  of  my  recollection,  he  told  me  that  he  would  be  obliged  to  get  a  man  to  go  up  in 
his  place  as  he  was  captain  of  the  vessel ;  and  I  think  on  his  mentioning  the  sum  of  42. 1 
told  him  J  thought  it  was  a  good  deal  to  ask  the  committee  for  for  such  a  piupose. 
I  think  he  told  me  that  he  was  obliged  to  attend  his  owner  down  to  Colchester,  or  some^ 
where  upi  that  neighbourhood,  to  look  at  a  barge  he  was  about  to  buy,  and  that  he  should 
be  obliged  when  he  got  down  to  Canterbury  to  post  up  to  London  and  down  to  Colchester, 
whereas,  if  he  went  with  his  employer,  his  expenses  would  be  paid  by  him. 


William  Digbt  recalled,  and  examined.                                            WUUam  Digb^- 
11,593.  Was  the  man  you  left  in  charge  of  your  hoy  a  sailor  ?— No.  


Robert  Friend  sworn,  and  examined.  Bob^ri  FHmd, 

11.594.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes.  — : ^ 

11.595.  Did  you  vote?— I  did. 

11.596.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe. 

11.597.  Did  you  have  any  money? — No. 

11.598.  No  money  at  all  ?— No. 

11.599.  Any  colour  tickets  ? — Two  for  my  two  sons  ;  they  had  colourmen's  tickets. 

11.600.  Anything  else  ? — Nothing  else.     I  never  had  a  shilling  in  my  life,  and  none  of 
them  can  say  I  have. 

1 1.601.  Did  you  vote  in  1 852  ?— Yes. 

11.602.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ?— Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William  Somerville. 
11,608.  Did  you  get  any  money  then?    No :    I  never  had  a  shilling  in  my  life,  and 

ihey  cannot  say  I  ever  did. 


Jacob  Jacx)BS  recalled,  and  examined.  Jacob  Jaeob$, 

11.604.  He  stands  in  your  list  for  21.  4«.  ? — ^I  cannot  tell  how  that  ia     I  oidy  know,  if       ■* 
it  stands  in  my  list  I  decidedly  paid  the  money  out.     I  think  I  handed  him  that  money 

for  a  person  who  liad  a  ticket     I  think  I  stated  before  that  some  person  would  have  a 
band  ticket  for  his  grandson. 

11.605.  That  is  Edenden? — He  received  the  money  for  it. 


BoBERT  Friend  recalled^  and  examined.  BoUh  FrUnd. 

11.606.  What  do  you  say  to  tliat  ? — ^He  paid  me,  and  I  paid  the  young  man ;  th|tt  is         ■ 
right 

11.607.  Did  you  have  the  band  ticket  for  yourself  ?— No ;   I  pwd  it  to  Edenden's 
jprandson. 

11.608.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  coming  up  ? — Not  a  &rthing.     I  paid  my  own 
expenses. 

11.609.  Did  you  not  have  14«.  ? — ^No,  not  a  fiarthing. 

11.610.  Will  you  explain  this  2/.  4«.  in  any  way  yourself? — ^I  never  had  a  penny,  or  a 
shilling,  or  a  sixpence.     I  have  been  a  voter  for  thirty-five  years. 

11.611.  You  always  had  a  colour  ticket  for  somebody  J— Not  alway a     I  have  seven 
or  eight  for  my  chilifiren.     I  have  been  money  out  of  pocket 

11.612.  How  old  were  your  sons  in  1847? — I  have  one  about  thirty-four,  and  I  have 
three  over  twenty-one  or  twenty-two. 

11.613.  You  are  a  sawyer? — ^Yes. 

11.614.  Had  you  10«.  at  that  election  for  your  mate?— I  recommended  for  a  colour 
picket  the  man  that  worked  for  me. 


Digitized  by  VnOOQ IC 


iB54       V^IDENCE  taken  before  COKMISSIONERS  apfointed  to  ikquibb  into 

EAditEdimkden.  ExHELBERT  EDDEND7.N  swom^  and  examined. 

25ih  Junri853         11,615.  Were  you  a  voter  inl847  ?— No,  I  am  not  a  voter  at  alL 
^^^^^  '        11,616.  Was  yonr  grandfether  a  voter  in  1847.    Did  you  receive  any  money  from  aay- 
body  in  1847?— No. 

11.617.  Did  you  receive  a  ticket  ? — No. 

11.618.  A  colour  ticket  ?— No. 

1 1.619.  A  band  ticket  ?— No. 


-     .  -     .  Jacob  Jacobs  recalled,  and  examined. 

— ___  11,620.  Can  you  explain  this  about  his  grandfistther  ? — ^The  grandfather  had  the  money 

from  the  last  witness  for  this  man,  I  suppose  for  this  one.  I  did  not  see  this  man  on 
the  occasion.  I  only  know  this,  that  I  saw  the  grandmother  at  the  time, — ^if  she  waiSrhis 
grandmother, — ^who  said  her  husband  would  not  vote  unless  there  was  a  band  ticket  for 
the  grandson  ;  and  on  mentioning  it  to  the  committee  it  was  impossible  so  to  arrange  it^ 
and  I  was  instructed  to  give  him  the  money. 

II362L  What  did  you  give  him  ? — A  guinea. 

]  1,622.  To  whom  ? — It  was  paid  to  one  of  the  Whitstable  people  to  give  to  the  grand^ 
fether  ;  he  was  old  and  infirm. 

11.623.  You  do  not  know  whether  the  grandfather  got  it  ? — I  have  no  doubt  he  did  ; 
in  fact,  I  saw  him  shortly  after  that  I  called  at  the  house,  and  I  think  they  thanked 
me  for  it. 

11.624.  Did  you  see  the  grand&ther  on  the  subject  of  getting  the  ticket  for  the  grand* 
son? — I  did. 

11.625.  And  the  grandfather  said  he  would  not  vote  unless  he  got  it  ?— The  wife  took 
on  herself  to  say  so. 

11.626.  In  his  presence  ? — In  his  presence. 


M    T  7%on^  ^^'  ^^^^"^^  Thobpe  De  Lasaux  swom,  and  examined. 

DeZoMMs;  11,627.  Were  you  in  Canterbury  at  the  election  of  1847  ?— Yes. 

-— — -  11,628.  Did  you  give  anybody  any  money  at  that  election  ? — I  did. 

11.629.  Who  was  that  ? — Well,  I  cannot  tell  you  his  name. 

11.630.  Was  it  Dierson  ? — No,  that  is  not  the  name.  I  will  tell  you  what  he- was  and 
where  he  lived.  He  was  a  baker,  and  lived  in  Best  Lane,  I  think.  I  should  know  the 
name  if  I  heard  it.  I  will  tell  you  who  I  had  the  money  fit)m  ;  I  had  two  sovereign^ 
from  Mr.  Rutter. 

11.631.  Was  it  Hewson  ? — Yes^  that  is  it ;  a  baker  in  Best  Lana 

11.632.  What  did  you  give  him  ?— I  gave  it  to  his  wife,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Buttec 
rknow  nothing  of  Hewson,  nor  did  I  know  whether  he  had  a  vote.  I  knew  nothii:^ 
about  him.  Mr.  Rutter  said,  "  Here  is  a  man  that  you  know  and  can  get.''  I  went  and 
saw  the  wife.  I  said,  "  Has  your  husband  voted  ?**  She  said,  "  No."  I  put  two  sove- 
reigns in  her  hand.  "  Do  you  know  where  he  is  r  "  Out  with  his  bread,"  she  said, 
"Do  you  think  he  would  vote  V  "  Yes,  I  dare  say  he  would."  I  said,  " There  is  a  new 
gown  for  you  to  get  him  to  vota" 

11.633.  You  bribed  the  wife  ?— Exactly ;  I  bribed  the  wife. 

11.634.  You  knew  nothing  of  the  man  ? — I  saw  him  after  he  came  home. 

11.635.  Before  he  voted  ? — Before  he  voted. 

11.636.  Tell  us  what  passed  between  you  and  him. — I  do  not  think  a  word  passed.'  I 
said,  "  Your  wife  wants  to  see  you." 

11.637.  It  was  perfectly  well  understood  ? — No  question  about  that. 

11.638.  Was  there  another  man  that  you  operated  upon  ? — No,  no  other  at  all  at  any 
tima  Yes  ;  I  beg  pardon ;  there  was.  I  certainly  cannot  tell  you  at  what  election.  A 
person  of  the  name  of  Pellett,  who  kept  the  "  Fljdng  Horse."  He  was  anxious  to  vote 
for  Lushington. 

11.639.  That  is  a  long  time  ago  ?— I  induced  him  to  vote  for  Mr.  Villiers  the  first  day, 
aiid  T  gave  him  a  glass  of  cherry  brandy  for  doing  so  ;  and  when  he  went  up  to  vote  for 
Lushington  he  was  told  he  could  not  vote  on  the  second  day  because  he  had  voted  on  th^ 
first. 

11.640.  Had  you  any  money  in  1847  from  a  man  called  Maurice  Saimders  ? — Not  iji 
my  life.  I  never  had  any  money  in  my  life  excej^t  the  two  sovereigns  from  Mr.  Rutter; 
and  that  was  merely  by  accident,  I  happened  to  go  into  the  passage  of  the  committee 
room. 

11.641.  Did  you  know  a  man  named  Dierson,. who  is  since  dead? — T  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  the  party  at  all. 

11.642.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Cobb  ? — I  know  a  Cobb  who  is  now  living 
at  Dover,  a  gi^ocer. 

11 .643.  Yes,  that  is  the  man.  Do  you  remember  receiving  lOl.  from  him  ?— No ;  he  haA 
told  me :  there  is  no  truth-in  it  whatever."        
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11.644.  Tell  us  his  fetatement?— WJuit  he  told  me  was  ~  I  do  not  know  at  what  election —     Mr.  T.  7%ofp€ 
he  said  he  had  agreed  to  bribe  or  to  give  a  man  some  money ;  that  he  did  not  like  to  do  it        De  Lataux. 
hiroflftlf,  and  that  he  handed  me  a  bag;  and  I  took  it  to  the  Prince  Albert.     I  never  was  — r-r 

in  the  Prince  Albert.    Why  should  I  be  made  a  catspaw  of  Cobb  to  go  and  hand  money  to    ^^^^  «^^e  1^5^. 
a  man  I  know  nothing  about.  -. 

11.645.  You  never  received  any  money  I  understand,  from  Cobb  or  anybody  whatever, 
for  the  purpose  of  bribing  a  voter  ? — ^Never  in  my  1^.  I  never  received  but  that  two 
sovereigns  in  my  life. 

11.646.  You  never  gave  lOZ*  to  anybody? — Never. 

11.647.  Nor  did  anybody  else  that  you  know  of? — Never ;  and  the  money  I  received 
from  Mr.  Rutter  I  never  put  in  my  pocket,  I  kept  it  in  my  hand. 

11.648.  Do  you  belong  to  the  Blues  or  iie  Reds  ? — I  belong  to  the  Blues. 

11.649.  Always  ?— I  once  voted  for  Mr.  Lushington  in  1818,  but  I  saw  my  error  then, 
and  I  have  never  done  it  again. 

11.650.  You  know  Mr.  Rutter  ?— Very  well 

11,661.  Did  you  not  go  to  him  in  1847,  and  tell  him  that  this  Hewson  could  be  had  for 
S2.  ?-^No;  Mr.  Rutter  makes  a  mistake  ;  I  did  not  know  Hewson.  Mr.  Rutter  had  a  list, 
and  he  gave  me  the  two  sovereigns,  and  I  went  down  to  where  I  was  directed.  I  never 
asked  him  for  the  money. 

11,652.  You  say  Mr.  Rutter  had  a  list  ? — He  had  a  paper  or  a  book 
11,658.  Could  you  undertake  to  say  it  was  a  list  ? — No ;  I  could  not  at  this  time  teU 
what  it  wa&    I  did  not  know  whether  Hewson  was  a  voter  or  not ;  I  knew  nothing  about 
him.    I  should  be  sorry  to  swear  in  contradiction  of  what  Mr.  Rutter  says  ;  it  is  some 
years  ago. 


Henbt  Adhans  recalled,  and  examined. 


Jsinfy  iMiifliM* 


11.654.  You  told  us,  on  the  last  occasion  when  you  were  here,  that  you  received  67i 
from  Mr.  Pout  ? — I  did  so. 

11.655.  That  you  took  20i  for  your  own  services  ?— Certainly ;  and  not  well  paid 
either. 

11.656.  Then  that  you  charged  for  bringing  up  your  voters,  for  their  breakfast^  dinner, 
and  drink,  6i  ? — I  did  so. 

11.657.  Was  that  true? — ^That  was  true.  It  has  been  stated  in  the  papers  that  I 
should  say,  and  it  has  caused  a  great  deal  of  disturbance  in  Whitstable,  that  I  put  in  a 
bill  by  which  the  breakfasts  cost  6i.,  and  a  man  of  the  name  of  Goodwin  feels  himself 
wonderftilly  aggrieved  ;  he  got  me,  the  next  night,  almost  thrown  out  of  his  house.  He 
said,  "  You  say  I  charged  you  6i  for  the  breakfest."  Now  I  never  gave  any  such  sort 
of  statement  The  sum  I  have  in  my  pocket.  I  said, "  Here  is  one  thing  I  gave  in,''  and  I 
shows  the  paper  to  him ;  and  he  says,  ''  You  might  it  to  the  gentlemen  there,  that  is 
one  thing,  and  you  show  them  another,  and  it  is  advertised  in  the  Kent  Herald  that  I 
did  charge  6£,  and  that  the  expense  was  6/.''  The  expense  was  break&st^  dinner,  drink, 
and  colours. 

11.658.  That  is  how  it  appears  in  the  account? — Yes. 

11.659.  That  is  true  ? — ^That  is  true.     I  wanted  that  corrected,  and  it  is  now. 

11.660.  You  promised  that  you  would  bring  some  more  names.  You  said  you  had  only 
turned  your  attention  to  those  on  your  list,  and  you  thought  you  might  find  some  more. 
Have  you  any  more  ? — I  have  no  more  at  that  dection. 

11.661.  When  we  asked  you  if  you  could  give  the  names  at  any  former  election,  you 
said  you  had  not  tiiought  of  them ;  that  you  might  recollect  when  you  went  home  ? — ^Yes. 

11.662.  Have  you  any  more  names  ? — ^We  done  business  at  the  last  election  as  we  had 
done  before,  only  not  so  many  in  it,  not  quite  so  big  expense. 

11.663.  Have  you  found  anything  at  home  that  enables  you  to  give  us  the  names  of 
any  other  voters  you  bribed  ? — I  never  kept  anything  at  home  of  such  business. 

11.664.  Have  you  thought  of  it;  have  you  got  any  more  names? — In  the  election 
before? 

11.665.  Yes ;  out  witii  it  ? — It  is  not  quite  so  fest  this  time,  is  it  ? 

11.666.  Have  you  any  more  names,  or  not  ? — On  the  last  election  ? 

11.667.  In  1847  ? — ^We  done  business  about  the  same  we  done  this  last  time. 

11.668.  The  same  voters  ? — ^Not  quite  so  many  in  it. 

11.669.  You  did  more  this  time  than  in  1847  ? — Yes ;  I  had  more  men  in  ii 

11.670.  Had  you  any  money  in  1847  ?— Yea 

11.671.  Who  from?— Mr.  Smithson. 

11.672.  How  much  had  you  ? — That  would  rather  a  little  puzzle  me. 

11.673.  About  how  much  had  you  ? — I  did  not  make  so  well  as  we  did  this  last  time. 
That  is  the  way  to  come  at  it.  I  did  not  have  quite  so  many  men,  and  I  did  not  make 
quite  so-much  money. 

11,^674.  How  much  money  did  you  make  for  yourself  in  1847? — ^About  15i 
11,676.  For  your  own  services  ? — For  my  own  servicea 

11.676.  And  vote  ? — Not  for  my  vote ;  my  services. 

11.677.  Do  you  remember  the  namea  of  the  parties  you  bribed  in  1847}-*-You  are 
speaking  in  Smithson's  time.    I  am  only  recalling  it ;  I  have  not  brouj^t  it  in  writing. 
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Smtff  Admam.        11,678.  I  do  not  want  any  writing ;  just  attend  ? — ^I  do  not  want  to  tell  you  one  leai 

or  one  over. 

25th  June  1858.         11,679.  You  see  the  position  in  which  you  are  in.    You  have  admitted  yourself  to  have 

■  been  implicated  in  bribery,  for  which  you  are  liable  to  be  proceeded  against  for  very  heavy 

penalties,  and  your  being  absolved  from  those  penalties  entirely  rests  with  us^  and  if  yon 

do  not  give  your  evidence  to  our  satisfeix^ion,  you  will  not  be  released  from  theuL     Can 

you  tell  us  the  names  or  not  ? — ^Yes,  I  will  tell  you  the  big'uns  name  at  onoe-^ Barnes. 

11.680.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? — Thomas  Barnes. 

11.681.  Go  on? — William  Friend,  Richard  Friend,  Richard  Admans. 

11.682.  That  is  your  brother,  I  suppose  ?— Quite  right,  Sir.  Grardener;  I  think  he 
lived  at  SwaJecliffe  at  the  time, 

11.683.  Anybody  else  ? — ^Well,  I  do  not  remember. 

11.684.  What  did  you  give  those  men  each  ? — I  agreed  with  them  to  vote  for  7i,  and 
10^  and  3/. 

11.685.  Who  had  the  10/.  ?— Barnes. 

11.686.  Who  had  the  7/.?— Friend. 

11.687.  And  who  had  the  3/.  ?— Gardener.  He  has  always  promised  his  vote.  He 
came  in  this  sort  of  way*  He  promised  his  vote  to  a  broker  that  lives  there  by  Stubbs. 
He  promised  his  vote  in  that  sort  of  way.  They  say  he  cannot  come  the  whole  hog.  This 
last  time  the  man  could  have  had  TL  I  could  have  given  him  ^L  for  his  vote,  but  he  had 
promised  his  vote  when  he  was  in  the  union.  When  he  has  promised  his  vote  in  that 
way  and  he  comes  to  me,  I  say,  **  Come  in  with  the  lot,  and  take  half  the  mcmey/' 

11.688.  Hadhehalfthemoney?— HehadSi 

11.689.  Instead  of  7/.  ?— He  had  not  promised  Goodwin.  When  I  came  in  he  wanted  to 
go  there.  I  said,  '^  It  is  aU  very  fine,  it  is  ail  done  ;  so-and-so  has  got  the  money.  If  a  man 
fikes  to  promise  you,  and  you  receive  it  for  him,  it  is  done ;  because  the  man  may  go  and 
draw  from  others,  and  have  moi-e  in  his  pocket  than  they  will  hold  if  he  can  draw  from 
all  hands.     You  are  on  my  side  and  you  must  go  and  draw  with  the  whole  lot." 

11.690.  Did  you  give  any  money  to  Evans  in  1847  ?- 1  do  not  know. 

11.691.  Did  you  give  any  money  to  Watson  ?— I  do  not  know  him. 

11.692.  Did  you  give  any  money  to  Somerford? — I  did  not  give  any  to  Somerford. 
Somerford  was  with  me  in  this  eating  and  drinking.  He  was  in  all  the  expense. 
I  did  not  give  him  any  money  or  promise  him  any  money. 

11.693.  Did  you  give  Somerford  any  money  in  1847? — I  did  not;  IdidnotknoW 
him. 

11.694.  Did  you  give  Sell  any  money  in  1847  ? — I  did  not. 

11.695.  The  only  parties  you  gave  money  to  in  1847  are  the  names  you  give  now ;  the 
lOi,  the  7i,  and  the  ZL  ? — If  I  knew  another  I  would  tell  you ;  I  assure  you  I  do  not 
know  any  more ;  I  do  not  know  another  one  or  I  would  tell  you. 

11.696.  Did  you  receive  35Z.  from  Mr.  Smithson  ? — I  shall  not  be  able  to  answer  you 
that 

11.697.  Why  not^ — It  is  so  loug  back.  1  do  not  keep  such  things  in  memory. 
You  may  as  well  ask  me  who  bought  a  loaf  of  me  a  twelvemonth  ago  as  such  a  thing  as 
this,  after  I  have  done  this  sort  of  business.  I  have  other  business  to  attend  to  more  than 
this.  I  keep  nothing  in  writing ;  it  is  done  and  gone  out  of  my  head  what  I  spent  and 
laid  out  in  messing  about.  I  do  not  know  anything  of  the  sort,  and  was  never  expected 
to  keep  a  memorandum  of  things  like  these.  If  I  had  known  it  would  have  been 
required  I  would  have  kept  such  a  thing. 

11.698.  You  said  you  made  15/.  for  yourself  in  1847  ?— Yes,  for  my  services  and  vote. 

11.699.  You  gave  10/.  to  Barnes?— Yes. 

11.700.  £1  to  Friend?— Yes. 

11.701.  And  3/.  to  Gardener  ?— Yes. 

11.702.  That  makes  20/.,  and  your  15^  are  Zol  Did  you  have  any  more  money  than 
those  sums  you  have  told  us  ? — It  was  always  understood  I  was  to  have  for  doing  the 
business  so  much  money  for  my  services,  and  anything  else ;  scraps  that  came  in. 

11.703.  You  were  to  have  brought  us  here  the  names  of  other  persons  from  whom  ycm 
received  money  besides  Mr.  Pout,  at  the  last  election,  for  bribery  purposes ;  what  names 
have  you  ? — I  have  just  given  you  a  statement  of  that. 

11.704.  You  have  spoken  of  the  election  of  1847,  lam  asking  you  the  names  <^  persons 
from  whom  you  received  money  in  1852?— I  never  received  any  money^  only 
Mr.  Smithson. 

ll,7t>5.  I  am  not  asking  you  anything  about  that.  At  the  last  examination  you  pro- 
mised  to  bring  the  names  of  others.  You  said,  you  dare  say  you  could  find  out  the  names 
of  other  persons  besides  Mr.  Pout,  from  whom  you  received  money  for  the  purpose  of 
bribery.  Now  tell  me  what  names  you  have  been  able  to  find  out  ?— Mr.  Pout's  was  the 
last  time  that  I  received  the  money. 

11.706.  From  anybody  else? — ^No.  That  gentleman  there  (alluding  to  the  secretaQr) 
has  got  the  statement  of  the  money  I  have  received,  the  very  money  I  received)  and' what 
my  expenses  were,  as  I  said ;  not  6/.  for  a  breakfast,  but  the  whole  expense. 

11.707.  You  peyer  received  any  m<Hiey  from  anybody,  except  Mr.  Poiit  and 
Mr.  Smithson  ?— Never.    I  n«ver  re^SeiVBd  a  iBhilling  ftmii  any  pencHi  whater^r.* 
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11.708.  Did  you  not  make  a  bargain  with  an  innkeeper,  at  the  last  election,  for 
la.  6d.  a  head  for  these  people?  You  are  on  your  oath?  —  Yes,  and  I  can 
stand  ii 

11.709.  Did  you  not  make  a  bargain  with  an  innkeeper?  He  will  be  brought  before 
tm.    Did  you  not  make  a  bargain ? — No. 

11.710.  Hear  my  question  ?— I  will  attend  to  you. 

11.711.  And  conduct  yourself  properly  ? — So  I  am.     (Jo  on. 

11.712.  If  you  conduct  yourself  in  that  way  you  will  find  yourself  in  custody. — You 
do  not  teU  me  the  way. 

11.713.  If  you  do  not  conduct  yourself  better  you  wiU  be  committed  for  contempt  of 
court ;  we  have  the  power  of  doing  it. — Some  lie  back.  I  ai/ni  the  principle  nor  the 
sense  to  keep  the  system  back.     You  must  take  me  the  same  as  you  see  me  ;  that  is  it. 

11.714.  Did  you  not  make  a  bargain  with  the  innkeeper  in  1852,  a  man  of  the  name 
of  Goodwin,  for  Is,  6d.  a  head,  for  the  entertainment  of  those  men  you  brought  from 
Whitstable  ?-— Yes,  for  breakfast ;  and  I  paid  him. 

11.715.  Did  you  pay  him  more  than  1«.  6c?.  a  head  for  the  breakfast  for  those  men  ? — 
How  many  did  he  give  in  ? 

11.716.  Did  you  pay  him  more  than  Is.  6rf.  a  head  for  those  men  that  break- 
lasted  at  his  house  ?  My  question  is  very  plain  and  intelligible. — You  will  fiiid  mine  as 
plain.  I  will  explain  it  to  you.  He  was  to  have  1«.  6<f.  a  head  for  those  men.  Do  you 
know  the  amount  of  his  bill  ? 

11.717.  Did  you  pay  Goodwin  more  than  Is.  6cZ.  ,a  head  for  those  men? — I  paid 
him  Is.  6d.  I  says  to  him,  "Are  we  going  to  have  otir  breakfast  here?*'  He 
says,  "  What  sort  of  a  breakfiust  do  you  want  ?"  "  Only  a  common  sort  of  breakfast," 
I  said.  "  What  are  you  going  to  get  it  up  at  ?"  I  said  to  him,  **  I  have  only  so 
much  money  in  hand."  I  liad  only  the  6i  to  do  all  the  breakfasts,  dinners,  and  drink 
with. 

11.718.  You  paid  him  Is.  6d.  each  for  the  breakfasts  of  those  men  and  no  more  ? — Yes, 
I  did. 

11.719.  How  much  ? — I  paid  him  more. 

.     Ilj720.  How  much  more  than  Is.  Hd.  a  head  did  you  pay  for  the  breakfasts  of  these 
men.    You  have  charged  6L  for  the  treating  of  these  men  ? — Yes,  I  have. 

11.721.  I  ask  you,  did  you  pay  more  than  Is.  6d,  a  head  to  Goodwin  for  those  breakfasts 
iot  these  men  ? — Yes.  I  paid  Is.  6d.  a  head  for  more  than  the  voters ;  I  paid  it  for  those 
not  votera 

11.722.  How  much  more  than  Is.  6d.  a  head  did  you  pay  to  Goodwin  for  those  men's 
breakfasts  ? — I  do  not  know ;  I  have  got  his  bill     {The  witness  produced  the  swme.) 

11.723.  Deliver  that  up  ? — Goodwin  says  now,  it  is  run  out  in  diflerent  sorts  of  things. 
(The  witness  handed  in  the  bilL) 

11.724.  Now  the  other  one  (referring  to  another  paper  the  imtness  had  in  hishanxl). — 
You  do  not  want  thai  That  is  what  I  gave  in.  That  is  what  is  put  in  the  newspapers. 
Thei^  is  Goodwin's  bill. 

11.725.  Here  is  Goodwin's  bill,  which  amounts  altogether  to  1/.  12a.  lid. — Yes. 

11.726.  You  told  us  you  expended  upwards  of  6?.  ?— Yes. 

11.727.  Where  did  you  expend  the  other  money  ? — We  had  our  dinner  at  Mr.  Vincent's. 

11.728.  How  much  did  you  pay  him  ? — Is.  9d.  a  head. 

11.729.  How  much  altogether  ?— I  did  not  have  any  bill  of  ii 

11.730.  About  how  much.     Did  you  pay  him  more  than  11.  ? — Yes. 

11.731.  Did  you  pay  him  more  than  you  paid  Goodwin  ? — No  ;  we  had  breakfast  and 
drink  there. 

11.732.  Did  you  pay  anybody  else  any  money  for  those  men,  beaides  Gt)odwin  and 
Vincent,  whom  you  brought  from  Whitstable  ? — Yes  ;  I  paid  a  shopfaeeper  for  ribbon. 
They  all  wanted  their  colours,  and  I  bought  the  ribbon. 


RiCHAKD  Mills  Wiluam  Mayne  Admans  called ;  did  not  answer. 
John  Gardner  called  ;  did  not  answer. 


11,783. 
11,734. 
11,735. 
11,736. 
11,737. 
17,73a 
11,739. 


Charles  Thomas  Evans  sworn,  and  examined. 

Are  you  a  fireman  of  Canterbury  ? — Yes. 

Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — ^Yes. 

Did  you  vote  ?  —Yes. 

For  whom  did  you  vote  ?— Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — ^Yes 

From  Admans  the  baker  ?— Yes. 

How  much  ? — 61.  10s.    He  agreed  to  give  me  7i.,  but  he  stopped  IOa,  ^uid 


gave  me  62.  10s, ;  10s,  for  commissioiL. 


WnjjAM  Watson  sworn,  and  examined 

11.740.  You  are  a  freeman  of  Canterbury  ? — ^Yes, 

11.741.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — ^Yes. 

11.742.  Did  you  vote?— I  did. 

Ty3 


25th  June  1853v 


C.  T.  EtAns. 


tfiOiam  fflattan. 
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fFSBam  WaUon.        1 1,743.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ?— Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

— —  11,744,  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ?— Yes. 

W&Jmelwa.         11,745.  How  much?— ^6  108. 

^'  11,746.  Who  gave  it  you ? — Admana 

11.747.  Admans  the  baker? — It  was  an  understanding  that  we  were  to  have  71  but 
the  108.  was  taken  off  for  his  trouble. 

11.748.  Did  you  have  any  money  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

11.749.  Who  did  you  vote  for  in  1847  ?— I  voted  for  Lord  Clinton  and  Vance. 

11.750.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ?— I  had  money  given  me  three 
weeks  after  the  election. 

11.751.  Who  was  it  given  you  by  ?— JBy  Finch.  - 

11.752.  Who  is  Finch  ?— He  lives  in  Wincheap  Street,  the  pubUcan. 

11,758.  What  wa«  it  given  to  you  for,  for  your  vc^?— It  was  a  present  made  to  me 
by  tiie  committee. 

11.754.  For  your  vote  ?— I  do  not  know  ;  I  did  not  know  I  waa  going  to  have  this 
money  beforehand.     I  did  know  I  was  going  to  have  the  6Z.  10«. 

11.755.  There  was  no  previous  arrangement  or  engagement  in  1847  about  your  haviiur 
any  money? — No.  ^ 

11.756.  How  much  had  you  in  1847  ?— ^€^3. 


7%0ma$Bmnm. 


Thomas  Barnes  sworn,  and  examined. 

Were  you  a  freeman  of  Canterbury  in  the  last  year  ? — Yea 

Did  you  vote  ? — Yes. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gippa 

Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — ^Yes. 

How  much  ?— I  received  91  10«. 


11,767. 
11,758. 
11,769. 
11,760. 
11,761. 
11,762.  Had  you  agreed  with  anybody  for  a  larger  sum  ?— Well,  lOt  was  to  be  the 


sum. 


11.763.  Who  had  you  agreed  with  ?— With  an  agent  empfoyed  at  Whitstable  of  the 
name  of  Admans.  * 

11.764.  Admans  the  baker? — ^Yes. 

11.765.  You  agreed  with  him  to  sell  your  vote  for  lOt,  and  he  gave  you  91  10«.?— 
Yes. 


11.766.  How  came  he  to  sweat  the  10«.  out  of  it?- 
was  for  his  services. 

11.767.  Did  he  say  so  to  you  ?— It  was  a  sort  of  claim. 

11.768.  Did  he  claim  10«.  out  of  it  ?— It  was  stopped. 

11.769.  You  only  got  9Z.  10«.  ?— Yes. 

11 .770.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?—      s. 

11.771.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ?— Clinton  and  Vance. 

11.772.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your^vote  then  ? — Yes. 

11.773.  How  much  ? — The  same  sum. 
J  1,774.  ^9  10a?— Yea 

11.775.  Did  you  get  that  from    A  d  i  ?— Yea 

11.776.  Under  an  agreemeent  ? — ^Yea 


Well,  I  do  not  know ;  I  suppose  it 


Siekard  Friend, 

(of  Swalediffe). 


Richard  Friend  sworn,  and  examined. 


11,777. 
11,778. 
11,779. 
11,780. 
11,781. 
11,782. 
11,783. 
11,784. 
11,785. 
11,786. 
11,787. 
11,788. 
money. 
11,789. 
11,790. 
11,791. 
11,792. 
11,793. 
11.794. 
11,795. 


Are  you  a  freeman  of  Canterbury  ? — Yea 

Had  you  a  vote  last  year  ?-— Yea 

Did  you  vote  ? — Yea 

Who  did  you  vote  fori — Johnstone  and  Gippa 

Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ?— Yea 

How  much  ? — if  6  10a. 

Had  you  arranged  to  receive  a  larger  sum  ? — Yea 

How  much  1—71.     I  did  not  receive  the  money  till  a  few  days  aflw 

But  you  arranged  it  before  ?— Yes. 

Who  did  you  arrange  it  with  ? — Admana 

The  baker  ?— Yes. 

How  came  you  to  have  only  61  10s.  ?— He  kept  10«.  when  I  received  the 

What  did  he  stop  it  for  ?— He  said  to  help  to  bear  his  expensea 

Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ?— Yea 

Who  did  you  vote  for  then  ?— Clinton  and  Vance.  ^ 

Did  you  receive  any  money  then  ?— Yea 

How  much  did  you  hav6  ? — SI 

Who  paid  you  that  ? — Admana 

For  your  vote  ? — Yea  .       , 
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WnxiAM  Vbiesd  tecallied,  and  ezaxnined.  fPUBam  FrUnd, 

11.796.  -Ajre  you  a  freeman  ?— Yes.  (Eagle  Ttfveni> 

11.797.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  for  Canterbury  ? — ^Yes.  ^^  .  -T""^,**  • 
11,79a  Did  you  vote  ?— Yes.  25tfi  June  1861. 
11,799*  Who  did  you  vote  for  1— At  the  last  election  ?  — — _— 

11.800.  Yes  ?— For  the  Hon.  Mr.  Smythe. 

11.801.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ?— No. 

11.802.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

11.803.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 
11,804  Did  you  receive  any  monqr  then  ? — ^Not  a  fiurthing. 

11.805.  Did  you  pay  any  money  in  the  year  1850,  for  the  purposes  of  the  election,  to 
anybody  ? — No,  never,  at  any  election. 

11.806.  Did  you  pay  a  man  named  Goodwin  any  money  ? — I  received,  I  think,  342.  or 
352. ;  it  was  left  at  my  house  by  Alderman  Brent,  and  I  gave  that  to  him. 

11.807.  You  did  pay  it  to  him  ? — ^I  did  not  know  what  it  was  for. 

11.808.  I  asked  you  if  you  paid  any  money  in  1850  for  the  purposes  of  the  election  ? — 
It  was  left  at  my  house,  my  daughter  took  it  in  ;  she  told  me  it  was  left  by  Alderman 
Brent 

11.809.  You  paid  it  to  Goodwin  ?— Yea 

11.810.  You  have  always  voted  on  the  blue  side? — ^Yes,  I  have  always  voted  on  the 
blue  side ;  I  have  never  voted  otherwise. 


Alderman  Brent  recalled,  and  examined.  AMmrmam  ftr^t 


11.811.  You  have  heard  what  was  said  by  the  last  witness  \ — ^Yes. 

11.812.  Did  that  money  come  from  you  ? — Yes,  it  did  ;  I  handed  in  the  receipt     It 
left  at  Friend's  some  days  after  the  election. 


JoHH  RoALFE  junior  sworn,  and  examined  Jckn  Moa^jum. 

11.813.  Are  you  a  voter  at  the  Lower  Hardres  ?— Yes.  ' 

11.814.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election? — Yes. 

11.815.  For  whom  ? — Gipps  and  Johnstona 

11.816.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — The  money  for  two  colour  tickets.     - 

11.817.  How  much  did  you  get  ? — A  sovereign. 

11.818.  Any  refi'eshment  tickets? — ^No,  no   refreshment  tickets;   meat,  bread,  and 
refreshments,  but  no  tickets  for  them. 

11.819.  But  what  value  had  you  ? — Mine  might  come  to  about  2^.  6d  <»r  3a 

11.820.  Any  groceries  ?— No. 

11.821.  Any  groceries  from  the  tradesmen  of  Lower  Hardres  ? — No. 

11.822.  Who  did  you  have  the  colour  tickets  from  ? — Mr.  Fulmer  gave  me  the  colour 
tidcets. 

11.823.  And  the  meat  and  bread  too  ? — It  was  sent  up  to  my  house. 

11.824.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  election  of  1847  ?— Yes. 

11.825.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ?— I  cannot  say  ;  it  was  the  red  sida 

11.826.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ?— About  the  same  as  I  had  this 
time. 

11.827.  Who  did  you  get  it  from  ?— From  Mr.  Fuhner. 

11.828.  Always  from  Fulmer  ?— Yes. 


John  Eij>bidqii  sworn,  and  examined.  j^/^  EUndgt, 

11.829.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ?—  Yes.  ■ 

11.830.  Who  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

11.831.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ?— No. 

11.832.  Take  care;  did  you  get  nothing  at  aU? — No. 

11.833.  Did  you  get  any  colour  tickets? — Yes ;  It 

11.834.  Any  brec^  and  meat  ? — Yea 

11.835.  Any  groceries  ? — ^No,  no  groceries. 

11.836.  Did  your  wife  get  any  ?— No. 

11.837.  Was  not  that  given  you  for  your  vote  ? — No  ;  I  had  none  for  my  vote. 

11.838.  Were  not  the  colour  tickets  given  you  for  your  vote? — The  pound  for  the 
colour  tickets. 

11.839.  Who  did  you  get  them  from  ?— From  Mr.  Filmer. 

11.840.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

11.841.  Who  did  you  vote  for  then  ?— I  forget  now.     The  red  party. 

11.842.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  then  ? — Yes  ;  £\, 


George  Barber  called ;  did  not  answer. 

William  BRawN  of  Barham  called  ;  did  not  answer- 
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Mdwd.  ffarnden. 
25th  June  ISSSf. 


BuhardCock. 


11,843. 
11,844. 
11,845. 
11,846. 
11,847. 
11,848. 
11,849. 
11,850. 
11,851. 
11,852. 
11,858. 


Ed^abb  K/otKi^EN  sworn,  and  exammecL 

Are  you  a  freeman  of  this  dty  ?^No. 

Are  you  a  householder  ? — ^Yes. 

Had  you  a  vote  at  the  laat  election  ? — ^Yes. 

Did  you  vote  ?— Yes. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Qipps. 

Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ?— if  2  17a  6d. 

Who  paid  it  you  ? — ^Thomas  Munns. 

Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ? — ^Yes. 

Who  did  you  vot.)  lor  then  ? — The  red  party. 

Vance  and  Clinton : — Yes. 

Did  you  have  any  money  at  that  time  for  your  vote  ? — No. 


RiCHABD  Cook  swoiii,  and  examined. 


11.854.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  householder. 

11.855.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election? — Yea 

11.856.  Did  you  vote  ?— Yes. 

11.857.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gippe. 

11.858.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

1 1.859.  How  much  ?— jfe  1. 

11.860.  Who  gave  it  you?— Thomas  Munns. 


11,861. 
11,862. 
11,863. 
11,864. 
11,865. 
11,866. 


London. 


John  Jemdngt.  John  Jennings  sworn,  and  examined. 

Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

Of  this  city?— Yes. 

Had  you  a  vote  in  1852  ? — Yes. 

Did  you  vote  ? — Yes  ;  for  the  Tory  party,  Gipps  and  Johnstone. 

Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yea 

How  much  ? — I  received  5Z.     I  took  it  in  regard  to  my  expenses  from 

11.867.  You  came  from  London  ? — Yes. 

11.868.  How  did  you  come  from  London,  by  train? — Yes. 

11.869.  Second  class?— Yes. 

11.870.  How  long  were  you  absent  ? — I  was  absent  three  days, 

11.871.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

11.872.  Did  you  receive  any  money  in  1847? — ^Yes. 

11.873.  Who  did  you  vote  for  then  ? — Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

11.874.  The  blue  party  then  ?— Yes. 

11.875.  How  much  did  you  have  ?— if  3. 

11.876.  Who  paid  it  you?— Mr.  Goodwin. 

11.877.  Was  that  for  your  vote  ?— Yes. 

11.878.  Did  you  not  get  two  colour  tickets  ? — ^Yes. 

11.879.  From  whom  ? — I  think  I  got  them  from  the  committee. 

11.880.  Who  gave  you  the  order  for  them  ?    Who  did  you  apply  to  for  tiiem  ? 
Mr.  Smith  ? — No ;  the  other  party. 

11.881.  Did  you  apply  to  Dr.  Lochee  for  them? — I  applied  to  the  committee.     I  do  not 
know  if  he  was  upon  the  committee.     I  think  he  was. 

11.882.  For  whom  did  you  apply  for  the  colour  tickets.     What  name  did  you  give 
John  Wood. 

11.883.  Are  you  any  relation  to  Henry  Jennings? — No. 

11.884.  Did  you  receive  the  money  for  the  colour  tickets  yourself? — ^Na 

1 1.885.  Did  not  Wood  pay  over  any  money  to  you  ? — Na 

11.886.  Where  were  you  living  in  1847  ?— I  think  in  St  Mildred's. 

11.887.  You  were  in  Canterbury  in  1847  ?— Yes. 


To 


Thomas  S^les^en. 


Thomas  Styles  senior  sworn,  and  examined. 

■  11,888.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

11.889.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

11.890.  Have  you  any  sons  who  are  freemen? — None. 

11.891.  Have  you  any  relations  ? — Yes ;  four  brothers,  and  my  brother-in-law,  and  two 
nephew& 

11.892.  Are  they  all  of  the  same  name  as  yourself? — No.    One  is  named  Croddbrd ;  be 
is  the  brother-in-law. 

11.893.  Is  Thomas  Styles,  junior,  your  nephew  ? — ^Yes. 

11.894.  John  George  Styles,  senior ;  what  relation  is  he  ? — ^A  hrnther. 
11,896.  Is  John  George  Styles,  junior,  your  nephew  ? — ^Yea 
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-     11,896.  Is  George  Henry  Styles  your  nephew  '{—No,  he  is  a  brother,  Fkomas  StyleSySen. 

11.897.  Is  William  Styles  your  nephew  ? — No,  a  brother.  

11.898.  You  have  four  brothers  of  the  name  of  Styles  ? — Ye*«.  25th  June  1853. 

1 1.899.  And  a  nephew  of  the  name  of  Styles  ? — Two  nephews.  

11.900.  And  Crockford  ?— Yes. 

1 1.901.  That  makes  seven  ?— Yes. 

11.902.  And  yourself,  eight?— Yes. 

11.903.  Is  there  another  ? — We  have  no  more  at  present ;  we  had  another  brother,  but 
he  is  dead. 

11.904.  In  1852,  how  many  were  there   of  the  family  of  the   Styles's,   including 
Crockford  ? — Seven. 

11.905.  And  yourself? — Six,  besides  myself 

11.906.  Was  there  not  a  Frederick  Styles? — There  is  now;    he  is  one  in  the  four 
besides  mjrselC 

11.907.  You  are  called  Thomas  Styles  ?— Yes. 

11.908.  There  is  a  Thomas  Styles,  the  younger? — Yes. 

11.909.  That  makes  two  ;  then  John  George  Styles,  the  elder,  three  ? — Yes. 

11.910.  And  John  George  Styles,  the  younger,  four? — Yes. 

11.911.  George  Henry  Styles,  five? — Yes. 

11.912.  WiUiam  Styles,  six  ?— Yes. 

11.913.  Frederick  Styles,  seven  ? — Yes. 

11.914.  And  Crockford,  eight?— Yes. 

11.915.  You  said  there  were  seven? — Seven  of  us  of  the  same  name,  and  Crockford 
makes  eight. 

11.916.  In  1852,  had  they  all  votes?— I  believe  they  had. 

1 1.917.  As  jfreemen  ? — Yes. 

11.918.  Did  you  receive  any  money  in  1852  for  the  vote  of  yourself  and  the  votes  of 
those  names  which  I  have  mentioned  to  you  ? — Yes. 

11.919.  How  much  did  you  receive  ? — §i  80. 

11.920.  Who  paid  you  that  80Z.  ?— Thomas  Munns. 

11.921.  Who  did  you  and  the  others  vote  for  ? — For  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

11.922.  In  1847,  did  you  and  the  other  Styles's  and  Crockford,  whose  names  I  have 
mentioned  to  you,  did  you  all  vote  in  1847? — Yep. 

11.923.  Did  you  receive  money  for  yourself  and  the  others  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

11.924.  What  did  you  receive  ?— ^90. 

11.925.  For  your  votes  ? — Yes. 

11.926.  Who  did  you  receive  that  from  ? — Thomas  Munns. 

11.927.  How  came  you  to  have  90L  ? — Because  we  had  another  then. 

11.928.  Who  was  the  other  ?—Edmund  Styles. 

11.929.  Is  he  dead?— Yes. 

11.930.  Did  you  also  receive  money  in  1841  for  yourself  and  the  lot  ? — No. 

11.931.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  money  at  any  other  election  for  yourself  and  the 
others  ?— No. 

11.932.  Did  any  of  the  others  ever  receive  any  money  for  yourself  and  the  others  ? — I 
think  they  did. 

11.933.  Who  was  that? — I  think  it  was  George  Henry. 

1 1 .934.  That  is  your  brother  ?— Yes. 

1 1.935.  What  do  you  think  he  received  ? — I  cannot  recollect,  it  is  so  long  ago. 

11.936.  Is  he  here? — I  believe  he  is. 

11.937.  That  is  all  you  know  about  it,  I  suppose? — Yes. 


George  Henry  Styles  sworn,  and  examined.  G.  H.  Si^es. 


11.938.  You  are  a  brother  of  Thomas  Styles  ?— Yes. 

11.939.  Have  you  heard  what  Thomas  Styles  has  told  us  about  the  1847  and  1852 
elections  ? — Yes. . 

11.940.  Is  that  all  correct?— Yes. 

11 .941 .  Did  you  have  your  share  ? — Yes. 

11.942.  At  any  other  election  before  1847,  did  you  receive  the  money,  or  any  money? 
— I  do  not  recollect. 

11.943.  Were  they  the  only  two  elections  at  which  you  had  money  for  your  vote  ? — I 
cannot  recollect  what  elections  there  would  be  before. 

11.944.  In  1841  did  you  receive  1001,  whenSraythe  and  Wilson  stood? — No  ;  that  was 
my  brother. 

11.945.  Which  brotlier?— Thomas. 

11.946.  Was  there  1001.  received  for  the  Styles's  family  at  that  election  ? — I  cannot  say. 
I  did  not  receive  it  myself 

11.947.  What  did  you  have  yourself? — At  Smytlie's  election  ? 

11.948.  Yes.— I  had  121. 

11.949.  That  was  given  to  each  of  the  £Etmily  ? — Yes. 

Zz 
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Thomas  Styles. 


Creorge  Jennings, 


WUUam  Wilding. 


a62    EVIDENCE  taken  before  COMMISSIONERS  ajppointed  to  inquibe  ioto 

11.950.  How  many  were  there  then  who  liad  votes? — Nine,  I  think. 

11.951.  Who  had  that  108?.  ?— We  had  to  divide  it. 

11.952.  Who  had  it  to  divide  among  you  ? — My  brother,  Thomas. 


Thomas  Styles  recalled,  and  examined. 

1 1.953.  Your  brother  says,  that  in  1841  you  had  this  money  ? — I  did  not,  I  assure  you. 

11.954.  Who  had  it  then  ? — I  believe  he  is  forgetful ;  he  is  off  his  head  at  timea  He  is 
the  man  that  did  have  it. 

11.955.  It  was  divided  between  you  ? — We  had  lOf.  and  two  colour  tickets ;  and  those 
were  paid  a  month,  or  six  weeks,  or  two  months  after  the  election.  I  never  did  draw  the 
money. 

11.956.  Who  did  you  vote  for  at  that  election,  all  of  you  ? — Smythe. 

11.957.  Do  you  remember  the  general  election  in  1841,  when  Hodges  put  up,  the  same 
year  that  you  had  this  large  sum  ? — Yes ;  I  recollect  it. 

11.958.  Did  you  have  any  money  at  that  election  ? — I  believe  there  was. 

11.959.  What  did  you  divide  at  that  election? — I  did  not  take  any  money  at  that 
election. 

11.960.  You  knew  what  was  divided  ? — I  think  lOZ.  apiece. 

11.961.  That  is  another  lOOZ.  ;  which  side  did  you  vote  for  then? — I  think  it  was 
Smythe  and  Bradshaw. 


George  Jennings  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.962.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

11.963.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election? — No. 

11.964.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  election  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

11.965.  Who  did  you  vote  for  then? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

11.966.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

1 1.967.  How  much  ?—  i  3. 

Ilj968.  Who  did  you  get  it  from? — I  got  it  from  Goodwin. 


William  Wilding  sworn,  and  examined. 

11.969.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

11.970.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — In  favour  of  the  Red. 

11.971.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — Not  anything. 

11.972.  Are  you  a  fireman? — No,  a  householder. 

11.973.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

11.974.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — In  fiivour  of  the  Blues. 

11.975.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 
11,976:  How  much  ?— ^3. 

11,977.  Who  from?— From  Edward  Southee. 


Pearson  Dray  called ;  did  not  answer. 


Henry  Stredwick. 


WnUam  Gold. 


11,978. 
11,979. 
11,980. 
11,981. 
11,982. 
11,983. 
11,984. 
11,985. 


11,986. 
11,987. 
11,988. 
11,989. 
11,990. 
11,991. 
11,992. 
11,993. 
11,994. 


Henry  Stredwick  sworn,  and  examined. 

Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — The  two  Tories. 

Did  you  get  anything  for  yoiur  vote  ? — No. 

Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

Who  for  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  then? — j^  6. 

Who  gave  it  you  ? — Pearson  Dray  gave  it  me. 

William  Gold  sworn,  and  examined. 

Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yea 

Who  did  you  for  ?  —  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — Nothing  at  all. 

Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  ?  -  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  then  ? — Yes. 

How  much  '{—£Z. 

Who  did  you  get  it  from  ? — Goodwin, 


John  Coyell  called ;  did  not  answer 
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WiLlAM  Attwood  swom,  and  examined.  WUUam  Attwood. 

11,996.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — By  purchase.  25th  June  1853. 

11,996.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  I — Yes.  . 

1 1,997   Who  did  you  vote  for  ?— I  voted  for  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William  Soraerville. 

11.998.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ?  —No. 

11.999.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.000.  Who  did  you  for? — I  voted  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

12.001.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote? — After  the  election  I  had  a  present  made 
to  me  of  SI. 

12.002.  Through  whom?— By  Goodwin. 

12,008.  Was  that  for  your  vote? — I  applied  for  colourmen's  tickets,  and  they  could 
not  give  me  any,  and  they  could  not  put  me  upon  a  job,  and  in  consequence  of  that 
they  gave  it  me  afterwards. 

12.004.  For  your  vote? — Instead  of  employing  jne. 

12.005.  You  voted  for  them  ?— I  voted  for  them. 


William  Cockett  sworn,  and  examined.  William  CocketL 

12.006.  Are  you  a  freeman? — ^Yes. 

12.007.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

12.008.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

12.009.  Did  you  get  anytiiii^  for  your  vote  ? — ^No. 

12.010.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.011.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

12.012.  Did  you  get  anjrthing  for  your  vote  then  ? — Yes. 

1 2.01 3.  How  much  ?— ^3. 

12.014.  Who  from  ?— Goodwin. 


WiLUAM  Parnum  called  ;  did  not  answer 


WiLUAM  Austen  swom,  and  exiamined.  William  Auiten 

12.015.  Are  you  a  freeman  ?— Yes.  (Castle  Street). 

12.016.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

12.017.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ?— For  the  Blues. 

12.018.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.019.  Who  did  you  vote  for  in  1847  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

12.020.  How  much  did  you  get  ^—£S 

12.021.  Who  gave  it  you? — Goodwin. 

12.022.  Had  you  a  colour  ticket  in  1852,  last  year  ?— No. 

12.023.  Did  you  vote  in  1841  ?— Yes. 

12.024.  Who  for  ;  for  Smythe  ?— Yes. 

12.025.  At  the  single-handed  contest  ? — Yes. 

12.026.  Had  you  SI,  then  for  your  vote  ? — I  had  more. 

12.027.  You  had  lOi.  then?— Yes, 

12.028.  Who  gave  it  you  ?—  I  cannot  say  who  gave  it  me. 

12.029.  At  the  general  election  in  1841,  did  you  vote  again  when  Bradshaw  and  Smythe 
stood  on  one  side,  and  Hodges  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  on  the  other ;  did  you  vote 
then  ?— I  did. 

12.030.  Who  did  you  vote  for ;  Bradshaw  and  Smythe  ? — I  did. 

12.031.  Did  you  receive  3i.  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.032.  How  much  ?— Nothing. 

12.033.  Nothing  at  all  ?— No. 


Edwakd  Ratcuff  swom  and  examined.  Edward  RatcUff. 

12.034.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — No. 

12.035.  A  householder  ?— Yes. 

12.036.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — I  did. 

12.037.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Sir  William  Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly. 

12.038.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.039.  Do  you  know  anything  of  Jennings  XJnderdown  ?  — No. 

12.040.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— I  did. 

12.041.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

12.042.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — £S  for  my  expenses ;  I  came  over  from 
Sheemess,  and  there  were  m^  expenses. 

12.043.  Who  did  you  get  it  from  ? — From  Jennings  Southee. 

12.044.  Is  that  Jennings  Underdo wn  Southee  ?— I  do  not  know  if  it  is,  I  am  sure. 

12.045.  You  got  3Z.  from  him  ?— Yes. 

12.046.  For  your  expenses  ? — Yes.  I  am  a  newsman,  and  I  go  to  Sheemess  every  week. 

^z  2 


Digitized  by 


Google 


25th  Jane  1853. 


364      EVIDENCE  taken  befobe  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  inquire  into 

Edward  RateUff.       12,047.  Did  you  live  there  ? — ^Yea    I  had  to  come  over  from  Sheemess,  and  likewise 
leave  a  good  part  of  my  business  unattended  to. 
12,048.  It  was  for  one  day  ?— Yes. 
12,049   How  did  you  get  here  from  Sheemess? — Went  up. 

12.050.  Came  round  by  boat  to  Heme  Bay  ? — No  ;  I  came  home  in  my  own  waggon. 

12.051.  You  were  one  day  absent  ? — I  went  on  the  Thursday,  and  I  returned  on  the 
Friday  morning. 

12.052.  What  is  your  usual  day  for  going? — Thursday,  and  return  on  Friday. 

12.053.  You  would  not  have  voted  without  the  ZlA — I  should  not  have  come  home 
without  the  3i. 

12.054.  You  would  not  have  voted  ? — No  ;  I  should  not 

12.055.  How  much  did  you  receive  then  ? — I  received  \l,  on  the  Thiu-sday  morning, 
li.  a  few  days  afterwards,  and  \l.  upon  the  24th  of  May  last. 

12.056.  ^1  upon  the  24th  of  May  last  ?— Yes  ;  upon  the  24th  of  May  last. 

12.057.  That  is  since  we  have  beJen  sitting  ? — Yes. 

12.058.  Who  gave  you  that  ? — Jennings  Southee.     He  gave  me  the  whole. 

12.059.  How  came  he  to  give  you  the  whole  ? — He  came  down  to  my  house  and  said, 
"  Ratcliffe,  what  did  I  agree  to  give  you  for  your  services  in  1847  ?"  I  said,  "  You  agreed 
to  give  me  3i. ;"  and  I  said,  "  you  have  only  given  me  2i.  I  told  you  then  that  you 
would  owe  me  the  \l,  till  you  paid  me."  He  says,  "  Come  down  to  my  place  to-morrow, 
and  I  will  pay  you." 

12.060.  If  you  were  not  to  have  had  the  3i.  you  would  not  have  voted  ? — 1  would  not. 


E.  Baileyy  sen. 


John  Bailey. 


Thomas  Linton. 


Jennings  XJnderdown  Southee  called ;  did  not  answer. 


Edward  Bailey  senior  sworn,  and  examined. 

12.061.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder? — A  freeman. 

12.062.  Did  you  vote-  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

12.063.  Who  did  you  vote  for?— Gipps. 

12.064.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.065.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

12.066.  Who  did  you  vote  for  then  ? — For  Smythe ;  the  blue  party. 

12.067.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  then  ? — I  had  6i. 

12.068.  For  your  own  vote  ? — No  ;  3i.  for  my  son,  and  3f.  for  myself. 

12.069.  Did  you  pay  it  over  to  your  son,  that  3i.  ? — Yes  ;  I  paid  it  over  to  him  ;  3i.  to 
John  Bailey. 

12.070.  And  you  voted  for  Smythe?— Yes. 


John  Bailey  sworn,  and  examined. 


12,071. 
12,072. 
12,073. 
12,074. 
12,075. 
12,076. 
12,077. 
did ;  U. 
12,078. 
12,079. 


Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

Who  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

Did  you  vote  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  then  ? — For  Smythe  and  Conyngham  I 

Through  whom  did  you  receive  it  ? — My  father. 
Had  you  a  colour  ticket  in  1852  ;  last  year  ? — No. 


12,080. 
12,081. 
12,082. 
12,083. 
12,084. 
12,085. 
12,086. 
12,087. 
12,088. 
12,089. 
12,090. 
12,091. 
12,092. 
12,093. 
12,094. 
12,096. 


Edward  Hayward  called  ;  did  not  answer. 

Thomas  Linton  sworn,  and  examined. 

Are  you  a  householder  or  a  freeman  ? — I  am  a  freeman. 

Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Smythe. 

Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

Did  you  vote  in  184f7  ?— Yes, 

Who  for  ? — Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  then  ? — No. 

Did  you  get  nothing  from  your  &ther  ? — No. 

Nor  from  any  relation  ? — No. 

Is  your  name  Thomas  or  John  ? — Thomas. 

What  relation  are  you  to  John  ? — Brother. 

Has  he  paid  you  no  money? — No. 

Has  he  since  the  election  ? — No. 

Did  you  owe  him  any  money  before  the  election  ? — No. 

Did  he  tell  you  that  he  had  received  any  money  for  you  ?—  No 

Did  he  receive  any  money  for  you  ? — No. 
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Charles  Goodwin  recalled,  and  examined. 

12.096.  You  hear  what  this  witness  says  ? — Yes. 

12.097.  What  is  the  truth  ? — He  told  me  himself 'he  received  6l  That  he  had  some 
clothes,  and  that  his  brother  was  to  keep  the  whole  amoimt.  Mr.  William  Friend  will 
be  here  directly,  and  will  speak  to  it     He  told  me  himself  that  he  had  received  6L 

12.098.  What  has  he  to  do  with  it? — It  was  at  his  house. 


Charles  Goodwin, 
25th  Jane  1853. 


Thomas  Linton  recalled,  and  examined. 


12.099.  Do  you  remember  a  conversation  between  yourself  and  Goodwin,  in  which  you 
told  him  that  your  brother  had  received  the  6i.  ? — My  brother  told  me  he  had  received  6i. 

12.100.  What  did  you  mean  by  saying  your  brother  told  you  he  never  received  any 
money  ? — That  was  after  the  election. 

12.101.  I  asked  you,  did  your  brother  ever  teU  you  that  he  had  received  any  money 
for  you,  and  you  said,  "  No." — Not  for  me. 

12.102.  What  did  your  brother  tell  you  ?— That  he  received  6i. 

12.103.  And  you  had  no  curiosity  to  ask  who  it  was  for  ?— No. 
12,10^!.  Did  he  say  it  was  for  himself  ?— No. 


Thomas  Linton. 


Charles  Goodwin  recalled,  and  examined. 

12.105.  What  do  you  say  to  it?— He  told  me  that  he  allowed  his  brother  to  keep  the 
6Z.,  because  he  owed  him  some  clothes. 

12.106.  Did  he  tell  you  his  brother  stated  the  6?.  that  he  had  received  was  for  himself? 
— He  said  that  it  was ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  told  me  that  he  told  his  brother  he 
sliould  keep  the  whole  of  it  I  know  very  well  I  should  not  have  gone  to  canvass  the 
brother  without  the  consent  of  tliis  man. 


Charles  Goodwin. 


Thomas  Linton  recalled,  and  examined. 


12.107.  Did  you  tell  Goodwin,  what  he  has  just  stated,  that  you  told  your  brother 
he  might  keep  the  whole  of  it,  as  you  owed  for  clothes  ? — He  owed  a  bill  for  clothes. 

12.108.  As  your  brother  owed  for  clothes,  did  you  tell  him  he  might  keep  it  all  him- 
self?— No  ;  he  said  it  was  given  to  him. 

12.109.  Did  you  tell  him  he  might  keep  it  all  for  himself? — He  did  not  oflfer  me  any. 

12.110.  Did  you  tell  your  brother  or  Goodwin  that  you  had  told  your  brother  that 
he  uiight  keep  the  whole  6Z.  for  himself? — No. 

12.111.  You  did  not? — He  said  that  he  had  been  buying  some  clothes. 

12.112.  I  asked  you  what  you  told  Goodwin? — Goodwin  met  me  ;  he  gave  me  a  glass 
or  two  of  wine  the  other  night  He  said,  "  You  had  better  say  that  you  received  3?.  out 
of  the  61"    And  I  says,  "  I  shall  speak  the  truth."     Goodwin  can  state  that 


Thomas  Linton, 


John  Linton  sworn,  and  examined. 

12.113.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ?— I  am  a  freeman 

12.114.  Wlio  did  you  vote  for  at  the  last  election  ?— I  voted  for  Colonel  Romilly  and 
Sir  William  SomerviUe. 

12.1 15.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.116.  Who  did  you  vote  for  in  1847?— Smythe.      I  do  not  know  if  I  voted  for 
Conyngham  or  not. 

12.117.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  then  ?— Yes. 

12.118.  How  much  ?-j€*6. 

12.119.  Was  that  all  for  yourself  ?— Yes. 

12.120.  Who  did  you  get  it  from  ? — From  Goodwin. 

12.121.  Did  he  tell  you  it  was  all  for  yourself  ?— He  did  not  tell  me  it  was  not  for 
mysel£ 

12.122.  Did  he  tell  you  any  part  of  it  was  for  your  brother?— No,  he  did  not 

12.123.  What  trade  are  you  ?— A  turner, 

12.124.  What  trade  is  your  brother  ? — He  is  a  turner  and  chairmaker. 

12.125.  Is  your  brother  the  master  ? — Yes. 

12.126.  Are  you  the  journeyman  ? — Yes. 

12.127.  You  work  for  your  brother? — Yes. 

.   12,128.  Did  your  brotlier  tell  you  that  you  might  keep  the  61  all  to  yourself  ?— No ; 
he  did  not  tell  me  anything,  that  I  know  of 
12,129.  At  no  time  ?— No. 


John  Linton, 
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Edward  ffffy  ward, 
25th  June  1853. 


Edward  Hayward  sworn,  and  examined. 

12.130.  Are  you  a  fireeman  or  a  householder  ? — X  freeman. 

12.131.  You  voted,  I  believe,  at  tlie  last  election  ?— Yes. 

12.132.  Who  for?— Colonel  Romilly  and  Somerville. 

12.133.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.134.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.135.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

12.136.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ?— Yes. 

12.137.  How  much  ?— ^3. 

12.138.  Who  from? -Goodwin. 

12.139.  Did  anybody  get  any  portion  of  that  ?  -  No. 

12.140.  Were  you  offered  a  bribe  by  anybody  in  1852,  at  this  last  election  ?  —No. 

12.141.  Not  by  anybody? —No. 

12.142.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Blinks?— No. 

12.143.  Had  you  no  c6nversation  with  anybody  at  this  last  election  about  having  a 
share  of  a  bribe  ? — No. 


Mr$,  Hdvfkei.  ^^^  Hawkes  sworn,  and  examined. 

12.144.  I  believe  you  are  the  widow  of  the  late  James  Hawkes  ? — Yes. 

12.145.  Was  he  a  freeman  or  a  householder  in  this  city  ?— He  was  a  freeman. 

12.146.  Was  he  dead  before  the  last  election  ? — Yea 

12.147.  Did  he  vote  in  1847  ?— He  did. 

12.148.  Who  did  he  vote  for  ? — For  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

12.149.  Did  he  get  anything  for  his  vote,  do  you  know  ? — I  do  not  know. 

12.150.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  that  he  had  ?— No. 


Pear§on  Dray.  Peabson  Drat  sworn,  and  examined. 

""""""""^  12,151.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election? — Yes. 

12.152.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ?— The  Tory  party. 

12.153.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote? — No. 

12.154.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

12.155.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

12.156.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.157.  Did  you  give  anybody  anything  ? — Yes. 

12.158.  Who  did  you  bribe? — ^Tookey,  Thomas  Stredwick,  and  Henry  Stredwick. 

12.159.  Tookey  is  in  America  ? — Yea 

12.160.  Is  he  your  brother-in-law  ? — Yes. 

12.161.  Henry  Stredwick  ? — He  is  a  brother-in-law. 

12.162.  Thomas  Stredwick  is  dead?— Yes. 

12.163.  And  a  Mr.  Barnet?— Yea 

12.164.  Anybody  else  ?— No. 

12.165.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Burt? — I  know  two  or  three  Burta 

12.166.  James  Burt? — Yes;  father  and  son. 

12.167.  Did  you  see  them  at  the  last  election? — I  never  saw  them  about  electioneering 
business  at  all.     I  live  close  by  them. 

12.168.  Did  you  see  old  Burt  about  his  son  ? — No. 

12.169.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Cozens? — A  builder. 

12.170.  I  think  his  name  is  Thomas  Finch  Cozens  ? — Yes.     I  know  him  very  well. 

12.171.  You  do  know  him?— Yea 

12.172.  The  young  one  ?— Yea 

12.173.  Did   you  see  him  at  the  last  election  ?— No ;   not  about  any  electioneering 
matters  at  all. 

12.174.  Did  you  see  him  about  Burt  ? — No. 

12.175.  You  had  no  conversation  with  him  with  reference  to  Burt's  vote  ? — No. 

12.176.  Is  there  another  person  of  the  name  of  Dray  ? — Yes  ;  Dray  the  baker. 


WUliam  Smith 
(Watdnniiker). 


William  Smith  sworn,  and  examined. 

12.177.  Are  you  a  fireeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  householder. 

12.178.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yea 

12.179.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gippa 

12.180.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.181.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— I  did. 

12.182.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

12.183.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  then  ? — Yea 
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12,184  How  much  ?— ^8. 

12.185.  Who  paid  it  you  ? — Goodwin. 

12.186.  Were  you  a  10^.  householder  in  1^47? — I  waa 

12.187.  Are  you  a  watchmaker  by  trade  I — Yes. 

12.188.  Were  you  then  in  1847?— Yes. 


William  Cogger  junior  sworn,  and  examined. 

12.189.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election? — Yea 

12.190.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gippa 

12.191.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.192.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  anybody  during  that  election  ? — ^Yea 

12.193.  From  whom  ? — From  Mr.  Bligh. 

12.194.  What  money  ?—  1 7. 

12.195.  What  was  that  for? — To  pay  Ebenezer  Masters. 

12.196.  Did  you  pay  Ebenezer  Masters  7L  ? — Yes. 

12.197.  What  was  that  for  ?— For  his  vote. 

12.198.  You  had  no  money  yourself? — No. 

12.199.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.200.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — CHnton  and  Vance. 

12.201.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — No. 


WUkiamSmUh. 
25th  June  1853. 


Wm.  Cogger,  juH. 


Ebenezer  Mastebs  called ;  did  not  answer. 


It  was  a  debt  proved  in  this  court. 


Thomas  Marsh  sworn,  and  examined. 

12.202.  What  are  you? — I  am  a  licensed  victualler. 

12.203.  Are  you  a  lOZ.  householder  ?— Yes. 

12.204.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yea 

12.205.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — For  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

12.206.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.207.  Did  you  receive  any  money  at  the  last  election  from  anybody? — Yes  ;  I  did 

12.208.  From  whom? — From  Mr.  Bligh.     It  came  from  Cogger. 

12.209.  How  much  did  you  receive  from  him  ? — >£  13. 

12.210.  What  did  you  do  with  that  13Z.  ?— I  paid  Mr.  Sayer  5?.;  Bean  U, ;  and  the 
other  I  considered  was  a  part  of  an  outstanding  debt. 

12.211.  The  other  U.  you  kept  for  yourself  ?— Yea 
I  had  an  order  for  it. 

12.212.  A  debt  from  whom? — At  Clinton's  election  m  1847. 

12.213.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Bligh  about  your  vote  ? — He  called  upon  me. 

12.214.  And  what  did  he  say  when  he  told  you  he  would  send  you  some  money  ? — 
He  asked  me  whether  I  had  any  one  round  my  neighbourhood  that  had  not  promised 
their  votes. 

12.215.  What  did  you  say? — I  told  him  I  would  inquire  ;  and  a  few  days  before  the 
election — ^a  few  days  after — he  called.  I  told  him  of  those  people,  and  he  told  me  what  I 
should  give  them. 

12.216.  That  was  what  he  was  told?— Yes. 
12,217  You  told  him  of  Sayer  and  Bean  ?— Yea 

12.218.  Did  you  tell  him  that  Sayer  would  take  51  for  his  vote,  and  Bean  would  take 
51.  for  his  vote  ? — Yea 

12.219.  Did  you  say  thing  to  him  about  your  own  vote  ? — My  vote  was  given  a  month 
previously  to  that ;  and  I  made  a  remark  at  that  time  that  there  was  something  due  to 
me  at  a  former  election  ;  and  he  said  he  would  do  what  he  could  in  the  way  of  recovering 
it  for  me. 

12.220.  Did  you  tell  him  what  it  was  ?— I  told  him  21  or  better. 

12.221.  Wliat  did  he  say? — He  said  he  would  see  if  he  could  not  recover  it  for  me. 
He  said,  "  If  there  is  anything  above  that,  you  can  use  it  in  the  way  you  think  proper." 
If  I  received  anything  above  it,  I  might  make  use  of  it  in  any  way  I  thought  proper  in 
the  way  of  refreshments  and  expenses.  I  said  I  had  given  my  vote  three  weeks  ago  ; 
and  I  said,  "  If  there  is  anything  that  comes  in  that  way,  I  shall  not  receive  it  for  my 
vote ;"  and  he  said  it  should  not  be  done  in  that  way. 

12.222.  But  you  did  receive  it  ? — I  did  receive  it. 

12.223.  You  received  4^.  when  a  little  above  2Z.  was  due  to  you?  — It  might  be  2Z., 
or  2/.  10a 

12.224.  And  the  rest  of  the  4>l.  you  pocketed  yourself? — The  rest  I  kept.  I  had  little 
expenses,  and  I  gave  refreshments  to  a  few  of  the  neighbours  ;  it  was  not  for  my  vote.  I 
gave  my  vote  a  month  before,  as  I  had  always  done. 

12.225.  To  whom  had  you  pronused  your  vote  ?— To  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

12.226.  Who  did  you  vote  for  in  1847  ?— For  Vance  and  Clinton. 

12.227.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ?— No. 

Z  z  4 
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12.228.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  at  any  previous  election? — 
No.  I  voted  twice  before  that,  and  I  never  had  a  fistrthing.  As  I  am  here  now,  I  may 
tell  you,  that  in  1847  I  was  called  upon  by  Mr.  Smitlison,  after  giving  my  vote,  to  go  to 
a  house,  and  take  two  men  up  to  poU ;  and  after  that  I  took  them  to  Bennett's. 

12.229.  What  year  was  that  in  ?- That  was  in  1847. 

12.230.  Who  told  you  to  take  them  to  Bennetts?— Smithson  asked  me  after 
polled.  He  said  he  saw  those  men ;  he  had  promised  them  something.  Would 
them,  and  take  them  to  Bennett's  ? 

12.231.  Did  you  poll  those  men  ? — Yes.     I  saw  them  there. 

12.232.  What  were  their  names  ? — Their  names  were  Barton,  father  and  son. 
are  not  in  the  poll  book.     I  do  not  think  they  are  thera 

12.233.  Are  they  in  Canterbury  now? — I  do  not  think  they  are.  I  took  them  to 
Bennett's,  and  saw  them  paid.     I  got  the  money  into  my  hands,  and  paid  it  into  theirs. 

12.234.  You  received  the  money  from  Bennett  ? — Yes. 

12.235.  How  much  was  it? — Jt"o  each. 

12.236.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  transaction  of  that  kind  ? — No. 

11.237.  Were  those  Barton's  freemen? — Yes. 

12.238.  Both  of  them?— Yes. 


I  had 
IpoU 


They 


Ebenezer  Masters. 


Ebenezer  Masters  sworn,  and  examined. 

12.239.  What  trade  are  you  ? — I  am  a  weaver  by  trade. 

12.240.  Are  you  a  fireman  ? — No. 

12.241.  A  lOZ.  householder  ?— Yes. 

12.242.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

12.243.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

12.244.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Not  for  voting.     I  deny  that. 

12.245.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  Cogger? — Yes. 

12.246.  How  much?— ^7. 

12.247.  What  was  that  for  ? — ^Not  for  voting.     I  made  up  my  mind  to  vote  with  them 
long  before  thai 

12.248.  Tell  me  what  that  7i.  was  for  ? — It  was  a  gift  I  believe,  because  I  had  let  them 
into  the  secret  that  I  intended  to  vote  ? 

12.249.  Is  it  an  ordinary  thing  for  persons  to  come  and  give  you  7/.  ? — No.      I  had 
made  up  my  mind  not  to  tell  anybody  who  I  would  vote  for. 

12.250.  I  suppose  Cogger  knew  that  pretty  well  ? — He  did  not  know  ii 

12.251.  Did  you  not  make  up  your  mind  not  to  vote  till  you  received  what  you 
considered  a  proper  consideration  ? — No. 

1 2.252.  Had  you  not  made  up  your  mind  not  to  vote  until  you  had ? — No ;  I  had  not 

12.253.  Listen  to  my  question — unless  you  had  a  consideration  for  it?— No;  I  had 
not.     I  had  made  up  my  mind  to  vote  for  them  long  before  I  had  a  solicitation. 

12.254.  Did  Cogger,  when  he  paid  you  the  7?.,  say  anything  to  you  about  your  vote  ? 
— No. 

12.255.  Not  a  word  ?— No. 

12.256.  What  did  he  say  ?-.Nothing  at  all. 

12.257.  He  came  to  you  and  said,  "  Masters,  here  is  7i.  for  you  ?"--No. 

12.258.  How  did  he  do  it,  then  ? — He  put  it  into  my  hand. 

12.259.  Did  he  say  nothing  ?— No. 

12.260.  He  put  the  11  into  your  hand  ?— Yes. 

12.261.  Did  you  look  at  it  ? — No  ;  I  put  it  into  my  pocket. 

12.262.  What  was  it  in,  sovereigns  ? — It  was  in  a  paper,  in  an  envelope. 

12.263.  Had  you  not  the  curiosity  to  look  into  the  paper  ? — No. 

12.264.  What  did  you  do  with  the  paper? — I  kept  it  some  time  in  my  pocket,  and 
then  took  it  out. 

12.265.  How  long  was  it  you  had  it  in  your  pocket  without  the  curiosity  to  look  at 
it  ? — ^ix  hours. 

12.266.  What  did  you  think  it  was  wlien  lie  put  it  into  your  hands  ? — I  knew  that 
before. 

12.267.  He  told  you  it  was  7?.  ? — He  did  not  tell  me  anything  about  it. 

12.268.  How  did  you  know  it  was  7?.  before  you  opened  it  ? — I  did  not  know. 

12.269.  Could  you  see  thi'ough  the  paper  ? — No. 

12.270.  How  did  you  know  it  was  7i. ;  you  put  it  into  yoiu'  pocket  and  kept  it  six 
hours,  and  kept  your  curiosity  in  restraint  for  six  hours,  and  then  took  it  out  of  your 
pocket  and  looked  at  it  ? — I  did  not  know  the  exact  amount. 

12.271.  How  much  did  you  think  it  was? — I  never  thought  anything  about  it.  I  had 
promised  my  vote. 

12.272.  You  had  some  notion  about  what  it  was  ? — ^Yes. 

12.273.  How  much  did  you  think  it  was ;  about  11 A — I  could  not  tell;  not  till  I 
looked  at  it. 

12.274.  You  just  now  told  me  that  you  had  some  notion  of  the  amount  it  was  before 
you  looked  at  it ;  you  told  me  so  just  now  ? — Y^. 
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12,276.  What  did  you  think  it  was  ? — I  expected.  Ebenezer  Mmhn. 

12.276.  How  much  did  you  expect  it  was  ? — j£  7.  '  — 

12.277.  How  wa3  it  you  expected  it  was  7i.  ? — What  reason  had  I  ?  25th  Jane  1M8. 

12.278.  Yes ;  what  reason  had  you  to  expect  it  was  7L  ? — Because  Cogger  asked  me  

how  much.     He  said  I  must  name  a  sum.     I  said,  anything  they  liked*     It  was  known 

who  I  intended  to  vote  for.    I  had  made  up  my  mind. 

12.279.  It  was  for  your  teUing  them  who  you  would  vote  for? — Yes. 

12.280.  You  would  not  tell  him  who  you  were  going  to  vote  for  until  you  got  the 
money  ? — I  was  bothered  all  the  time  of  the  election.  At  last  I  did  tell  Cogger.  He  said  if 
I  told  him  that  I  was  going  to  vote  for  them,  he  would  do  something  for  me ;  that  was 
the  English  of  it ;  but  I  had  made  up  my  mind  all  along. 

12.281.  You  did  tell  him,  when  he  said  if  you  would  tell  him  who  you  were  going  to 
vote  for  he  would  do  something  for  you  ? — Yes. 

12.282.  In  consequence  of  that,  you  did  tell  him  who  you  were  going  to  vote  for  ? — Yes. 

12.283.  And  did  he  not  tell  you  that  he  would  give  you  7L  ? — He  said  he  would  see 
what  he  could  do. 

12.284.  Did  he  not  tell  you  he  would  give  you  71  if  you  would  tell  him  who  you  were 
going  to  vote  for  ? — He  said  he  would  see  what  he  could  do. 

12.285.  Did  he  not  tell  you,  if  you  would  tell  him  who  you  were  going  to  vote  for? — 
Not  then.     He  said  he  wanted  to  know. 

12.286.  And  he  gave  you  the  7/.  for  telling  him  who  you  were  going  to  vote  for  ? — 
Yes. 

12.287.  That  is  another  form  of  being  bribed.  If  you  had  told  him  that  you  were 
going  to  vote  for  Sir  William  Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly,  do  you  think  he  would 
have  given  you  the  7i  for  that  piece  of  information  ? — I  shoidd  not  have  told  him  that. 

12.288.  If  you  had,  you  would  still  have  got  the  7/.,  you  think? — No  ;  he  did  not  ask 
me  for  them. 

12.289.  Did  you  keep  the  money  in  your  pocket  till  after  you  had  voted  ? — I  did  not 
have  it  till  some  days  after  the  election. 

12.290.  How  did  you  vote  in  1847? — I  was  at  Dover  then.  I  was  not  a  voter  for 
Canterbury. 

12.291.  You  did  not  vote  for  Canterbury  then  ? — No. 


William  Sayer  called ;  did  not  answer. 


Edward  Jeffery  Austen  sworn,  and  examined.  Edward  Jeffery 

AutUtu 

12.292.  Are  you  a  fi-eeman  ? — Yes.  _ 

12.293.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

12.294.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William  Somerville. 

12.295.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Not  a  farthing. 

12.296.  In  1847  had  you  a  vote  ?— Yes. 

]  2,297.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ;  which  side  ? — The  blue  side. 

12.298.  For  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Smythe  ? — Yes.    , 

12.299.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — Not  a  farthing. 

12.300.  Did  you  receive  any  money  during  that  election  ? — Not  a  farthing. 

12.301.  After  that  election  ? — Not  a  farthing. 

12.302.  Do  you  know  a  gentleman  of  the  name  of  Rutter  ? — Yes. 

12.303.  Did  you  receive  2i.  from  him  ? — Not  a  farthing. 

12.304.  Had  you  any  colour  tickets  ? — No. 

12.305.  Are  you  quite  sure  ? — Yes. 

12.306.  Did  yoji  receive  \l.  from  Mr.  Rutter? — No. 

12.307.  Have  you  a  brother  a  voter? — Yes, 

12.308.  Did  he  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.309.  Did  Mr.  Rutter  give  you  a  pound  to  give  to  your  brother  ? — No. 

12.310.  You  are  quite  sure  you  did  not  receive,  in  1847,  from  Mr.  Rutter  or  from  any 
other  person,  a  poimd  for  yourself  ? — I  am  quite  sure  I  did  not 

12.311.  Are  you  quite  sure  you  did  not  receive,  in  1847,  from  Mr.  Rutter  or  any  other 
person,  IZ.  for  your  brother  ? — I  am  quite  sure. 

12.312.  You  are  quite  sure  that  you  never  received  any  money  from  anybody  either 
for  yourself  or  anybody  else  ? — No. 

12.313.  Is  your  brother  William  here  ? — No,  not  that  I  know  of. 

12.314.  Were  you  offered  any  money  at  the  last  election? — Yes. 

12.315.  Who  by  ?— Mr.  Vincent. 

12.316.  How  much  were  you  offered  ? — ^5. 

12.317.  Were  you  offered  5Z.  by  Vincent  to  vote  for  the  Tories? — ^Yes. 

12.318.  And  you  declined  to  take  it  ? — ^Yes. 

12.319.  And  you  voted  for  Sir  William  Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly  ? — ^Yes. 


William  Austen  (of  St.  Stephen's)  called ;  did  not  answer. 
James  Bean  called ;  did  not  answer. 
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Stephen  Wii^on  swom,  and  examineA 

]  2,320.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — No,  not  now. 

12.321,  Were  you  a  voter  at  the  last  election  ? — No. 

12.322.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ?— Yes. 
For  whom  did  you  vote  then  ? — For  Mr.  Smythe. 
And  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — No. 
Only  for  Smythe  ? — Only  for  Smythe. 
Were  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — ^A  householder. 
In  Canterbury  ? — Yes. 
Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 
Were  you  employed  at  the  last  election  for  anybody  I — No. 
By  Mr.  BUgh  ?— No. 

Did  you  take  any  voter  up  to  the  poll  for  Mr.  Bligh  ? — Not  for  Mr.  Bligh. 
For  whom  ? — I  was  a  colourman  at  the  last  election. 
On  which  side  ? — For  Johnstone  and  Gippa 
Did  you  take  any  persons  up  to  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 
Who  were  they  ? — Three  of  the  Whites. 
Did  you  take  up  Sayer  and  Bean  ? — No. 
Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  John  Keel  ? — I  might  know  him  ;  not  by 


12,323. 

12,324 

12,325. 

12,326. 

12,327. 

12,328. 

12,329. 

12,330. 

12,331. 
'    12,332. 

12,333. 

12,334. 

12,335. 

12,336, 

12,337. 
nama 

12,338. 

12,339. 


He  lives  in  Northgate  Street  ? — No,  I  do  not  know  him. 

Did  Doctor  Lochee  give  you  any  instructions  to  call  upon  anybody  living 
there  at  the  last  election  ? — No  ;  only  as  I  was  receiving  a  colourman 's  ticket  I  acted  by 
taking  them  to  the  poll 

12,340.  Were  you  appointed  to  see  any  voters  ? — No,  I  was  not. 


James  Seath. 


William  Packman  called ;  did  not  a^iswer. 


James  Seath  swom,  and  examined. 

1 2.341.  Do  you  live  at  Stelling  Minnis  ? — Yes. 

1 2.342.  How  fiir  is  that  from  Canterbury  ? — Seven  miles. 

12.343.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— I  did. 

12.344.  For  whom  did  you  vote? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

12.345.  Had  you  any  money  for  voting  ? — No. 

12.346.  Did  you  receive  a  pound  from  anybody  at  that  election? — After  the  election 
was  over,  for  my  carriage.  I  was  very  ill.  I  was  taken  out  of  bed,  and  they  were  obliged 
to  provide  a  carriage  for  me  to  lay  on,  and  I  asked  Mr.  Pilcher  afterwards  for  a  sovereign 
to  bear  the  expense. 

12.347.  You  were  ill  in  bed,  and  you  were  obliged  to  have  a  carriage  to  take  you  to 
Canterbury  and  back,  to  vote,  and  you  asked  for  a  sovereign  for  your  expenses  ? — Yes. 

12.348.  There  was  no  b&rgain  between  you  for  your  vote  ? — Not  a  bit. 


Henrv  Parren.  Henkt  Pabren  swom,  and  examined. 

-  12,349.  Do  you  live  at  Whitstable  ?— In  Northgate  Street. 

12.350.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

12.351.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — For  Sir  William  Somerville. 

12.352.  And  Colonel  Romilly  ?— And  Colonel  Rorailly. 

12.353.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.354.  In  1847  had  you  a  vote  ? — Yes. 

12,365.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ?— For  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe. 

12.356.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — No.  I  received  71-  from  Mr.  Jacobs 
about  eight  or  ten  days  after  the  election.  After  the  election  had  commenced,  Mr.  Jacobs, 
my  employer,  asked  me  which  way  my  brother  and  myself  Ivere  going  to  vote,  I  told 
hirn  blue.  I  then  told  Mr.  Jacobs  of  a  cii'cumstance  which  had  occurred  at  Henniker 
WUson's  election  ;  of  an  order  being  sent  to  my  sister  and  aunt  for  twelve  dozen  bows  to 
be  made  up  for  the  colourmen.  Some  time  after  the  election  they  sent  in  their  biU,  and 
received  no  money.  They  wrote  to  Henniker  Wilson,  and  the  answer  came  back,  not  to  my 
sister,  but  to  William  Davey  in  Guildhall  Street,  sajdng  that  he  could  not  assist  them  in 
any  way,  as  he  had  left  the  money  with  his  conmiittee,  and  it  was  they  who  had  kept  it. 
Soon  after  that  occurrence,  to  the  best  of  my  sister's  and  aunt's  recollection,  he  brought 
them  up  21.  as  part  of  the  debt.  In  1847,  when  I  was  at  Mr.  Jacobs's,  I  mentioned  the 
circumstance  to  him,  as  he  was  interceding.  He  told  me  he  would  see  if  anything  could  be 
done  on  it,  and  about  eight  or  nine  days  after  that  he  gave  me  71 ;  SI.  10«.  to  take  to  my 
aunt,  and  SL  lOs.  to  take  to  my  sister,  if  they  would  accept  of  it,  and  consider  themselves 
as  paid.  I  took  the  money  home,  and  I  gave  Si.  10s.  to  my  aunt,  and  3i.  lOs.  my  brother 
gave  to  my  sister. 

12.357.  Had  you  any  part  of  it  ?rTrrNr>^jaQt  a  ferthijjg.. 
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12.358.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  your  sister  or  aunt? — I  received  a  pound     Mmry  J\»rrm^ 
from  my  aunt,  and  my  brother  a  pound  from  my  sister.  -_  . 

12.359.  Was  the  agreement  between  you  and  your  sister,  that  if  i^ou  could,  get  this    25th  Juae  1858. 
money  you  should  have  a  pound  ? — No  ;  it  was  never  mentioned.  -'^— a — = 

12.360.  How  long  after  you  paid  your  sister  this  3L  10«.  was  it  you  received,  a  pound 
from  her  ? — It  might  be  a  week. 

12.361.  How  much  was  your  sister's  demand  on  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson's  committee  1 
At  the  first  ? 

12.362.  At  the  first  ? — ^The  order  was  for  twelve  dozen  bows,  and  they  were  to  receive 
28,  a  dozen  for  making  them.  The  parties  were  to  have  foimd  the  ribbons  themselves ;  but 
they  found  them. 

12.363.  What  was  the  amount? — The  whole  amoimt  was  16L  16&  My  axmt's  accoimt 
was  the  same.  During  the  time  they  were  making  up  the  bows  another  order  was  sent  to 
my  aunt,  with  some  ribbon  to  convert  into  three  dozen  bows,  which  made  my  aunt's 
account  71.  2«. 

12.364.  There  was  16Z.  168.  your  sister  s  bill,  and  your  aunt's  account  7Z.  2&  ?-T-Exactly. 

12.365.  They  received  H.  from  Davey  ? — ^To  ihe  best  of  their  recoUection,  it  was  not 
more  than  that. 

12.366.  So  that  19L  18a.  was  due  ;  14i.  16d.  to  your  sister,  and  5L  2«.  to  your  aunt  ? — 
Exactly.    My  aunt  had  the  same  sum  sent  to  her  as  my  sister. 

12.367.  You  voted  at  the  last  election,  I  understand,  for  Sir  William  Somerville  and 
Cplonel  Romilly  ?— Ye& 

12.368.  They  were  of  the  same  politics  as  Lord  Albert  Conjnigham  and  Mr.  Smythe^? 
—Yes. 

12.369.  They  were  the  liberal  party  ?— Yes. 

12.370.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ? — No.     I  was  not  a  voter  then. 

12.371.  Are  those  the  dnly  two  times  you  voted  ? — Yes. 

12.372.  On  both  those  occasions  you  voted  for  the  Blues? — For  the  Blues. 

12.373.  Did  you  make  this  representation  to  Mr.  Jacobs  about  the  money  being  due  ? 
—I  did ;  and  I  told  Mr.  Jacobs  they  had  received  something  as  an  acknowledgment  ol 
the  debt. 

12.374.  Before  this  conversation  with  Mr.  Jacobs,  had  you  promised  your  vote  ? — I  had 
not  promised  it.    I  had  not  seen  any  o»e.    I  had  not  been  canvassed. 

12.375.  Had  you  made  up  your  mind  not  to  vote  unless  your  sister  and  aunt  were 
paid  ? — No.    We  made  up  our  minds  to  vote  blue,  and  I  told  Mr.  Jacobs  so. 

12.376.  What  are  you  ? — I  am  shopman  to  Mr.  Jacobs ;  Mr.  Nathan  Jacobs.  I  was 
shopman  to  Mr.  Jacob  Jacobs. 

12.377.  You  are  prepared  to  swear  that  in  1847  the  money  which  you  received,  as  you 
say,  on  account  of  your  aunt  and  sister,  was  not  received  or  considered  by  you  at  all  as  a 
consideration  for  your  vote  ? — No,  it  was  not  I  mentioned  to  Mr.  Jacobs  that  I  would 
vote  if  I  was  asked.  I  then  asked  him  to  intercede,  and  get  this  money,  which  my  sister 
and  aunt  were  robbed  of 


Samuel  Parren  sworn,  and  examined.  Samuel  Parren. 


12,878.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

12.379.  Did  you  vote  ?— Yes. 

12.380.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

12.381.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.382.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.383.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Lord  Albert  Conjmgham. 

12.384.  And  Smythe  ?— No. 

12.385.  Only  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — Yes. 

12.386.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — No. 

12.387.  Did  you  receive  3i.  lOs.  from  anybody  ? — I  did,  from  my  brother,  to  give  to  my 
sister,  for  some  ribbons  made  up  at  Henniker  Wilson's  election. 

12.388.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  your  sister  about  this  money  ? — Not  at  all. 

12.389.  Were  you  surprised  when  he  gave  you  this  3f.  10^.  to  give  to  your  sister  ? — 
I  was  surprised  when  I  had  it  brought  to  me,  about  ten  days  after  the  election,  to  see  it  come. 
It  had  been  a  long  while  coming. 

12.390.  You  were  surprised  to  see  it  come  ten  days  after  tlie  election,  because  it  had 
been  a  long  while  coming.  Did  you  know  that  it  was  to  come  ? — No  ;  I  did  not  know  that 
it  was  to  come.  The  bill  was  acknowledged  by  William  Davey 's  bringing  the  2?. 

12.391.  When  did  you  fii^t  hear  of  these  bills  being  due  to  your  sister  or  aunt  ?  Had 
you  ever  heard  an3rthing  about  it  before  the  election  of  1 847  ? — I  recollect  very  well  ad- 
vancing my  sister  \L  I85.  for  the  ribbons,  to  make  up  the  bow.s  for  Henniker  Wilson's 
election. 

12.392.  In  1841  ?— Yes. 

1 2.393.  You  advanced  her  money  ? — I  did. 

12.394.  Did  you  i)ay  that  money  over  to  yom*  sister  ? — I  i)aid  her  the  whole  of  ii. 

12.395.  Did  you  receive  any  back  ? — I  did.  ...  . .       .         _ 
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372    EVIDBNC    taken  befobe  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  inqxtibe  into 
Samuel  Pknren.        12,396.  What  for?— She  said,  "  I  will  give  you  li.  18«/'  I  said,  « I  shall  be  satiflfied 

—         with  ir 

26ih  June  1853.         12,397.  The  pound  she  gave  back  to  you  was  in  repayment  of  the  money  that  you 
— —        had  advanced  to  her  in  1841  ? — That  is  so. 

12.398.  I  put  the  same  question  to  you  aa  I  put  to  your  brother.  Will  you  undertake  to 
swear  that  that  SL  10«.  which  you  received  from  your  brother  was  not  given,  and  that  you 
did  not  receive  it,  in  consideration  of  a  promise  you  had  given  of  your  vote.  ? — No,  I 
promised  no  one  ;  I  will  take  my  oath  of  it. 

12.399.  Had  that  3i.  10s.  anything  to  do  with  your  vote  ? — Not  at  all 

12.400.  Did  you  know  before  you  voted  that  you  were  to  receive  the  3i.  10«,  for  your 
sister  ? — I  did  not. 

12.401.  Before  you  voted  you  did  not  know  about  any  money  ? — I  did  not. 

12.402.  Had  you  any  expectation  of  receiving  any  money  before  you  voted? — ^No,  I 
had  not. 

12.403.  How  did  you  vote  last  time  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

12.404.  That  is  red  ?— Yes. 

12.405.  Did  you  complain  that  you  were  obliged  to  vote  red? — No  ;  I  was  not  obliged 
to  vote  red. 

1 2.406.  You  did  not  complain  to  the  blue  party  that  you  had  been  obliged  to  vote  red 
by  your  master  ? — No,  not  at  all. 

12.407.  How  came  you  to  change  your  jmrty  ? — I  voted  for  the  men  ;  not  for  the  colours. 

12.408.  Had  you  any  personal  objection  to  Sir  WiUiam  SomerviUe  and  Colonel  Romilly  ? 
• — I  preferred  the  other  two. 


Hemrv  Cozens.  Henky  Cozens  sworn,  and  examined. 

'  12,409.  Are  you  a  voter? — ^Yea 

12.410.  A  freeman  ? — Yes  ;  a  freeman. 

12.411.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

12.412.  For  whom  did  you  vote? — For  the  blue  party. 

12.413.  Sir  William  SomerviUe  and  Colonel  Romilly  ? — ^Yes. 

12.414.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.415.  Did  you  vote  m  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.416.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe. 

12.417.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — No. 

12.418.  What  are  you? — A  carpenter  and  grocer. 

12.419.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  Mr.  Jacobs  about  the  time  of  1847  ? — At  that 
time  I  was  engaged  upon  a  job  of  work  in  the  coimtry,  10  miles  from  Canterbury.  Feeling 
an  interest  in  the  election,  I  came  in.  I  made  application  to  some  of  the  parties  upon  the 
blue  side,  in  a  straightforward  way,  with  a  view  to  get  my  expenses  paid.  First  of  all  I 
saw  a  man  named  Cooper,  and  he  said  he  had  no  doubt  my  expenses  would  be  paid.  He 
directed  me  to  one  or  two  parties.  I  called  upon  Mr.  Pilcher,  an  active  agent  among  the 
Blues.  He  said  he  did  not  know  who  had  the  defraying  of  the  expenses  incurred.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  the  money  would  be  paid. 

12.420.  Was  this  before  or  after  the  election  ? — Before  the  election. 

12.421.  What  claim  did  you  make  on  Mr.  Pilcher  ? — I  merely  wanted  my  expenses. 

12.422.  You  had  to  come  10  miles  and  to  go  back  10  miles  ? — Yes. 

12.423.  And  did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Jacobs  a  guinea  ? — No. 

12.424.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  anybody  for  your  expenses? — Yes.  Mr. 
Pilcher  told  me  if  I  made  application  to  Mr.  Jacobs  my  expenses  would  be  paid.  I  went 
to  Mr.  Jacobs.  He  was  not  at  home,  and  I  saw  one  of  the  sona 

12.425.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  expenses? — Yes. 

12.426.  From  whom  ? — From  the  son,  I  believe. 

12.427.  How  much  did  you  receive  ? — A  pound. 

12.428.  That  was  for  your  travelling  expenses  ? — I  considered  that  was  to  pay  my 
expenses. 

12.429.  Have  you  voted  at  any  other  election  ? — No. 

12.430.  1841  ?— I  do  not  know  if  I  voted  in  1841. 

12.431.  Which  side  have  you  always  voted  ? — I  have  always  voted  on  the  blue  side. 


James  Beatu  James  Bean  sworn,  and  examined. 

*""""*""""*  12,432.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

12.433.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

12.434.  For  whom? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

12.435.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — I  did. 

12.436.  How  much?— ^4. 

12.437.  From  whom  did  you  receive  it  ?— -Marsh* 

12.438.  Thomas  Marsh?— Yes. 
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12,489.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes,  I  did  James  Bean. 

12.440.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — I  voted  for  Sinythe.  — ^ 

12.441.  And  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ?— No,  for  Smythe.  Sfith  June  1853. 

12.442.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — I  had.  .————— 

12.443.  How  much?— ^3. 

12.444.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — Goodwin. 

12.445.  Did  you  vote  in  1841.  ? — No ;  I  was  not  roistered. 

12.446.  Have  you  voted  before  these  elections  ? — I  have. 

12.447.  Several  times  ? — I  have  voted  before. 

12.448.  Did  you  receive  any  money  then  ? — No. 

12.449.  Are  those  the  only  two  elections  at  which  you  received  money  for  your  vote  ? — 
Those  two  elections  ;  from  Goodwin  and  Marsh. 


Jonathan  John  Rutter  recalled,  and  examined.  Jonathan  John 

Butter. 

12.450.  I  see  Austen  appears  in  your  list,  J.  and  W.,  brothers,  21.  ? — Yes,  I  know  it        

does. 

1 2.451.  Do  you  know  what  that  2/.  was  for  ? — No,  I  do  not.  I  think  I  stated  to  the 
Commissioners  before,  that  I  could  not  recollect  who  came  to  me. 

12.452.  You  stated  there  was  a  voucher,  but  you  did  not  know  anything  about  it  ? — 
Yes.  I  must  tell  you,  gentlemen,  there  is  one  has  been  found  out  since  that,  who  has  said 
he  had  not  any  money. 

12.453.  Who  is  that  ? — I  think  you  will  hear.    That  will  come  before  you. 

12.454.  Your  impression  is  that  Austen  is  a  mistake  ? — I  really  do  not  know.  I  know 
nothing  about  it.  Somebody  must  have  come  to  me  for  the  money.  I  said  that  to  you  at 
the  time  of  my  examination. 

12.455.  Do  you  mean  James  Field? — I  would  rather  not  mention  anybody.  Let  it 
come  before  you  in  the  proper  way. 


John  Cherrison  sworn,  and  examined.  John  Cherrison. 


12.456.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — I  am  a  freeman. 

12.457.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — ^Yes. 

12.458.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

12.459.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — ^No. 

12.460.  No  promise? — No. 

12.461.  Did  you  see  Blinks  ? — ^No. 

12.462.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Holland  ?— No. 

12.463.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Pout?— No. 

12.464.  Who  did  you  vote  for  in  1847  ? — Con3nigham  and  Smythe. 

12.465.  Do  you  know  a  man  named  Maurice  Saunders  ? — Yes. 

12.466.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  in  1847  ? — No. 

12.467.  Had  you  any  money  from  Maurice  Saunders  ? — No,  I  had  not. 

12.468.  Had  your  wife  ? — I  have  not  got  one. 

12.469.  Had  your  family  ? — I  think  my  mother  had  a  pound  for  colour  tickets. 

12.470.  Was  that  from  Saimders? — I  think  it  was. 

12.471.  Had  your  mother,  or  any  of  your  friends,  any  colour  tickets  at  the  last  election? 
-Yes  ;  I  got  two  for  my  father-in-law  and  brother. 

12.472.  How  much  were  they  ? — 1/.  the  two. 

12.473.  1/.  in  1862,  and  \l  in  1847?— I  did  not  have  it  in  1852.    I  never  had  thai 


George  Barber  sworn,  and  examined.  George  Barber. 

12.474.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — I  am  a  freeman. 

12.475.  Who  did  you  vote  for  at  the  last  election  ? — No  one. 

12.476.  You  did  not  ?— No. 

12.477.  Did  you  see  a  man  of  the  name  of  Blinks  ? — No ;  I  do  not  know  him. 

12.478.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Holland  about  the  time  of  the  election  ? — No.  I  know  him 
very  well. 

12.479.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Pout  ?— No. 

12.480.  Was  nothing  said  to  you  about  your  vote  in  1852? — Not  in  the  least,  only  by 
the  candidates ;  and  I  told  them  I  should  not  vote  for  either.  I  gave  such  unpleasantness 
in  1847,  that  I  said  I  would  not  vote  any  more. 

12.481.  Who  did  you  give  unpleasantness  to  in  1847  ? — ^To  my  customers.  I  had 
customers  on  both  sides. 

12.482.  Who  did  you  vote  for  in  1847  ? — Upon  the  red  side. 

12.483.  Do  you  know  a  man  of  the  name  of  Watts  ? — Yes. 

12.484.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Pilcher  ?— Yes. 
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George  Barber.         12,485.  The  Marchioness  of  Conjrngham's agent ? — Yes.. 

12,486.  You  voted  red  in  1847  ?— Yes,  I  did. 

25th  June  1^53.         12,487.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  in  1847  ? — Not  for  my  vote. 
12,488.  What  then  ? — I  got  a  pound  for  the  exi)enses  of  the  previous  election. 

12.489.  From  whom  did  you  get  that  ? — From  Mr.  Watts,  by  the  commission  of 
Mr.  Pilcher. 

12.490.  Did  you  get  anything  fi-om  Mr.  Pilcher  ? — Not  a  single  farthing. 

12.491.  You  only  got  a  pound  from  Watts  ? — I  only  got  a  pound  from  Watts. 

12.492.  Did  you  not  get  altogether  2/.  ?— No. 

12.493.  Are  you  sure  ? — ^Yes. 

12.494.  You  are  quite  certain  ? — Yes. 

12.495.  Did  you  get  a  pound  from  nobody  else  ? — No. 

12.496.  Is  Watts  a  Blue  ?— Watts  is  a  Blue. 

12.497.  He  voted  blue  ? — I  do  not  know. 

12.498.  You  got  the  pound  from  him,  by  the  direction  of  Mr.  Pilcher,  and  then  voted 
red  ? — Yes  ;   that  is  right. 

12.499.  When  you  received  that  pound,  was  anything  said  about  yoiu*  vote  ? — Not  in 
the  least.  Mr.  Pilcher  asked  me,  first,  whether  I  would  vote  for  my  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham,  and  I  said  no.  I  said  that  I  had  not  received  a  pound  for  the  last  election,  and 
he  ordered  Watts  to  pay  me  ;  and  he  never  asked  me  for  my  vote  afterwards. 


Mr.  John  Pout.  Mr.  John  Pout  recalled,  and  examined. 

—— "^^^^  

12.500.  Have  you  and  Mr.  Taylor  been  looking  over  the  accounts  mentioned  yesterday, 
or  have  you  been  trying  to  make  up  as  well  as  you  can  an  account  similar  to  that  which 
you  sent  in  to  Mr.  Delmar,  Mr.  Kingsford,  and  Dr.  Lochee  ? — Yes. 

12.501.  Can  you  give  me,  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  the  items  of  that  account? — 
Yes  {the  account  was  handed  in,  and  ma^^ked). 

12.502.  I  see  by  this  you  paid  450?.  to  Dr.  Lochee  ;  what  for  ? — I  believe  it  was  for 
colours. 

12.503.  You  afterwards  paid  him  another  25i. ;  what  was  that  for  ? — I  do  not  know 
what  that  was  for  ;  I  do  not  know.     I  think  he  gave  you  an  account  of  it  yesterday. 

12.504.  Here  is  an  item  of  30Z.  for  Mr.  Walker's  preliminary  expenses  ? — Those  are  the 
expenses  guaranteed  to  Mr.  Walker  and  myself,  and  three  or  four  others,  who  went  to 
town.  We  met  at  Mr.  Kingsford's  office.  Mr.  Walker  paid  all  the  expenses,  and  that 
was  to  be  the  first  to  be  paid  out  of  the  election  fund. 

12.505.  Those  expenses  incurred  by  you  and  Mr.  Walker,  or  any  other  gentleman,  with 
reference  to  the  election,  in  going  up  to  town  to  get  a  candidate  ? — Precisely.  There 
was  a  committee  met  at  Mr.  Kingsford's ;  Mr.  William  Delmar  and  myself  and 
Mr.  Walker.      Mr.  Delmar  became  ill,  and  he  declined  going. 

12.506.  Here  is  one  item,  "  Mr.  Taylor,  the  clerk,"  that  is  the  assistant  turnkey,  40?. 
and  190?. ;  I  think  you  have  accounted  for  that? — The  40Z.  was  what  the  salary  was 
allowed  at  by  the  doctor ;  the  other  sum  was  what  we  paid  in  biUs. 

12.507.  We  have  that  in  evidence.  Now  here  is  "  Mr.  King,  during  canvass,  10?."  ? 
— I  have  put  them  in  round  nimibers  ;  the  odd  shillings  I  could  not  tell.  That  is  what  he 
paid  during  his  canvass  through  the  country. 

12.508.  Is  that  the  gentleman  who  was  examined  here  ? — Yes. 

12.509.  Do  you  know  what  that  was  for  ? — It  was  for  expenses  during  the  canvass ; 
luncheons  and  so  forth.    He  went  canvassing  over  at  Charlton  and  different  other  places. 

12.510.  "  Reader,  15?./'  what  is  that  for  ? — I  suppose  for  his  salary. 

12.511.  Was  he  a  clerk? — Accompanying  the  canvassera  He  went  round  to  show 
where  the  voters  lived. 

12.512.  "  Oakenfull,  20?.  "  that  you  have  accounted  for  ?— Yes. 

12.513.  What  is  this  4?.  10s.  ? — That  was  given  to  the  widow.  He  died,  and  the  widow 
was  in  great  distress.    Taylor  paid  3?.  first,  and  I  paid  1?.  lOs.  afterwards. 

12.514.  To  the  widow  ?— Yes. 

12.515.  Did  she  claim  that  amount  as  due  to  her  husband  ? — Yes. 

12.516.  **  Vincent,  15?."  ? — That  was  his  salary  ;  that  was  accounted  for. 

12.517.  You  account  here  for  Vincent,  60?.,  and  you  gave  him  15?.  besides  ? — Yea 

12.518.  "  Pamplet,  5?. ;"  what  is  that  for  ? — During  the  canvasa 

12.519.  Was  ho  a  canvassing  clerk? — No. 

1 2.520.  Was  he  a  voter  ? — Yes.  Part  of  it  was  his  exj^enses.  He  came  in  from 
tli  J  country  ;  he  and  his  son.  Tlie  money  was  paid  him  after  he  had  voted ;  two  or  three 
days  after  the  election.     It  was  him  and  his  son. 

12.521.  It  is  liandsome  pay,  you  know? — I  do  not  know.  It  is  coming  from  the 
country,  a  master  tradesman. 

12.522.  What  is  PamjJet  ? — A  butcher  and  grazier. 

1 2.523.  Where  does  he  live  ?— At  Old  Wye  Lees  at  Chilham. .  ■ 

12.524.  Had  Pamplet  the  management  of  the  voters  all  roxnad  there  ?— Yes  ;  at  Cliilliam. 

12.525.  He  would  be  out  of  pocket  ?— Yes,  if  hp  had  not  made  a  charge  of  that  sort 

12.526.  Here  is,  "  Band,  90?!"  and  "  Itefi-eshments,  Kelso^ibr  theroughs  ;'*  thit  we  liave 
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had  ax3counted  for.     Here  is  another  gentleman  in  the  same  employment,  Chipperfield.     Is     Mr.  John  Pout. 

that  for  the  roughs  ?— He  was  assistant  to  the  roughs.      I  do  not  know  exactly  what  

he  was.  25th  June  1853. 

12,527.  Sharpe,  two  bills,  87.  IO5.  ?— For  papering  the  committee-room  down  on  the       ^ 

parade,  and  the  2/.  something  was  for  papering  Mr.  Ward's  room,  which  the  committee 
desta-oyed.  The  two  bills  came  to  that  sum.  It  was  6/.  odd  he  charged  for  Mr.  Curtis's 
house. 

12,628.  Have  you  seen  a  bill  that  Mr.  CoUard  sent  in,  of  81/.  ?— No. 

12.529.  Here  is  Packman,  3i  10*. ;  what  is  that  for? — Colour  poles. 

12.530.  Not  for  his  vote  ?— No. 

12.531.  Colours,  what  is  that  for  ? — Bearers  and  flags. 

12.532.  Out-dwellers,  10/.  ?— That  is  the  expenses  of  out-dwellers. 

12.533.  Registration  accoimt,  35/.? — That  is  the  registration  accoimt  which  they 
allowed 

12.534.  Then,  Clarke  ;  what  is  that  for?— I  think  it  is  for  some  of  the  voters.  They 
generally  had  a  treat  up  there.     He  is  the  landlord  of  the  Ship. 

12.535.  Golden,  7i  IO5.  ;  what  is  that  for?— That  is  a  bill  for  bows  omitted  in  Taylor's 
account  for  making  cockades. 

12.536.  Kelson,  170i  ?— Those  items  you  had  all  before. 

12.537.  5i,  Benjamin  Johnson  ? — I  do  not  know  what  for.  He  called  on  me,  and  said 
he  was  out  of  pocket. 

12,588.  What  is  Johnson  ?— A  miller. 

12,639.  Was  it  not  for  Busher's  expenses? — I  do  not  know.  I  would  not  answer  as 
to  that. 

12.540.  Thomas  F.  Cozens  ;  7/.  10*. — That  was  for  a  man  of  the  name  of  Burt. 

12.541.  The  son  of  the  old  gentleman  examined  here  yesterday? — I  do  not  know.  I 
was  not  here. 

12,642.  Did  you  give  the  11  IO5.  to  Cozens  ?— Yes,  I  did. 

12,543.  What  did  he  represent  to  you  it  was  for  ? — He  represented  that  this  man 
wanted  to  come  and  vote,  but  he  could  not  get  him  here  without  paying  some  account 
that  was  due  to  the  magistrates  for  a  bastard. 

12,644.  Arising  from  a  bastardy  affair  ? — I  do  not  know  what  it  was  exactly.  It  was 
something  of  that  sort. 

12.545.  Was  he  in  prison  ? — No  ;  I  do  not  think  he  was  in  prison.  I  think  they  fetched 
liim  from  some  place,     I  do  not  know  the  circimastances  at  all. 

12.546.  I  see  the  whole  of  this  amounts  to  1,624/.  10^.  ? — Yes ;  that  is  as  near  as  we  can 
make  it.  We  had  four  hours  last  night  and  five  hours  this  morning,  and  I  think  that  is 
as  near  as  the  thing  can  be  brought.  It  was  a  similar  account  that  I  stated  yesterday 
was  presented  to  the  finance  committee. 

12.547.  You  are  quite  sure  that  the  names,  "confidential,  No.  1,  Kelson,  Admans, 
Vincent,"  and  so  on,  (that  is  about  the  form  in  which  those  names  appear  in  the  accounts,) 
were  sent  to  Dr.  Lochee,  Mr.  Kingsford,  and  Mr.  Delmar  ? — I  was  going  to  explain  thatl 
I  saw  Mr.  Kingsford.  He  perfectly  recollects  the  word  was  confidential  He  thinks  it  was 
all  in  one  simi ;  he  does  not  think  it  was  all  in  detail.  Mr.  Taylor  states,  in  making  out 
the  ficrst  account  they  were  all  put  down  in  that  way.  In  the  second  account,  to  go  to 
Dr.  Lochee,. the  numbers  were  put,  but  not  the  names ;  and  the  remark  was  made  at  the 
bottom  of  the  account,  "  the  names  will  be  furnished  when  required."  I  think  Mr.  Taylor 
will  answer  that  question. 

1 2.548.  There  was  put  confidential  a  sum  amounting  to  upwards  of  500/.  ?  —  Mr.  Kings- 
ford thinks  a  little  more.  I  think  we  really  paid  more.  The  parties  say  they  have  not 
had  more,  and  I  am  bound  to  believe  them. 

12.549.  Is  it  Thomas  Taylor  you  speak  of? — Yes,  Thomas  Taylor. 

12.550.  And  in  the  same  bill  there  is  450/.  paid  to  Dr.  Lochee?  —Yes. 

12.551.  The  meaning  of  that  term  confidential  is  very  obvious? — Yes. 

12.552.  We  have  that  in  evidence.  Did  you  send  in  an  accoimt  to  Mr.  Kingsford 
two  or  three  days  ago  ? — Yes. 

12.553.  Where  did  you  get  that  from? — From  Mr.  Core  Kingsford. 

12.554.  You  received  it  fi'om  Mr.  Core  Kingsford  ? —I  received  it  with  a  letter  from 
another  party  that  wrote  to  me.  I  tliink  it  is  stated  in  the  exddence  of  the  Parliamentary 
Committee  that  Allen  Engeham  claimed  200/.  or  300/.  for  services,  and  Mr.  Kingsford 
sent  me  that  letter,  being  a  curiosity,  to  read,  and  this  account  was  with  it.  He  asked 
me  whether  I  had  got  it,  and  I  said  I  did  not  know  ;  but  I  found  it  afterwards,  and  sent 
them  both  back  to  lum.     It  was  no  account  of  mine ;  it  was  never  in  ray  hands. 

12.555.  It  does  not  appear  in  your  handwriting  ? — He  makes  it  enter  into  my  hands 
through  Ivr.  Core  Kingsford 's  sending  me  in  that  way  the  letter  of  Allen  Engeham,  wliich 
letter  must  have  been  with  his  accounts,  and  put  together,  and  sent  down  to  me  ;  that  is 

'  how  I  came  by  it.  And  Mr.  Kingsford  said  to  me  about  three  or  four  days  ago,  *'  Have 
you  got  it  ?"  I  said,  "  I  do  not  think  I  have ;"  but  I  found  that  letter,  and  transmitted 
it  to  him. 

12.556.  What  did  you  do  with  the  balance,  between  1,624/-   and  1,700/.? — There  were 
[  some  small  bills.   We  could  not.make  it  up  nearer    There  were  a  great  many  little  things 

that  could  not  be  made  out. 
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Mr,  John  Pout  12,557.  The  1,624L  is  as  near  as  you  can  approach  from  your  recollection  ? — Quite  as 

"■"^  much  as  we  can  recollect.     We  endeavoured  to  recollect,  as  near  as  any  one  could  be 

25th  Jane  1853.    expected  to  get  at  it  from  memory.     I  assure  you  all  these  things  are  destroyed. 

'  12,558.  Did  you  say  you  were  four  hours  last  night  and  five  hours  this  morning  getting 

it  up  ? — In  making  it  out.  I  was  recollecting,  at  times,  diflferent  things  that  occurred  to 
me  ;  what  payments  had  been  made  ;  and  when  Mr.  Taylor  came  down  this  morning  we 
went  through  it  again,  and  he  spoke  of  several  things  that  were  omitted.  He  said,  "  Some 
that  you  have  charged  are  charged  in  my  account.  My  account  would  have  been  nearer 
to  the  sum."  He  said,  "  Those  things  are  in  my  account  which  I  have  delivered  in,  and 
cannot  be  charged  twice."     That  is  how  it  is. 

1,559.  Do  you  remember  whether,  in  the  account  you  sent  in  to  those  gentlemen, 
there  appeared  there  the  number  of  the  voters, — not  the  names  of  the  voters, — as  they 
stand  or  stood  on  the  register  ?—  No. 

12.560.  In  the  poll  book?— No ;  nothing  but  No.  1.  so  much  money,  but  no  name  at 
at  all. 

12.561.  Are  you  quite  sure,  Mr.  Pout,  that  you  received  no  account  from  Mr.  Collard? 
— No ;  no  account. 

12.562.  There  was  an  account  produced  to-day  by  Mr.  Collard,  with  a  marginal 
observation,  which  he  states  to  be  in  your  handwriting  ? — That  may  be.  He  never  sent  any 
to  me.  It  might  have  been  a  bill  given  to  me  by  Mr.  Kingsford  at  the  time  I  was  in  town, 
and  I  might  have  made  observations  upon  it.     I  do  not  recollect  having  it  from  him. 

12.563.  You  mean  to  deny  that  you  received  it  from  him  directly  ?— I  never  received 
anything  from  Mr.  Collard. 

12.564.  It  might  have  come  to  Mr.  Taylor? — It  might  have  come  to  Mr.  Taylor. 

12.565.  It  appears  that  Mr.  Collard  misunderstood  my  question? — I  imderstand 
Mr.  Collard  thinks  I  kept  that  account  to  send  in.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the 
account.     I  did  not  know  of  any  such  account. 

12.566.  I  believe  you  stated  that  Thomas  Taylor  had  had  from  time  to  time  cash 
transactions  with  you  ? — ^Yes. 

12.567.  Do  you  remember  any  question  of  account  occurring  after  the  election  between 
Thomas  Taylor  and  Mr.  Kingsford,  by  which  it  appeared  that  Taylor  expended  of  his 
own  money  251. 10s.,  or  any  sum  which  he  had  not  been  repaid  ? — ^No ;  I  do  not  recollect 
anything  of  that  kind. 

12.568.  I  will  put  it  to  you  more  distinctly.  Do  you  remember  it  being  suggested  to 
you,  or  by  you,  that  Thomas  Taylor  should  be  paid  exactly  that  sum,  and  that  it  should 
go  into  accoimt  ? — Not  to  my  recollection. 

12,669.  You  were  not  consulted  by  Mr.  Kingsford  about  it  ? — I  do  not  recollect  it. 

12.570.  Nor  by  his  clerk  ? — ^Not  by  his  clerk ;  decidedly  not.  The  only  thing  about 
Taylor's  sum  was  the  question  about  his  salary.  The  question  was  asked  whether  they 
thought  he  was  deserving  of  that  sum,  and  I  said  very  much  so. 

12.571.  It  will  refresh,  your  memory, — I  will  ask  you,  about  the  time  Thomas  Taylor 
was  preparing  himself  to  be  examined  before  the  House  of  Commons,  do  you  recollect  it 
being  suggested  to  you  or  to  him  that  the  payment  should  be  made  to  lum  with  a  view 
to  his  evidence,  in  order  that  it  might  go  into  account  ? — ^No,  I  do  not  recollect  it. 

12.572.  Do  you  know  John  Hatton  ? — Yes. 

12.573.  Did  he  receive  any  money  from  you  during  the  last  election  ? — No. 

12.574.  You  paid  him  nothing  ? — No. 

12.575.  Did  he  give  you  any  account? — ^No. 

12.576.  Did  you  pay  any  money  on  any  representation  he  made  ? — No. 

12.577.  Was  he  employed  by  your  committee  ? — ^Not  that  I  am  aware  of 

12.578.  Was  he  in  yoxir  district  ? — ^No. 

12.579.  He  belonged  to  the  other?— Yes. 

12.580.  Do  you  kiaow  a  man  of  the  name  of  Hadley? — I  know  several  Hadleys. 
12,581-2.  William  Hadley,  Duck  Lane  ? — I  know  several  Hadleys  ;  not  anything  as  to 

them  that  I  could  speak  of,  only  as  mechanics.     I  know  them  about  the  town. 

12.583.  Do  you  know  anything  of  his  receiving  a  bribe  ? — No. 

12.584.  Do  you  know  Mrs.  Irons? — No  ;  I  never  saw  her,  to  my  knowledge. 

12.685.  You  have  not  been  consulted  on  any  case  in  which  Mrs.  Irons  was  employed 
to  bribe  a  voter  or  voters  ? — I  do  not  know  anything  of  that  case. 

12.686.  Have  you  got  the  book  we  asked  you  for  ? — Yes  (the  witness  licmded  in  a 
book), 

12.687.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  Harvey  ? — Of  Lower  Hardres  ? 

12.588.  Yes  ? — No,  I  do  not  know  him  ;  not  to  say  to  know  him.  I  believe  there  are 
two  brothers. 

12.589.  Had  he  anything  to  do  with  bringing  up  the  voters  from  Lower  Hardres? — 
I  believe  he  had. 

12.590.  What  had  he  to  do  ? — I  think  Taylor  settled  that ;  it  was  a  charge  by  a 
Mr.  Harvey, 

12.591.  Did  you  give  no  information  to  Mr.  Kingsford  that  Harvey  of  Lower  Hardres 
brought  up  the  Lower  Hardres  voters  ? — That  must  be  Taylor. 

12.592.  Would  you  swear  it  ? — I  would  not  swear  it,  I  do  not  think  I  know  him  ; 
not  sulEcient  to  speak  to. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  EXISTENCE  OF  BRIBERY  in  the  CITY  of  CANTERBURY,  377 

12.593.  Can  you  give  me  the  names  of  any  voters  he  brought  up  ? — No,  I  have  had     Mr*  John  Poui^ 
nothing  to  do  with  him.  ' 

12.594.  Have  you  been  able,  since  the  last  occasion  we  were  at  Canterbury,  to  recollect    85th  June  1853. 

the  cjise  of  Stringer  ? — He  was  a  schoolfellow  of  mine,  and  I  knew  him  living  in  the        

town. 

12.595.  Did  you  give  any  information  to  Mr.  Kingsford  as  to  the  person  from  whom 
Stringer  was  alleged  to  liave  received  money  or  money's  worth  ? — No.  I  only  know  at  a 
former  election  he  came  in  with  a  farmer  out  of  that  neighbourhood. 

12.596.  What  election  was  that  ? — 1  tliink  that  was  in  1847. 

12.597.  What  did  he  get? — I  heard  one  or  two  examined  while  I  was  here  of  the 
Hardres  voters.  They  l)rought  in  an  account  of  4*/.  or  5/.  for  mutton  and  beef  and  groce- 
ries and  things  that  he  had  given  to  the  men. 

12.598.  Who  was  it  from  ?— From  Mr.  Filmer. 

12.599.  At  the  last  election  of  1852  did  you  not  tell  Mr.  Kingsford  that  Mr.  Fihner 
had  not  supplied  Stringer,  but  somebody  else  had  ? — I  do  not  think  I  mentioned  Filmer  s 
name. 

12.600.  Cannot  you  yet  recollect  anything  about  the  Josslyns  ? — I  told  you  before  I 
never  knew  anytliing  about  them. 

12.601.  I  see  this  book  you  have  given  in  contains  a  copy  of  the  poll  book  of  the  general 
election  of  184-1  ? — Yes. 

12.602.  Then  it  goes  to  the  copy  of  the  poll  book  of  the  general  election  of  1819  ? — 
Yes  ;  whatever  the  date  is  at  the  top. 

12.603.  Does  it  stop  there  ?— No,  I  think  it  goes  to  1851  ;  I  think  there  is  1851  in  it, 
the  last  year.     It  is  only  a  registration  ticcount. 

12.604.  The  1851  is  a  copy  of  the  register  ? — So  they  are  all ;  they  are  all  copies  of  tlie 
poll-books,  of  how  they  voted  ;  and  the  parties  are  put  upon  the  register  supposed  likely 
to  vote,  so  as  to  make  up  a  calculation. 

12.605.  In  the  register  of  1851  you  copy  the  names  of  the  persons  on  the  register  of   • 
1850,  and  you  set  against  their  names  the  way  in  which  they  voted  at  the  previoius  elec- 
tion, when  Clinton  «and  Vance  and  Conyngham  and  Smythe  stood.     Is  that  so  ? — That 
is  so. 

12.606.  There  is  a  column  headed  "  Q."  What  is  tliat  for ;  query  ? — No  ;  qualification.  , 

12.607.  It  means  householder  ? — Yes. 

12.608.  There  are  red  ticks  against  some  of  their  names  ;  what  does  that  indicate? — 
Only  ticking  off  from  the  poll  book.  I  think  you  will  find  all  through  a  great  many  of 
them  are  pencil  marks,  they  are  not  particularly  red  marks. 

12.609.  What  is  the  meaning  of  "W."  which  heads  a  column? — That  is  for  ward. 
They  were  to  make  it  into  different  wards,  what  ward  they  belonged  to  in  the  city  ;  but 
we  never  carried  that  out     Am  I  to  liave  that  book  back  again  ? 

12.610.  Yes.  — It  is  only  a  book  of  reference. 

Thomas  Admans  sworn,  and  examined.  Thonuu  Adtnans. 

12.611.  Are  you  a  householder  or  a  freeman  ?— I  am  a  freeman.  ■    ^ 

12.612.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

12.613.  Who  did  you  vote  for?— Colonel  Romilly  and  Somerville. 

12.614.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote? — No. 

12.615.  Had  you  a  vote  at  the  election  of  1847  ? — ^Yes. 

12.616.  Who  did  you  vote  for  then  ? — For  Smythe  and  Conyngh  am. 

12.617.  Did  you  receive  any  money? — Yes. 

12.618.  How  much  ? — £l  ;  the  price  of  two  colourmens  tickets. 

12.619.  Is  that  all?— That  is  all. 

12.620.  Did  a  man  named  Davey  give  you  any  money  ?— He  gave  me  1/. 

12.621.  What  for  ?— Two  colourmen  s  tickets. 

12.622.  Nothing  else?— No. 

12.623.  Did  he  not  give  you  3/.?— No. 

12.624.  He  did  not  ?— He  did  not 

12.625.  A  pound  for  the  colourmen 's  tickets  Ls  all  you  received  at  that  election  ? — 
It  was. 

12.626.  Were  you  ever  bribed  before  ? — No. 

12.627.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  in  1841  ? — No. 

12.628.  FromEngeham?~No. 

12.629.  You  are  Thomas  Admans  ?— Yes. 


George  Davey  recalled,  and  examined.  George  Davey. 

12,630.  Dill  you  give  the  last  witness  3/.?—  e3,  I  believe  I  did.     AD  that  I  can  tell 
is,  that  I  put  it  down  on  the  paper  at  the  time 
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Thomas  Admans.  THOMAS  Admans  recalled,  and  examined 

25th  June  185S.         12,631.  What  do  you  say  to  that? — I  can  get  proof  I  only  received  IZ.     Geoi^  White 

^   *    was  present  when  he  gave  me  the  li 

12,632.  Is  he  here  ? — I  do  not  know. 


George  Davey, 


G£OBG£  Dav£Y  recalled,  and  examined. 


12,633»  Have  you  any  further  explanation  to  give  ? — What  I  gave  him  I  put  down  on 
the  paper,  I  suppose,  at  the  time.     I  can  only  go  by  the  paper. 


TTu>ma8  Admam. 


Thomas  Admans  recalled,  and  examined. 

12,634.  Is  George  White  here  ? — I  declare  I  only  received  the  price  of  two  colour 
tickets  ;  that  is  all  I  ever  received  in  my  life. 


Phomas  Whitey 

(Baker). 


Thomas  White  sworn,  and  examined. 


12,635.  You  are  a  baker?- Yes. 
12,686.  You  live  in  St.  Gregory's  ?— Yes. 


George  Davey.  Geobge  Davet  recalled,  and  examined. 

2,687.  Is  this  the  man  in  your  list?-— Yes,  it  ia 


Tkomoi  White. 

(Baker). 


George  Davey, 


12,  38. 
12,639. 
12,640. 
12,641. 
12,642. 
12,643. 
12,644. 
12,645. 
12,646. 


Thomas  Whitb  recalled,  and  examined. 

Ajre  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — I  am  a  freeman. 

Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ? — I  bad. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — I  voted  blue. 

Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

How  much  ?— dPS. 

Who  from  ? — From  Mr.  Davey. 

No  more  ? — ^No. 

Was  it  not  6J.  ?— No. 

Only  5?.?— Yes;  5Z. 


George  Davey  recalled,  and  examined. 
12,647.  You  have  charged  6i.  in  your  account  for  this  man  ? — I  believe  it  is  right. 


Thomae  White, 

(Baker). 


John  White, 

(late  of  Waltham, 

labourer). 


Thomas  White  recalled,  and  examined. 


12.648.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

12.649.  Who  did  you  vote  for?— I  voted  blue. 

12.650.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — No. 

12.651.  Are   you   a  brother   of  John  White? — I    am. 
ever  had. 

12.652.  Which  ?— The  U.  in  1847. 

12.653.  You  are  not  one  of  those  bribed  in  1852? — No;  I  know   nothing  at  all 
about  it. 


That  is  the  only  money  I 


Thomas  White  of  Northgate,  shoemaker,  called ;  did  not  answer. 


John  White  sworn,  and  examined. 


Are  you  the  brother  of  the  last  witness  ; — Yes. 
Are  you  a-freeman  ? — ^Yes. 
Did  you  vote  in  1847  ? — Yes. 
Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Blue. 

12.658.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

12.659.  How  much  ?—«e6. 

12.660.  Who  from  ?— From  Davey, 


12,654. 
12,655. 
12,656. 
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Geokge  Davet  recalled,  and  examined.  George  Da 

12,6Hl.  You  charge  61  for  this  man  ?— I  believe  the  paper  is  riffhi  «^  ,  Z 

^  ^  2oth  June  1858. 

JOHK  White  recalled,  and  examined.  j^j^^  White 

12.662.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ?— Yes.  of  (Waltham). 

12.663.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ?— Blue.  .  

12.664.  Did  you  have  any  money  ? — No. 

12.665.  How  waa  the  money  paid  to  you  in  1847?— Davey  paid  me  at  his  house  in 
the  butter  market 

12.666.  You  say  you  got  no  money  in  1852  ?— At  this  last  election  ? 

1 2.667.  Yes  ? — No ;  I  never  had  a  farthing,  not  so  much  as  a  pint  of  beer. 

12.668.  You  had  no  money  ?— No  money  at  alL 


Chables  WnrrE,  cork-cutter,  called ;  did  not  answer. 

Edward  Bailey  junior  sworn,  and  examined.  £^  Bailey  jtmior. 

12.669.  You  live  in  London  now  ? — Yes.  — ^^_. 

12.670.  Were  you  in  Canterbury  at  the  election  of  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.671.  Were  you  active  at  that  election  ?  —  Yes. 

12.672.  Did  you  bring  a  person  of  the  name  of  Wood  from  Maidstone  ?— Yes  ;  I  went 
there  to  fetch  him. 

12.673.  Did  you  fetch  him  to  vote  for  the  red  party  ? — Yes. 

12.674.  Did  you  give  him  any  money  ?  —Yes. 

12.675.  How  mudi  ? — A  sovereign. 

12.676.  Was  that  for  his  vote  ?— No. 

12.677.  What  for  ?— For  his  time  and  expenses. 

12.678.  Did  you  give  him  any  more  money  ? — No. 

12.679.  Did  you  promise  him  any  more  ? — 1  told  him  he  might  get  more,  but  I  did  not 
give  him  any  more. 

12.680.  You  gave  him  a  sovereign,  and  you  told  him  he  might  get  more  ? — Yes. 

12.681.  Was  that  before  he  gave  his  vote  ? — Before  he  left  Maidstone. 

12.682.  Did  he  tell  you  he  would  not  vote  unless  he  was  paid  ? — ^Yes. 

12.683.  Wood  said  that?— Yes. 

12.684.  Does  he  live  in  Canterbury  now  ? — No. 

12.685.  Did  you  bring  any  other  person  from  Maidstone  to  vote  ? — No. 

12.686.  No  person  besides  Wood  ?— No. 

12.687.  Did  you  go  to  any  other  place  for  voters  at  the  election  of  1847  for  the  red 
party  ? — No. 

12.688.  Is  he  the  only  voter  you  had  anything  do  with  at  the  election  of  1847? — I  do 
not  recollect  having  anything  to  do  with  any  one  else ;  I  was  about  tisking  people,  nothing 
else. 

12.689.  Did  you  not  fetch  any  other  person  besides  Wood  fix>m  Maidstone  ? — No. 

12.690.  Were  there  not  more  voters  than  Wood  brought  from  Maidstone  at  the 
election  of  1847  ?— No. 

12.691.  Had  Wood  left  Canterbury  ? — He  was  living  at  Maidstone. 

12.692.  Is  he  living  at  Maidstone  now  ? — I  believe  he  is. 

12.693.  Can  you  remember  the  names  of  any  other  persons  you  brought  to  vote  for 
the  Reds  ? — ^No,  I  do  not  recollect. 

12.694.  Did  you  pay  any  other  pei-son  for  their  travelling  expenses  in  1847  i — No. 

12.695.  Did  you  give  any  other  person  besides  Wood  money  at  the  election  of  1847  ? — 
I  do  not  recollect 

12.696.  Do  you  think  you  did? — I  might  have  spent  a  few  shillings  with  different 
parties. 

12.697.  In  treating  them  ? — In  treating  them. 

12.698.  You  did  not  give  any  person  besides  Wood  any  money  for  travelling  expenses 
in  1847  ?— No. 

12.699.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.700.  Did  you  vote  for  the  Reds  ? — Yes. 

12.701.  Did  you  reccivt*  any  money  yoni*se1f .' — No,  only  my  expenses  and  time. 

12.702.  Wh:ti  v/ere  your  expenses  ? — 3/. 

12.703.  Was  that  merely  to  go  to  Maidstone  and  back  ? — Going  there  and  coming  back 
again  ;  the  loss  of  time  ;  fom*  joui-neys  I  had. 

12.704.  Did  it  take  a  day  ? — I  was  going  there  and  back  four  or  five  days. 

12.705.  After  one  voter  ? — I  was  living  in  Maidstone  at  the  time,  and  I  came  up  here. 

12.706.  You  were  living  in  Maidstone,  and  you  came  from  Maidstone  to  Canterbury 
with  Wood  ? — No  ;  I  was  working  near  Tunbridge  WeUs  at  the  time.  I  came  from  there 
to  Canterbury,  and  then  I  was  engaged  to  go  after  Wood  at  Maidstone,  and  I  went  and 
saw  him,  and  brought  him  here  in  a  horse  and  gig  late  at  night,  in  the  middle  of  the 
night,  and  I  paid  all  the  expenses. 
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12.707.  You  paid  for  the  horse  and  gig  youi-self  ? — Yes. 

12.708.  Aiid  you  repaid  yourself  out  of  the  3/.  you  received  ? — No  ;  I  had  sonie  money 
besides  the  3/.     The  3i  was  given  nie  for  my  trouble. 

12.709.  What  money  had  you  besides  the  3/.  ? — I  had  a  sovereign  given  to  me. 

12.710.  What  for  ?— To  go  to  Maidstone  with. 

12.711.  You  had  3/.  for  your  trouble  ?~Yes. 

12.712.  Were  you  promissed  the  3/.  before  you  voted  ? — No,  it  was  after  I  made  out 
the  account. 

12.713.  You  made  out  the  account  aifler  the  election  ? — Yes. 
12,7l4f.  And  you  received  3/.  and  a  sovereign  ? — Yes. 

12.715.  And  that  was  not  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

12.716.  Were  you  here  in  1852  ? — No,  I  was  not 


Charles  White.  Ch.uiles  White  swora,  and  examinerl. 

Cork-cutter.  1 2,717.  Are  you  a  freeman  of  tliis  city  ?— Yes. 

12,718.  Bid  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

12,719.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  I — The  blue  sida 
.  .  12,720.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote? — Yes. 

12.721.  How  much  ?—i^6. 

12.722.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— Mr.  Davey. 

12.723.  Do  you  live  at  Ashford  ?— No. 

12.724.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  i — Yes. 

12.725.  For  whom  ? — ^Tlie  blue  party. 

12.726.  Did  you  get  any  money  then? — No. 


James  PHiLPorr  swoni,  and  examined. 

James  PhilpotL  12,727.  Are  you  a  freeman  of  this  city  ? — Yes. 
12,728.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

1 2.729.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — The  blue  side. 

12.730.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote? — I   had  4/.  from  Tliomas  Miller 
Beer. 

12.731.  Had  you  any  colour  tickets  besides? — That  I  will  not  be  positive  of     I  think 
I  did  recommend  some  one  ;  I  think  so. 

12.732.  You  had  4Z.  and  you  had  some  tickets  I — Tliat  is  all  I  received. 

12.733.  Did  you  vote  last  year  ? — ^Yes. 

12.734.  For  which  side  did  you  vote? — The  blue  side.     I  had  done  so  between  forty 
and  fifty  years. 

1 4.735.  Did  you  have  any  money  last  year  ? — No  ;  never  but  1 847,  nor  should  not 
then  if  it  had  not  been  given  to  me. 


me 


James  fVoody  James  Wood  sworn,  and  examined, 

of  Maidstone,  12,736.  Are  you  a  freeman  of  this  city  ?— Yes. 

Carpenter.  12,737.  In  1847  were  you  at  Maidstone  ?— I  was. 

"""""""""■^  12,738.  Did  a  man  called  Edward  Bailey  bring  you  over  here  from  Maidstone  ? — Yes. 

12.739.  Did  he  give  you  a  pound  to  pay  your  expenses  before  you  left? — He  gave 
a  pound. 

12.740.  To  pay  your  expenses  before  you  left  ;  is  that  true  ? — ^That  is  true. 

12.741.  Did  Edward  Bailey  represent  that  you  were  to  come  over  and  vote  for  the  Red 
side  ? — He  asked  me  which  side  I  intended  to  vote  for,  and  I  said,  "  You  know  which  way 
I  have  always  gone  ;"  and  he  said,  "  Yes  ;  that  is  suflScient — that  is  enough." 

12.742.  On  which  side  was  that  < — The  Tory  side  I  have  always  voted. 

12.743.  When  you  got  over,  and  had  been  brought  over  by  Edward  Bailey,  and  had 
your  expenses  paid,  did  anybody  give  you  anything  for  voting  on  the  Blue  side  ? — I  had 
my  expenses  paid. 

1 2.744.  You  had  your  expenses  already  ? — I  paid  part  at  Favei*8ham. 

12.745.  Did  you  get  any  money  on  the  other  side  ? — ^Yea 

12.746.  How  much?— 3/. 

12.747.  Did  you  then  vote  for  the  other  side,  the  Blue  side  ? — Yes. 

12.748.  You  were  going  to  say  you  returned  some  money  to  Bailey  ;  what  did  you 
return  him  ? — I  think  I  paid  for  some  drink  he  treated  the  coachman  with  at  Faversham. 
He  liad  spent  all  his  money. 

12.749.  You  call  that  returning.    What  did  you  pay  i — I  think  it  was  os. 
Did  you  partake  of  the  drink  yourself? — No. 
You  could  have  a  good  deal  of  drink  for  os.  for  the  coachman  ? — It  was 


12,750. 
12,751. 
brandy. 
12,752, 


Five  shillings  for  brandy  is  a  bottle  ? — There  was  not  only  me,  there  was 


another  person  we  picked  up  at  Sittingboume  of  the  name  of  Parker. 
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12.753.  But  still  it  is  a  bottle  of  brandy  ( — Yes.  Jafnes  Wood. 

1 2.754.  Was  a  bottle  drank  i — Perhaps  half  a  pint  at  a  time.  ._ 

12.755.  Do  yoa  mean  to  represent  that  between  Maidstone  and  here  you  paid  for  a     2oth  June  18o3. 
bottle  of  brandy  ? — ^Yes.  

1^,756.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Bailey  when  you  had  done  so  you  were  to  be  i-elieved,  and  at 
liberty  to  vote  for  the  blue  side  ? — No. 

12.757.  Do  you  mean  to  represent  that  those  3/.  you  got  fiom  tlic  blue  side  was  only 
for  your  expenses  ? — ^That  is  all. 

12.758.  Do  you  mean  to  represent  that  your  vote  was  not  included  in  the  3/.  ?  What  do 
you  suppose  we  think  of  it  ? — ^You  think  it  was,  no  doubt. 

1 2.759.  Do  not  you  think  so  ? — I  might  not  have  voted  if  I  had  not  had  it. 

1 2,7C)0.  You  always  voted  for  the  Reds  before  ? — Yes  ;  but  I  changed  my  pjineiples. 

12.761.  Do  not  you  suppose  that  that  3/.  induced  you  to  vote  for  the  Blues  ? — I  should 
Hot  have  voted  if  I  had  not  had  it. 

12.762.  You  did  not  vot^  in  1852  ?— No. 


James  Gruby  sworn,  and  examined.  James  Gruhy. 

1 2.763.  Are  you  a  freeman  of  this  city  ? — ^Yes.  • 

12.764.  In  1847  did  you  vote  ?— Yes. 

12.765.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ^— The  Bbies. 

12.766.  Had  you  any  money  from  any  one? — No. 

12.767.  Did  Maurice  Saundei^s  give  you  10/.  ? — I  beg  your  pardon,  I  thought  you  asked 
me  the  question  whether  I  had  any  money  for  my  son. 

12.768.  I  asked  you  if  you  had  any  money? — Yes. 

12.769.  How  much?— ^10. 

14.770.  Whofi-om? — From  Saunders. 

12.771.  What  for  ? — To  pay  to  two  freemen  after  they  had  vot^id. 

12.772.  To  pay  them  for  what  ;  for  voting  ? — For  voting  I  expect. 

1 2.773.  Who  were  those  two  freemen  i — Robeiis  and  Gruby. 

12.774.  That  is  your  own  son,  is  it  not? — Yes. 

12.775.  Is  that  your  son,  Jolm  Lavender  Gruby  ? — Yes. 

12.776.  Did  you  pay  tliem  the  5/.  a  piece  ? — Yes. 

12.777.  What  did  you  have  for  yourself? — Nothing  at  all. 

1 2.778.  Were  you  a  messenger  1 — Yes. 

12.779.  What  did  they  pay  you  for  being  a  messenger? — I  think  it  was  1?.  4>).  or 
\l.  08.,  I  am  not  certain  which. 

12.780.  What  did  you  do  for  that  i — I  attended  at  the  committee. 

12.781.  Were  you  in  attendance  ? — Yes  ;  all  the  time  for  several  days. 

12.782.  Is  your  son  here,  do  you  know  ? — I  do  not  know. 

12.783.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

12.784.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — For  the  blue  pai-ty. 

12.785.  Sir  William  Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly  ?— Yes. 

12.786.  Did  you  receive  any  money  then  ? — No. 


John  Lavender  Gruby  called ;  did  not  answer. 


John  Henry  Roberts  sworn,  and  examined.  John  H.  Roberts. 

12.787.  Arc  you  a  fi'eeman  ? — No,  a  householder.  '"""""'■^ 

1 2.788.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.789.  For  the  Blues?— Yes. 

12.790.  Did  James  Gruby  pay  you  5Z.  for  your  vote  ?— Yes. 

12.791.  Did  you  vote  last  time  in  1852  ?-~No. 


James  Bujjher  swom,  and  examined.  James  Busker. 

12.792.  Are  you  a  fi'eeman  ?  —Yes. 

1 2.793.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.794.  Do  you  know  a  Mr.  Lepine  ?--Yes. 

12.795.  Mr.  Alderman  Brent?— Yes. 

12.796.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — For  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

12.797.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ?— ^4. 

1 2.798.  From  whom ?—  John  Andiews. 

12.799.  He  paid  it  you  ?— Yes. 

12.800.  Did  you  get  anything  more  at  that  election  ?--No. 

12.801.  You  did  not  vote  at  the  last  election  in  1852  ?— No. 

12.802.  Did  you  get  anything  for  not  voting  ?— Yes. 

12.803.  How  much?— I  had  it  at  several  different  times;   I  do  not  know  how  much 
rightly ;  I  might  perhaps  have  as  much  as  SI 

12.804.  Altogether  ?— Yes. 

12.805.  Who  paid  you  that  ?— Mr.  Johnson.  i 
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James  Busker.  12,806.  Benjamin  Johnson  the  miller  ? — Yes. 

12,807.  You  were  residing  with  Benjamin  Johnson,  I  think,  before  the  election? — I 

25th  June  1853-     was,  about  the  election  time. 
12,808.  For  a  week  before  ;  nearly  a  week? — Yes. 

12.809.  Did  he  tell  you  to  go  into  his  premises? — No,  I  went  of  my  own  accord. 

12.810.  How  long  were  you  there  before  you  got  his  permission  to  remain  ? — It  might 
be  a  couple  of  days. 

12.811.  Who  fed  you  ?— The  waggoner. 

12.812.  That  man's  name  is  Bean  ? — Yea 

12.813.  Did  he  tell  you  he  had  Mr.  Johnson's  directions  ? — No ;  he  did  not  say  any- 
thing about  thai 

12.814.  Wlien  did  you  see  Mr.  Johnson  ? — I  think  on  the  Tuesday  morning. 

12.815.  When  was  the  election  ? — On  the  Thursday. 

12.816.  What  did  Johnson  say  to  you  upon  the  Thursday  when  you  saw  him  ;  did  he 
tell  you  you  might  stop  ? — ^Yes,  he  told  me  I  might  stop. 

12,617.  Did  he  pay  you  any  money  then  ? — He  gave  me  a  shilling  or  two  for  allowance 
then. 

12.818.  What  was  said  about  your  vote? — There  was  a  dispute  between  him  and 
Alderman  Brent,  and  he  said  I  had  no  occasion  to  go  unless  I  liked,  and  that  if  I  did, 
woTild  I  go  and  vote  for  the  blue  party. 

12.819.  Mr.  Johnson  is  a  Ked,  is  he  not  ? — Yes. 

12.820.  Did  you  agree  to  vote  for  the  blue  party  ? — No  ;  I  did  not  vote  at  all. 

12.821.  On  tiie  day  of  the  election  where  were  you  ? — Biding  about  in  the  miller's 
waggon. 

12.822.  Did  you  go  out  of  town  that  day? — I  was  about  town  that  day  in  time  to 
vote  if  I  had  had  a  mind. 

12.823.  You  did  not  intend  to  vote  ? — No. 

12.824.  Did  you  not  go  out  of  town  that  day,  so  that  you  might  not  be  asked  about 
your  vote  ? — No. 

12.825.  Did  Mr.  Johnson  persuade  you  to  go  out  of  town? — No. 

12.826.  After  that  you  remained  upon  his  premises  for  some  days? — Two  or  three 
days  after  thai 

12.827.  When  was  the  last  payment  made  to  you  ?— I  could  not  say. 

12.828.  Just  after  the  election? — I  had  it  at  many  diiferent  times  ;  a  few  shillings  at 
a  time. 

12.829.  You  say  altogether  he  gave  you  31.  as  a  reward  for  your  not  voting  for  the 
Blues  ? — I  was  going  to  vote  Tory.  There  was  a  dispute  between  Alderman  Brent  and 
him.  Alderman  Brent  found  fault  with  my  being  down  there,  because  Alderman  Brent 
wanted  me  to  vote  blue,  and  Mr.  Johnson  red. 

12.830.  I  thought  you  said  he  advised  you  to  vote  blue  ( — So  he  did  ;  because  there 
was  a  dispute. 

12.831.  Had  he  paid  you  any  money  when  he  advised  you  to  vote  blue  ? — ^Yes. 

12.832.  The  greater  part  was  not  paid  till  after  the  voting  time  ? — Yes. 

12.833.  It  was  understood  that  it  was  a  recompence  to  you  for  not  voting  for  the 
Blues  ;  is  that  it  ? — I  looked  upon  it,  that  it  was  for  nie  to  vote  for  the  Tories. 

12.834.  It  was  after  the  voting  time  that  the  money  was  paid  to  you  ? — I  had  some  at 
diiferent  times.     I  had  some  before. 

12.835.  I  mean  the  money  paid  after  the  voting  was  over.  Was  that  a  reward  to  you 
for  not  having  voted  blue  ?—  Yes,  I  should  think  it  was. 

12.836.  There  is  no  doubt  about  it  ?— There  is  no  doubt  about  it. 

12.837.  Did  you  get  any  money  from  anybody  else  at  that  election  ? — I  think  he  sent 
me  on  Saturday  evening,  and  I  got  a  shilling  from  James  Kelson. 

12.838.  Only  a  shilling  ?— Only  a  shilling. 

12.839.  Did  you  get  anything  better  than  a  shilling  ;  a  colour  ticket  ?     No. 

12.840.  A  pound  or  two  ?— No 

12.841.  From  nobody  else?— From  nobody  else, 

12.842.  Have  you  voted  at  any  election  before  1847  ? — No.  I  was  always  taken  away 
by  the  Blues. 

12.843.  Is  it  true  that  you  have  the  reputation  of  being  carried  off  at  every  election  ? 
— That  has  been  the  case. 

12.844.  How  did  they  carry  you  off;  by  force? — Yes. 

12.845.  Did  they  make  you  drunk  first  ? — Yes. 

12.846.  Do  I  understand  that  it  is  only  the  blues  who  do  this  ? — It  is  only  the  blues. 
They  did  it  in  1841. 

12.847.  You  meant  to  vote  red  ? — I  meant  to  vote  red  all  the  way  through. 

12.848.  They  did  not  carry  you  off  in  1847;  you  voted  then? — They  thought  they 
had  better  have  my  vote  that  to  pay  to  get  me  away. 

12.849.  Then  in  1852  it  was  the  reds  carried  you  off.  It  was  Mr.  Johnson? — No; 
they  did  not  carry  me  off     I  stopped  there. 

]  2,850.  I  suppose  when  they  carried  you  off  they  gave  you  plenty  to  eat  and  drink  ? — 
They  gave  me  some  money  to  get  some  allowance  with,  going  about  with  the  waggoner. 

12,851.  When  the  blues  carried  you  off,  did  they  give  you  plenty  to  eat  and  drink? — 
They  gave  me  plenty  of  rum  ;  they  pretty  nigh  killed  a  fellow. 
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George  Wilkinson  sworn,  and  examined  .  George  JVilkmsoH^ 

12.852.  Are  you  a  freeman  of  this  city  ? — ^Yes.  25th  JunT  1858. 

12.853.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.854.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ;  for  which  party  ? — Mr.  Smith  got  me  to  vote. 

12.855.  Which  party  did  you  vote  for  ? — The  red  party. 

12.856.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting  ? — ^'  3. 

12.857.  Who  paid  you  the  81.  ?— Mr.  Smith. 

12.858.  You   are    sure   that   you  voted   red? — There  was   neither  red   noi   blue,   1 
think,  then  among  them  ;  it  was  a  mixed  party. 

12.859.  You  voted  for  Mr.  Smythe?— Did  he  put  up? 

12.860.  Did  you  vote  for  Mr.  Smythe  in  1847  ? — If  he  put  up  I  voted  for  him. 

12.861.  And  Lord  Albert  Conyngham? — Yes,  those  were  the  two. 

12.862.  That  was  the  blue.     Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election? — No,  not  at  alL 

12.863.  Have  you  voted  at  other  elections  ? — No,  not  these  three  or  four  elections  I 
have  noi 

12.864.  Did  you  vote  in  1841  ?— I  do  not  think  I  did. 

1 2.865.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  money  on  other  occasions  for  voting  ? — No. 

James  Busher  recalled,  and  examined.  James  Busker. 

12.866.  What  was  the  dispute  about  with  Alderman  Brent  ? — Simply  that  Mr.  Johnson       

had  got  me  locked  up  at  his  place  because  I  should  not  have  my  liberty  to  vote  which 

way  I  liked 

12.867.  You  had  not  promised  Alderman  Brent  ? — No. 

12.868.  It  was  no  question  about  promise? — No. 


Thomas  Taylor  junior  sworn,  and  examined.  T.  Taylor,  jimiar, 

12.869.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes.  Shoemaker 

12.870.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes.  .' 

12,870  a.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

12.871.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  then? — Yes. 

12.872.  How  much  ?-<^^  6. 

12.873.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — Mr.  Ward  and  Mr.  Mutton  came  down  to  my  house  and 
asked  if  I  woTild  vote  for  that  party,  and  1  said  I  would  not  vote  till  I  was  paid  for  it ; 
and  Mr.  Ward  told  me  it  would  be  all  right,  and  I  voted. 

12.874.  Which  Mr.  Ward  ? — Mr.  Henry  Ward.  I  waited  three  weeks  for  the  money, 
and  I  went  to  my  brother-in-law,  Mr.  Mutton,  and  asked  him  if  I  was  to  have  my  money, 
and  he  said  he  would  see  into  it,  and  he  got  it. 

12.875.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ?— Yes. 

12.876.  For  whom  ? — For  Gipps  and  Johnstone. 

12.877.  Did  you  have  any  money  then? — Yes. 

12.878.  How  much?— .^  4  10«. 

12.879.  Who  did  you  repeive  that  from  ? — I  do  not  know  who  I  received  it  from  ;  it 
was  a  person  in  disguise  I  had  it  from. 

12.880.  Perhaps  you  can  teU  us  some  other  person  who  received  any  money  from  this 
person  in  disguise  ? — No,  I  cannot 

12.881.  Where  did  you  receive  this  4i.  lOa  ? — At  my  house. 

12.882.  What  o'clock  of  the  day  ?— It  was  about  half  past  eleven. 

12.883.  At  night  ? — No,  in  the  morning. 

12.884.  Did  the  man  come  into  your  house  ? — No. 

12.885.  Where  was  he? — In  front  of  the  door. 

12.886.  How  was  he  disguised  ? — He  had  a  Tam  o'Shanter  on  and  a  wig,  a  great  coat, 
and  umbrella. 

12.887.  You  could  see  his  face  ?— No,  I  could  not  1  could  just  se  •  his  mouth,  and  that 
was  alL 

12.888.  What  was  it  covered  with  ?— I  do  not  know. 

12.889.  Have  you  any  doubt  who  it  was  ? — I  do  not  know. 

12.890.  Did  you  not  suspect? — I  did  not    I  could  not  tell  if  you  laid  me  down  l,000i. 

12.891.  You  have  never  heard  ? — No. 

12.892.  You  have  never  formed  a  suspicion  ? — No. 

Benjamin  Johnson  recalled,  and  examined.  Benjamin  Johnson. 

12.893.  You  were  examined  here  upon  a  former  occasion,  and  you  stated  distinctly  and        

positively  that  you  had  nothing  to  do  with  James  Busher *s  staying  away  from  the  poll  at 

the  last  election  ?— I  did. 

12.894.  You  stated,  also,  that  you  were  not  a  party  to  his  being  hid  in  your  house  or 
piemises  ? — I  did ;  it  is  true. 
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BenjammJohnsoM.       12,895.  You  stated  that  you  paid  liim  no  money  except  ju8t  out  of  charity,  a  few  shil- 

lings,  infinitely  short  of  what  you  would  have  paid  him  if  he  had  been  at  work  upon  your 

J25tli  June  1853.     premises  ?  -  About  30«.,  I  stated. 

12,896.  You  stated  1/.  or  2i.  ?-I  think  I  stated  30.9. 

12.897.  I  think  you  stated  that  you  gave  him  a  penny V.  worth  of  bread? — A  loaf  and 
ad.,  and  some  meat. 

12.898.  Were  you  present  here  just  now  when  he  wjls  exa:nined  ^— No  ;  I  have  not 
been  here  to-day. 

12.899.  He  states  that  he  received  altogether  8/.,  and  it  was  given  him  by  you,  first  of 
all,  to  move  him  to  vote  for  the  Tories  ;  and  that  when  it  was  found  more  prudent  not  to 
do  that,  owing  to  a  quarrel  between  you  and  Alderman  Brent,  then  it  was  ]>aid  him  as  a 
consideration  for  his  not  having  voted  at  all  ? — I  never  paid  him  3/. 

12.900.  The  money  you  paid  him  was  paid  him  in  that  way.  Is  it  true  or  not  ? — It  is 
not  true. 

12.901.  Do  I  imderstand  you  as  saying  you  adhere  to  everything  that  you  stated  on 
the  subject  at  the  last  examination  ? — What  I  stated  upon  the  last  examination  was  the 
truth  ;  I  wish  to  come  and  state  the  truth. 

12.902.  Have  you  never  given  a  different  account  of  this  transaction  since  the  election 
to  anybody  ? — A  different  account  ? 

12.903.  Yes. — I  do  not  know  what  you  mean. 

12.904.  Have  you  never  told  a  different  story  about  the  circumstances  under  which 
Busher  was  upon  your  premises  from  what  you  gave  us  here  upon  your  last  examination  ? 
—Not  to  my  knowledge.     I  made  a  statement  before  Mr.  Scoones. 

12.905.  Just  read  that  statement ;  read  it  aloud  {luindhig  the  brief  marked  A.  to  tlie 
witness)  ? — Perhaps  I  cannot ;  I  am  not  a  good  scholar. 

1 2.906.  Go  on  ;  read  it  out  loud  ? — "  I  know  James  Busher,  a  voter,  and  have  done  so 
for  a  length  of  time.  He  has  sometimes  worked  for  me,  and  has  been  frequently  on  my 
premises.  I  believe  that  two  or  three  nights  before  the  election  Busher  wivs  turned  out 
of  his  lodgings,  and  he  came  to  my  premises  without  my  knowledge,  and  slept  in  one  of 
my  lodges  two  or  three  weeks  before  the  election,  and  for  a  week  or  two  afterwards,  or 
thereabouts.  I  first  knew  of  it  a  night  or  two  before  the  election,  when  my  man  told  me 
that  he  (Busher)  had  been  in  a  state  of  drunkenness.  Busher  asked  me  if  I  had  any 
objection  to  liis  remaining  there  till  after  the  election  was  over,  as  otherwise  he  was 
afraid  he  might  be  carried  away  as  he  had  been  before.  I  gave  consent.  Busher  went 
on  the  day  of  election  out  of  town  with  my  waggon.  He  was  then  sober  and  free  as  any 
man.  I  exercised  no  control  over  him  whatever.  He  did  not  vote,  I  believe.  He  helped 
about  my  premises  for  more  than  a  week,  and  I  paid  him  68.  for  his  labour. 

12,907-  Now,  I  asked  you  this  question  :  "  When  was  the  election? — I  do  not  know. 
I  do  not  trouble  myself  about  elections  ;  very  little."  **  He  came  on  the  Sunday  night ; 
how  long  was  that  before  the  election  day  ? — ^The  election  was  the  following  Friday." 
"  He  then  went  and  voted  ? — Not  to  my  knowledge.'*  "  Did  he  stay  away  ? — He  did 
not  stay  away.'*  "  Continued  after  that  time  staying  with  you  ? — Nearly  three  weeks." 
"  At  last  you  got  rid  of  liim  ? — ^Yes,  and  very  glad  ;  he  was  quite  a  nuisance."  **  Why 
did  you  submit  to  his  being  there  so  long  ? — I  do  not  know  why  I  did." — He  had  no 
lodging  to  go  to. 

12.908.  "I  do  not  know  why  I  did,"  is  your  statement*.  You  state  now  tliat  this 
representation  you  made  to  Mr.  Kingsford  is  the  truth,  and  here  you  state  distinctly  that 
it  was  that  he  might  avoid  voting,  which  was  the  very  question  I  put  to  you  ? — I  never 
expected  to  see  him  there  the  morning  of  the  election. 

12.909.  You  have  now  stated  about  30«.,  and  he  stated  you  paid  him  about  3/. ;  and  he 
has  further  stated  that  that  was  a  reward  for  his  not  voting  for  the  Blues  ? — He  luxs 
stated  very  wrong. 

12.910.  You  deny  that  ?— I  do. 

12.911.  Do  you  still  say  that  this  money  you  paid  him  was  paid  out  of  your  own 
pocket  ? — It  was. 

12.912.  Then  you  are  308.  out  of  pocket  by  him  ? — Nearly  that.  He  did  a  little  work, 
so  that  I  am  not  quite.  I  am  a  little  out  of  pocket ;  but  I  trouble  myself  very  little 
about  elections. 

12.913.  Then  I  imderstand  the  case  is  now,  that  you  did  keep  Busher  after  you  knew 
of  his  being  there,  jmd  sent  him  out  of  town  on  the  day  of  the  election  in  order  to  prevent 
his  going  wrong,  and  voting  with  the  Blues  ? — I  met  him  in  the  morning  and  told  him, 
"  Go  and  vote  which  way  you  please."  I  said,  "  Alderman  Brent  has  accused  me  of 
keeping  you  a  piisoner.  I  said  you  were  not."  I  said,  *'  Busher  is  sound  and  sober,  and 
he  may  go  and  vote  which  way  he  pleases,"  and  I  told  him  those  words. 

12.914.  Was  not  that  after  you  had  had  a  dispute  with  Alderman  Brent,  in  which  he 
found  fault  with  you  for  having  kept  this  man  upon  your  premises  against  his  will  ? — We 
were  not  300  yards  apart  when  this  was  all  talked  over. 

12.915.  Did  you  not  ask  him  first  of  all  to  vote  for  the  Tories  ? — No,  I  did  not. 

12.916.  Did  you  not  encourage  him  to  do  so  ? — No  ;  be«\u.se  I  did  not  expei^  to  find 
him  u))on  tlie  ))remises. 
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12.917.  Was  it  or  not  after  you  had  had  this  dispute  with  Alderman  Brent,  of  which  I  BenjaminJohnson. 

spoke,  that  you  thought  it  best  to  advise  Busher  to  go  and  vote  for  the  Blues  ? — I  told  

lum  to  vote  which  way  he  liked.  25th  June  1853. 

12.918.  In  consequence  of  the  dispute  with  Alderman  Brent  ? — No,  not  in  consequence       

of  any  dispute. 

12.919.  You  had  a  dispute? — I  had  no  dispute  particularly;   he  said  I  had  him  a 
prisoner,  and  I  told  him  he  was  no  prisoner  of  mine. 

12.920.  Did  Mr.  Pout  give  you  any  money  ? — jf  5. 

12.921.  What  was  that  for? — That  was  for  Roberts,  Coombs,  and  Keel ;  I  gave  that 
in  my  last  evidence ;  I  do  not  want  to  come  here  to  speak  a  falsehood. 


Aldei'man  Brent  recalled,  and  examined. 

12,922.  You  have  heard  the  statement  about  the  alleged  imprisonment  of  Busher :  can 
you  throw  any  light  upon  it  ? — I  can  state,  in  the  first  instance,  that  I  had  no  dispute 
with  Johnson;  that  I  met  him  upon  the  •morning  of  the  election,  and  I  said  jocosely, 
"You  (jan  now  liberate  your  prisoner."  I  did  not  know  the  man  was  upon  the  premises 
till  the  morning  before,  and  I  never  mentioned  to  Mr.  Johnson  a  word  about  it.  It  was  a 
mere  joke  in  passing  him  upon  the  road.  I  said,  "  You  can  liberate  yom*  prisoner  now,  of 
course."  '  It  was  merely  my  inference  that  he  was  there. 


Alderman  Br$nt 


James  Holland  recalled,  and  examined. 


12,923.  Did  you  receive  6Z.  IDs.  from  Mr.  Pout  ?— Yes. 

12,924  What  was  it  for  ?— I  stated  before,  U.  IOa  for  Thomas  Taylor,  and  21  for  John 
Lewin  ;  I  stated  that  before. 

12.925.  Did  you  give  the  4Z.  105.  to  Thomas  Taylor  yourself? — No,  I  sent  it  down. 

12.926.  Who  did  you  give  the  U,  10«.  to  ?— Charles  Kelson. 

12.927.  Do  you  mean  the  person  who  has  been  examined  ? — No,   not  James,  hia 
brother. 

12.928.  Did  you  see  him  with  a  wig  ? — No,  I  did  not  see  him,  but  he  told  me  such  was 
the  case.     I  do  not  know  that  it  was  a  wig ;  it  was  a  fur  cap. 

'  12,929.  Have  you  anything  more  to  state  that  you  have  not  stated  in  your  former 
examination  ? — No,  not  that  I  am  aware  of — ^not  anything.  Anything  you  please  to  ask 
me,  I  will  answer  to  the  best  I  know.     I  have  no  further  information  to  give  you. 


James  Holland 


John  Collar  sworn,  and  examined. 


John  Collar, 


12.930.  Are  you  a  butcher? — I  should  like  you  to  let  my  evidence  stand  over  till 
Monday. 

12.931.  Why  ? — I  can  give  you  better  evidence  on  Monday. 

12.932.  What  is  the  reason  ? — I  will  go  on  if  you  like. 

12.933.  Ye&     Are  you  a  butcher  ? — Yes. 

12.934.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — No. 
■  12,935.  A  householder  ?— Yes. 

12.936.  Did  you  vote  at  the  election  of  1847  ?— Yes. 

12.937.  Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — For  the  red. 

12.938.  Did  you  have  any  money  ? — Really  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  1847,  or 
when  it  was  ;  I  did  have  some. 

12.939.  What  makes  you  doubt  about  the  year  ? — I  did  not  keep  any  account  of  it. 

12.940.  Did  you  have  money  more  than  once  ? — No;  only  once. 

12.941 .  Assume  for  the  present  it  is  1 847,  who  gave  you  the  money  ? — Mr.  Pout. 

12.942.  What  did  he  give  you  ?— .^  25, 

12.943.  Was  that  for  your  vote  ?— No. 

12.944.  What  was  it  for? — For  my  services. 

12.945.  Wliat  serv^ices  did  you  render? —I  did  not  have  all  the  money  for  myself 

12.946.  What  services  did  you  render? — Like  others  I  suppose  anything  they  asked 
me  to  do. 

12.947.  That  is  like  some  one  doing  notliing,  and  another  one  helping  him.     What  did 
you  do  ?— I  did  not  have  all  the  money  myself 

12.948.  Tell  us  what  you  did  except  gave  your  vote  for  it  ? — I  went  to  different  places 
when  they  told  me. 

12.949.  How  many  places  ? — I  could  not  say. 

12.950.  Be  honest  and  say,  did  you  do  anything  for  the  25Z.  ? — Not  a  great  deal. 

12.951.  How  much  did  you  have  for  yourself? — ^  5. 

12.952.  What  did  you  do  with  the  other  20Z.  ? -Field  had  the  other  20?. 

12.953.  Who  is  Field  ? — A  butcher  in  Northgate.    He  and  I  were  in  business  together. 

12.954.  Did  you  give  it  to  Field  yourself? — Yes. 

12.955.  What  did  you  give  it  to  Field  for  ? — For  liis  services. 
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John  Collar.  12,956.  For  helping  you  ? — No,  I  was  to  help  liim  ;  but  I  had  all  the  work  to  do. 

—  12,957.  What  did  Field  do  for  it  ? — It  was  like  mine. 

25th  June  1853.         12,958.  Did  Field  give  his  vote  for  the  same  party  ?  — I  do  not  know  whether  he  did 

or  not.     I  think  he  voted  one  and  one  that  time.    He  was  to  have  20i.  from  the  blues  he 

told  me.     I  was  on  the  red  side  at  that  time,  and  I  said  you  might  as  well  vote  on  our 
aide ;  very  likely  I  can  get  you  20Z.,  and  he  had  the  20Z. 

12.959.  He  had  20i.  from  the  blues,  and  20i.  from  the  reds  ? — No  ;  he  said  he  could 
have  20i.,  and  I  said  you  might  as  well  vote  on  our  side. 

12.960.  And  you  got  him  20^.  ?— I  got  him  20f. 

12.961.  Is  he  here  ? — He  is  in  the  market ;  tliat  is  why  I  said  it  had  better  be  on 
Monday.     We  shoTild  both  be  here.     I  know  Field  is  in  the  market,  and  he  is  busy. 

12.962.  Cannot  you  tell  us  what  election  this  was  ?— I  cannot,  not  if  you  were  to  give 
me  the  world. 

12.963.  Was  it  the  last  year  ?— No  ;  it  was  either  1841  or  1847. 

12.964.  Which  do  you  think  it  was  ? — I  could  not  telL  I  did  not  go  to  make  any 
inquiries.  I  will  let  you  know  on  Monday  if  I  come  here.  I  will  endeavour  to  find  out 
I  was  not  prepared  to  answer  the  question. 

12.965.  If  I  tell  you  the  names  of  the  candidates  will  that  help  you? — I  do  not  think 
it  will 

12.966.  What  do  you  expect  wiU  help  you  ? — Only  by  getting  a  poll  book  and  seeing 
when  I  did  vote.     You  can  soon  sea 

12.967.  Did  you  shift  about  your  colours  or  not  ?  We  will  see  how  you  voted.  Where 
do  you  live  ;  in  Radigunds  Street  ? — Yes. 

12.968.  In  1847  you  voted  for  Clinton  and  Vance — ^red  ? — This  must  have  been  in 
1841  when  this  occurred.     I  think  so.     I  do  not  know  when  the  election  waa 

12.969.  You  say  you  voted  red? — I  do  not  think  this  occurred  in  1847. 

12.970.  You  do  not  think  it  did  ? — That  is  why  I  said  I  was  not  prepared  to  aiiswer 
the  question. 

12.971.  What  is  the  Christian  name  of  Field  ? — James  Field. 

12.972.  Are  you  sure  it  is  not  John  Field,  in  Northgate  ? — No ;  that  was  his  unde. 

12.973.  Is  it  the  Field  who  has  been  examined  here  ? — Yea 

12.974.  What  makes  you  think  that  you  will  give  better  evidence  on  Monday? — ^I  can 
then  tell  you  when  this  occurred.  I  think  it  was  before  1847.  I  do  not  thmk  it  was 
Vance's  election. 

12,976.  You  will  do  your  best  to  inform  yourself  in  the  meantime  ? — Yes ;  that  is  why 
I  said  let  it  be  till  Monday. 


James  Field  recalled,  and  examined. 

James  Field.  12,976.  Mr.  Collar  says  he  gave  you  20Z.  for  your  vote  at  the  election,  is  that  true?— 

^  *       It  was  151.     He  had  me  up,  and  sold  me  like  a  slave. 

12.977.  He  sweated  the  other  51  ? — I  do  not  know  what  he  did  with  the  other  51,  I 
was  a  slave  under  him  at  the  time.     I  am  ashamed  to  own  it,  how  he  was  behaving  to  me. 

12.978.  When  was  it  he  sold  you  like  a  slave  for  15/.  ? — Was  there  an  election  in  1885  ? 

12.979.  There  might  have  been. — I  do  not  know. 

12.980.  Was  it  1847?— No. 

12.981.  1841  ? — ^No.     When  I  answer  no,  I  think  it  was  the  time  Bradahaw  put  up. 

12.982.  That  was  1841  ?— It  may  be  1841  ;  I  would  not  say  it  is  not. 

12.983.  It  is  true  he  did  give  you  151  for  your  vote  in  1841  ? — I  owed  him  money. 
He  had  the  money  ;  I  had  no  account  of  it. 

12.984.  You  struck  off  the  score  ? — No,  an  outset. 

12.985.  You  set  it  off  ?— An  outset. 

12.986.  Passed  it  off  as  the  account  ?— Yes. 

12.987.  That  was  in  1841  ?— That  was  the  time. 

12.988.  How  came  you  to  tell  us  on  Tlmrsday  the  19th  of  May  that  you  had  no  money 
in  1841  from  anybody  ?— In  184 !  ? 

J  2,989.  You  stated  you  then  vcjted  for  Bradshaw  ? — It  might  be  further  back  than 
that.     I  do  not  know,  I  am  sure.     My  recollection  is  very  bad  of  the  dates  of  years. 

12.990.  It  might  have  been  perfectly  tnie  you  had  no  money,  because  it  was  set  off  in 
the  account  ? — 1  did  not  mean  for  that  election.  I  thought  you  were  examining  me  the 
last  two  elections. 

12.991.  That  is  so,  and  what  Collar  says  is  true  ? — Not  the  201. 

12.992.  The  151  i—Yes. 

12.993.  What  did  you  get  in  1852  ?— Nothing. 

12.994.  You  are  sure  of  that  ? — Quite. 

12.995.  Any  set  off  in  money  then  ? — No. 

12.996.  You  are  not  aware  of  any  debt  in  1852  that  was  paid  before  the  election  for 
your  vote? — No. 


Richard  Nye  called ;  did  not  answer. 

Thomas  BooRBfAN  jimior  called ;  did  not  answer. 
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WmJAM  Staines  Palmer  sworn,  and  examined. 

12.997.  Are  you  a  freeman  of  this  city  ? — Yes. 

12.998.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes,  I  did. 

12.999.  Did  you  on  that  occasion  vote  on  the  blue  side  ? — No,  I  voted  for  Smythe  and 
Conyngham  that  year. 

13.000.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

13.001.  Did  you  have  any  money  at  all? — Yes,  I  had. 

13.002.  How  much  ? — I  cannot  say  ;  U.  at  one  time  and  il.  at  another.  I  cannot  say 
when. 

13.003.  Did  you  have  more  than  II.  at  one  time  and  II.  at  another? — I  never  had  but 
12.  at  a  time  ;  that  was  for  going  out  and  spending  the  evening,  smoking  my  pipe  with  a 
friend ;  no  otherwise. 

13.004.  Who  paid  you  the  1/.  ?— Willicam  Sharp. 

13.005.  Did  he  pay  you  the  other  U.  ? — He  paid  me  II.  at  a  time.  I  do  not  call  it 
paying  ;  he  gave  it  me  to  spend  among  my  friends.  I  remember  going  out  one  morning 
before  twelve  o'clock,  when  I  spent  Ha.  or  9«.  among  one  and  the  other. 

13.006.  How  had  you  voted  at  the  previous  elections? — I  always  voted  on  the  Tory 
aide.     When  Qipps  once  put  up,  I  think  I  voted  for  him.     No,  1  do  not  mean  Gipps. 

13.007.  Did  you  vote  at  the  kst  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps? — ^Ye^  I  did. 

13.008.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — ^No. 

18.009.  Did  you  have  any  money  at  all  ? — Yes. 

13.010.  What  had  you  at  the  last  election  ? — I  think  Mr.  Sharp  gave  me  a  sovereign  to 
spend. 

13.011.  Before  you  voted  ? — Nothing  about  my  vote. 

13.012.  Was  that  to  go  and  smoke  your  pipe? — ^Yes. 

13.013.  Was  that  before  the  election  was  over,  before  the  polling  day? — Yes  ;  I  think 
it  was  a  day  before  the  polling  day.     I  forget  now  the  exact  day. 

13.014.  Had  you  11.  after  the  election  ? — I  do  not  know  ;  not  this  last  election.  I  do 
not  know  that  I  had. 

13.015.  Had  you  generally  II.  before  the  election,  and  11.  after  ? — No.  Sometimes  the 
election  has  been  two  or  three  weeks  in  hand,  and  I  have  had  SI.  or  U.  I  have  had  U.  a 
week. 

13.016.  If  the  election  has  lasted  three  or  four  weeks  you  have  had  several  pounds  for 
smoking  your  pipe  ? — ^Yes  ;  I  never  kept  any  account  of  it. 

13.017.  In  1841  had  you  IL  for  smoking  your  pipe  ? — Yes. 

13.018.  How  many  shillings  have  you  had  after  the  election  ? — I  do  not  know  I  had  a 
shilling. 

13.019.  Do  you  think  you  had  lOs.  ?— No. 

13.020.  Notlmur  less  than  a  sovereifirn  ? — ^That  is  what  I  generally  had.     I  have  often 


rV.S.  Palmer. 

25th  June  1853. 


wanted  it,  but  I  could  not  get  it. 


18,021. 
18,022. 
13,023. 
13,024. 
13,025. 
18,026. 
13,027. 
13,028. 
13,029. 
13,030. 
13,031. 
13,032. 
13,033. 
13,034. 
13,035. 
13,036. 
13,037. 
13,038. 
13,039. 
13,040. 
13,041. 
13,042. 
13,043. 
13,044. 
13,045. 
clothes  on 


Charles  Kelson  sworn,  and  examined. 

Are  you  a  voter  ? — ^Yes. 

Which  are  you,  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

Which  side  did  you  vote  for  ? — For  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

Did  you  have  any  money  ? — No,  not  a  blessed  halfpenny. 

Did  you  have  any  money  for  other  purposes  than  your  vote  ? — I  do  not  know. 

Yes,  you  do.     Did  anybody  give  you  any  money  ? — I  never  saw  any  money. 

Did  you  touch  it  ?— Nor  yet  touch  it. 

Did  you  have  any  ?— I  might  have  had  some  in  a  parcel. 

Did  you  have  a  parcel  of  money  ? — I  had  a  parcel  I  supposed  contained  money. 

You  had  no  doubt  about  it  ? — I  had  no  doubt. 

Who  gave  it  you  ? — Nobody  gave  it  me. 

Where  did  you  get  it  from  ? — I  took  it  off  a  table. 

On  whose  table  was  it  ? — Mr.  Holland's. 

The  tailor?— Yes. 

Was  Holland  in  the  room  ? — No  ;  I  do  not  think  he  was. 

Did  he  tell  you  to  come  and  take  it  ? — No,  he  did  not. 

Did  Mrs.  Holland  ?— No. 

How  came  you  to  go  to  his  house  and  take  it  off  the  table  ? — I  was  at  his  house. 

How  came  you  to  take  the  parcel  off  the  table  ? — My  brother  asked  me. 

In  the  house  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  or  not.     I  do  not  recollect. 

Did  Mr.  Holland  know  anything  about  it  ? — I  suppose  he  did. 

What  were  you  to  do  with  that  parcel  ? — I  was  to  take  it  to  Thomas  Taylor. 

Did  you  take  it  to  his  house  ? — Yes.     I  took  it  as  far  as  the  front  door. 

How  were  you  dressed?— I  cannot  recollect  precisely.      I   never  had   such 

before. 
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Charles  Kelson.         13,046.  Who  dressed  you  ;  the  tailor  ?— No  ;  I  dressed  myself 

—  13,047.  Where  were  you  dressed? — At  my  brothers 
25th  June  1853.         13,048.  Who  found  the  clothes  ?— I  took  them  off  the  table. 
13,049.  Off  the  tailor's  table  ?— Yes. 

13.050.  Camiot you  tell  us  what  the  clothes  were? — I  really  cannot  nicely.  It  was 
something  of  a  curious  sort  of  a  pair  of  trowsers,  a  glazed  coat,  and  fur  cap.  Something 
of  that  description. 

13.051.  Any  wig  ? — I  do  not  think  there  was  any  wig. 

13.052.  Did  you  wrap  your  face  up  in  a  handkercliief  ? — Yes. 

13.053.  What  was  left  that  they  could  see  ? — I  cannot  say.  I  could  not  see  what  was 
left  ;  there  was  not  much. 

13.054.  Did  you  go  and  give  this  parcel  to  Taylor  at  his  fix)nt  door  ? — Close  aside  his 
front  door. 

13.055.  You  gave  it  to  him  ? — I  gave  it  him. 

13.056.  Did  yo  u  tell  Holland  you  had  given  it  him  ? — I  do  not  think  I  did. 

13.057.  Is  that  all  you  had  to  do  in  the  transaction  ? — Yes. 

13.058.  Had  you  no  money  for  yourself? — No,  none. 

13.059.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ? — No.     The  first  time  I  voted  was  at  tlie  last  election. 

13.060.  Did  you  pay  any  other  visits  of  this  kind  to  any  other  houses? — I  do  not 
recollect  that  I  did. 

13.061.  It  is  not  so  long  ago ;  did  you  go  to  any  other  houses  besides  Taylor's? — ^No, 
I  did  not 

13.062.  Did  you  see  any  other  voters  besides  Taylor  ? — I  saw  a  good  many  votera 

13.063.  When  you  had  this  disguise  on  ? — Yes.  I  saw  one,  a  very  warm  Blue ;  he  says, 
"  You  seem  to  be  a  gentleman  finely  done  up,  will  you  allow  me  to  assist  you.'* 

13.064.  Did  you  give  him  any  money? — Oh  no,  I  did  not 

13.065.  Did  you  give  any  money  to  any  other  party  ? — No,  I  did  not 

13.066.  Did  you  give  any  parcel  to  anybody  but  this  man  Taylor? — No. 

13.067.  At  the  last  election? — ^No  ;  no  one. 

13.068.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  person  employed  like  yourself  in  the  same  way,  in 
disguise  ? — ^No,  I  do  not. 

13.069.  Who  told  you  to  take  the  money  to  Taylor? — My  brother. 

13.070.  At  Mr.  Holland's  ?— Yes. 

'  13,071.  How  many  times  did  you  put  on  the  disguise  during  the  election  ? — Only  that 
time. 

13.072.  Are  you  quite  sure? — I  am  quite  sure. 

13.073.  How  long  were  you  in  it? — It  might  be  an  hour,  not  more. 

13.074.  What  time  of  the  day  ?— To  the  best  of  my  belief,  11  or  12  o'clock. 

13.075.  At  night  ? — No  ;  in. the  morning.  Taylor  was  not  at  home  when  I  first  called 
at  his  house,  and  I  took  a  little  walk. 


James  Holland. 


James  Holland  recalled,  and  exanuned. 


13,076.  This  is  a  very  ludicrous  incident  to  you,  no  doubt  I  just  now  asked  you  a 
question  whether  you  could  give  any  further  information  in  addition  to  what  you  have 
already  given,  and  you  said  you  could  not  It  appears  to  me,  you  have  not  given  us  any 
information  but  what  goes  to  confirm  others.  I  believe  you  have  had  a  great  deal  more 
to  do  with  the  matter  than  you  choose  to  state — I  speak  entirely  for  myself  I  wish  you 
to  consider  it  as  a  warning,  and  I  advise  you,  between  this  and  Monday  next,  to  consider 
what  other  things  have  taken  place.  You  have  not  told  us  a  word  of  tliis  in  your 
answers  to  me  just  now,  when  I  asked  you  that  question  ? — I  told  you  all  this  before. 

Adjourned  till  Monday  10  o'clock. 
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Tenth  Day.— 27th  June  1853. 
Henry  Ward  recalled,  and  examined.  Henry  Ward. 

13.077.  We  have  received  a  letter  from  you,  in  which  you  express  a  desire  to  be    27th  June  1853. 

examined  with  regard  to  a  witness  whose  testimony  you  think  important,  and  that  we       . 

should  examine  him  ? — I  do. 

13.078.  Who  is  it  ? — A  man  of  the  name  of  Hills.  I  have  been  informed  that  he  is  in 
possession  of  some  inforination  that  will  throw  some  light  on  a  mysterious  transaction 
between  Mr.  Collard  and  Mr.  Bligh.  I  do  not  know  the  nature  of  the  correspondence. 
I  abstained  from  hearing  what  he  knew. 

13.079.  Who  is  he? — Hills.  A  man  engaged  by  the  Commissioners.  I  purposely  ab- 
stained from  hearing  anything  he  had  to  say. 

13.080.  Have  you  seen  him  ? — I  cannot  say  I  have  not  seen  him.  I  had  heard  a  report 
about  Canterbury  of  something  he  was  aware  of  respecting  the  election ;  and  I  said  I 
should  make  further  inquiries.  I  did  not  know  them,  but  I  heard  in  the  evening  such 
reports  were  in  existence ;  some  reports  respecting  something  he  knew,  but  the  natiure 
of  it  I  could  not  say.  I  was  told  it  was  something  that  wo\ild  throw  light  on  some  of  the 
parties  who  received  the  money,  or  had  the  money. 

13.081.  Who  told  you  of  the  reports  ? — I  heard  it  from  several  parties. 

13.082.  Can  you  mention  one? — My  reporter  told  me  that  he  had  heard  it;  that 
Hills  had  some  mformation  to  give.     He  had  heard  it  currently  reported  about  the  town. 

13.083.  That  he  had  some  information  to  give? — That  he  had  some  information  to 
giva 

13.084.  You  do  not  know  what  ? — I  do  not 


Maurice  Saunders  recalled,  and  examined. 

13.085.  You  have  been  examined  before  ? — I  have. 

13.086.  You  have  stated  that  at  the  election  of  1847  you  were  a  canvassing  clerk  in 
the  interest  of  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe,  and  that  you  paid  large  sums  of  money  to 
certain  voters,  for  thejir  votes  at  that  election  ? — Yes. 

13.087.  You  were  employed  as  a  committee  clerk? — I  was  a  canvassing  clerk. 

13.088.  Did  you,  in  any  of  the  instances  in  which  you  paid  money  to  them,  make  any 
bargain  with  the  voters  to  whom  you  paid  money  for  their  votes  ? — None  whatever  ;  with 
the  exception  of  James  Wood,  who  came  from  Maidstone,  who  had  3/.,  which  I  considered 
was  for  his  travelling  expenses  and  loss  of  time.  At  the  time  that  money  was  given  to 
him  I  was  not  aware  that  he  had  had  \l.  from  Bailey. 

13.089.  That  was  James  Wood,  who  was  examined  here  on  Saturday  ? — On  Saturday. 

13.090.  Were  any  of  the  voters  you  paid  money  to  paid  before  the  election,  with  the 
exception  of  Wood  ? — Yes ;  the  morning  of  the  election.  I  cannot  say  what  the  men  had 
before  or  after  that.  I  knew  nothing  of  the  bargain  or  contract  that  was  made  with  the 
men.  They  were  sent  to  me  to  give  them  the  money,  and  the  money  was  sent  to  me  to 
give  to  them. 

13.091.  Was  a  person  of  the  name  of  Cullen  employed  at  that  election  ? — Yes. 

13.092.  Did  you  not  know  that  he  was  a  person  intrusted  with  a  sum  of  money  for  the 
purpose  of  bribing  voters  ? — I  had  always  understood  so. 

13.093.  Did  you  know  whether  some  of  the  voters  you  paid  came  to  the  committee 
after  the  election,  and  represented  that  they  had  been  promised  certain  sums  of  money 
by  Cullen,  and  had  not  been  paid  by  him  ? — I  have  always  understood  so.  I  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  committee. 

13.094.  You  cannot  speak  at  that  time  from  your  own  knowledge? — Not  of  my  own 
knowledge,  I  cannot, 

13.095.  Were  the  payments  you  made  to  these  voters  made  after  the  election,  and  by 
the  direction  of  some  members  of  the  committee  ? — By  the  direction  of  members  of  the 
committee ;  but  as  to  the  four  or  five  men  I  mentioned  on  the  day  of  the  election,  I  cannot 
say  whether  they  had  voted  or  not  before  they  were  paid. 

13.096.  DoyouknowPhillpott?— Yes. 

13.097.  And  Wood  was  paid  3Z.  ? — For  travelling  expenses. 

13.098.  And  Edward  Beer;  did  you  pay  him  anything? — £o, 

13.099.  Was  that  before  or  after  the  election  ? — The  day  of  the  election.  Whether  he 
had  voted  or  not  I  cannot  say.     He  was  sent  to  me  for  the  money. 

13.100.  Did  you  make  any  bargain  with  him  for  his  vote  ? — None  whatever;  nor  with 
either  of  them. 

13.101.  In  these  transactions  you  acted  under  the  directions  of  the  committee  ? — Under 
the  directions  of  the  committee. 

13.102.  As  the  clerk  of  the  committee  ? — The  canvassing  clerk.  I  was  not  a  committee 
clerk. 


MauriceSaunders. 
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Samuel  Hills, 
27th  Jime  1853. 


SABmEL  Hills  sworn,  and  examined. 

13.103.  Are  you  a  voter  for  Canterbury  ? — No. 

13.104.  You  are  an  inhabitant  of  Canterbury? — Yes. 

13.105.  Mr.  Ward  has  told  us  that  you  have  some  information  to  give  with  reference  to 
a  sum  of  money  received  by  Mr.  Bligh ;  can  you  tell  us  anything  about  it  ? — On  the 
Tuesday  after  you  left  here  on  the  Saturday  there  was  a  paragi^aph  in  Mr.  Ward's  paper, 
stating  that  a  note  had  been  traced  to  Mr.  Bligh.  I,  having  been  employed  by  the  Com- 
missioners, called  upon  Mr.  Bligh,  and  asked  him  if  he  had  anything  to  explain  upon  ii 
Mr.  Bligh  said,  "  When  I  went  to  the  bank  this  morning,  and  found  that  I  had  changed 
a  201.  note,  you  might  have  knocked  me  down  with  a  feather ;  it  came  into  my  head  in  a 
moment."  Mr.  Pilcher  said,  "Hold  your  tongue  ;  do  not  say  another  word  about  it  to 
them,  and  be  advisedjby  your  fidends,  and  give  such  information  as  they  shall  advise  you." 

13.106.  Is  that  all  ? — On  the  Saturday  after  the  8th  of  June, — I  do  not  know  what  day 
it  was  exactly, — I  called  on  Mr.  Bligh  again.  He  then  said  that  he  had  found  out  he  had 
received  this  note  from  Mr.  Pout  for  work  that  he  had  done  for  him.  He  eaid  that 
week  he  had  taken  between  60Z.  and  70i.  for  rents  of  liis  own  and  other  people's ;  but 
amongst  them  he  said  there  were  none  so  high  as  20L  I  said,  "  201.  notes  do  not  lay  about 
"  quite  so  thick  as  blackberries ;  and  the  probability  is,  this  case  was  got  up  to  meet  the 
"  evidence  of  the  Whites  that  was  given  in  London  before  the  House  of  Commona"  He 
says,  "  That  was  so  arranged." 

13.107.  You  say  these  were  the  words  used,  "the  evidence  of  the  Whites"? — ^The 
evidence  of  the  Whites  before  the  House  of  Commons. 

13.108.  The  evidence  of  the  Whites  given  in  London  ? — Yea  He  says,  "  That  was  so 
*'  arranged." 

13.109.  You  say  the  evidence,  that  was  so  arranged  ? — Those  were  the  words. 

13.110.  To  meet  the  evidence  of  the  Whites  in  London  ? — Those  were  the  words  he 
used. 

13.111.  Did  you  imderstand  him  to  mean,  the  arrangement  was  made,  with  respect  to 
the  evidence  which  was  given  by  the  Whites  before  the  Parliamentary  Committee  in 
defence  of  the  sitting  member,  to  meet  the  evidence  which  the  Whites  should  give  against 
the  sitting  member,  when  they  were  called  before  the  Parliamentary  Committee  ? — Yes  ; 
my  impression  was  that.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  it  was  my  impression,  when  Bligh 
came  here,  to  represent  the  case,  but  tliat  it  was  arranged  by  them  for  the  petition. 

13.112.  The  Parliamentary  Committee  ? — Yes. 

13.113.  What  did  he  say  was  arranged  ? — That  evidence  should  be  given  ;  at  least  I 
suggested  it  to  him.  I  said,  "  No  doubt,  Mr.  Bligh.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  you  went 
in  and  perjured  yourself  there,  but  that  you  went  in  and  told,  in  all  prolmbility,  the  hct ; 
and  you  cannot  be  so  blind  and  so  ignorant  as  to  suppose  people  will  believe  that  you 
never  had  any  more  than  1 5i.,  when  they  know  what  an  active  agent  you  have  always 
been,  not  only  at  this  election,  but  at  others ;  and  the  probability  is  you  have  confoimded 
one  sxmi  with  another ;  that  you  received,  perhaps  151.  at  one  time,  201,  at  another, 
perhaps  501.  at  another,  and  perhaps  1001,  at  another."  Those  were  the  words  I  said 
to  him.  He  said,  now  he  had  done  with  it.  Very  little  passed  ;  and  he  said  he  thought 
that  was  the  201.  mentioned  when  he  first  came. 

13.114.  He  said  what  ? — That  that  201.  note  was  the  one  he  received  from  Mr.  Collard  ; 
that  was  on  the  second  interview ;  but  on  the  first  interview  my  impression  was,  if  you 
had  been  sitting  there,  and  had  called  him,  he  would  have  admitted  the  same  as  he  did 
to  me. 

13.115.  He  did  not  acknowledge  anything  to  you;  only  said  that  you  might  have 
knocked  him  down  with  a  feather  when  he  discovered  that  had  changed  a  201.  note.  I 
can  easily  understand  that  ? — My  impression  was,  that  he  considered  that  was  the  201, 
note  at  the  time  ;  it  has  turned  out  that  it  was  not. 

13.116.  It  has  proved  not  to  be  ? — Certainly.     That  is  all  I  can  say  to  it. 

13.117.  You  are  aware  he  stated  that  he  had  changed  no  201,  note  that  day  ? — Yes. 

13.118.  Therefore  the  expression,  "You  might  have  knocked  me  down  with  a  feather," 
might  have  had  ^reference  to  that  statement  ? — Might  have  referred  to  that  statement. 


John  CoveU.  JOHN  CoVELL  swom,  and  examined. 

13.119.  Are  you  a  freeman  of  this  city  ? — Yes. 

13.120.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.121.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — Mr.  Smythe  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham. 

13.122.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

13.123.  Did  you  have  any  agreement  for  money  ? — No. 

13.124.  Did  you  express  yourself  as  being  very  angry  at  not  having  had  any  ? — No. 
know  my  name  was  made  use  of ;  and  that  is  all  I  know  about  it. 

13.125.  You  never  had  any? — No. 
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Charles  Goodwin  recalled,  examined. 

13.126.  Did  you  give  Covell  any  money? — No. 

13.127.  Who  did  you  give  the  money  to  ? — I  stated  it  was  the  name  of  Covell  I  could 
not  recollect  the  person. 

13.128.  Did  you  not  say  that  there  was  a  5L  down  to  the  name  of  Covell? — I  sent  in 
no  account  whatever.  There  was  a  list  sent  in;  Covell  was  on  that  list.  Mr.  Rutter  made 
the  payment,  and  he  tried  to  make  an  exposure,  after  making  the  contract  Mr.  Southee 
saw  the  list,  and  thought  Covell  had  not  had  the  money. 

13.129.  Somebody  had  it  for  him  ? — Somebody  had  it  for  him. 

13.130.  You  did  not  know  him  ?— No. 


Charles  Goodwin, 
27th  June  1853. 


John  Covell  recalled,  examined. 

13.131.  Did  you,  after  the  election,  have  any  money  given  to  you?— No;  never  a 
copper. 

13.132.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — No. 

13.133.  You  did  not  vote  last  year  ? — I  did  not  vote  last  year. 

13.134.  Did  you  have  any  money  at  any  other  elections  ?— No ;  I  know  nothing  at  all 
about  it. 

13.135.  Did  anybody  give  you  any  money  about  that  time;  not  for  your  vote  ? — No ; 
not  a  copper. 

13.136.  For  nothing  at  all?— No. 

13.137.  Did  you  make  a  noise  about  not  having  any  ? — I  made  a  noise  about  my 
diaracter  being  spread  about  by  such  a  set  of  men. 

13.138.  You  inade  a  noise  at  being  charged  with  bribery,  and  not  having  had  any 
money  ?— I  made  a  noise,  because  I  did  not  lUce  my  character  being  stuck  up  in  the  city 
in  that  way. 

13.139.  About  the  time  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  and  Mr.  Smjiihe's  election,  did 
you  make  any  noise  about  not  having  any  money  ? — I  did  not,  on  account  of  the  money, 
out  on  account  of  the  trick  played  off  upon  me  in  using  my  name. 

13.140.  You  heard  it  at  the  time ?— I  heard  it  about  a  fortnight  after  the  election? — 

13.141.  Who  told  you  ? — The  gentleman  is  here  himself 

13.142.  Who  is  it  ?— Mr.  Aris. 

13.143.  Did  you  speak  to  Goodwin  about  it  ? — Yes. 

13.144.  What  did  he  say  ? — It  was  in  a  kind  of  shuffling  way ;  he  woidd  not  give  me 
a  positive  answer. 

13.145.  Did  he  tell  you  he  had  given  the  money  to  anybody  for  you  ? — No. 

13.146.  What  did  he  tell  youi — He  told  me  it  should  be  settled  in  a  few  daya 

13.147.  Was  it  ever  settled  ? — No,  never.  I  told  him  to  pay  the  money  to  Mr.  Wootton, 
the  draper  ;  that  I  did  not  want  the  money ;  I  did  not  wish  any  money. 

18.148.  Who  did  that? — I  gave  my  orders  to  pay  it  into  his  hands. 

13.149.  What  was  that  for  ?— Where  it  ought  to  go. 

13.150.  From  the  candidates  ? — To  return  it  to  the  candidates. 

13.151.  To  return  it  to  the  candidates  ? — Yes ;  I  did  not  want  it. 

13.152.  What  did  Goodwin  say  to  that?— He  did  not  say  much  to  that,  or  give  i\ny 
direct  answer.  At  last  I  told  him  he  was  not  an  honest  man,  or  he  would  never  have 
done  such  a  thing. 


John  Coveli. 


Charles  (Ioodwin  recalled,  and  examined. 

13.153.  Did  you  receive  any  directions  from  Covell  to  pay  the  money  to  Mr.  Wootton  ? 
—Yes,  Sir,  he  wrote  me  a  note  afterwards.  When  that  report  was  first  about,  1  found 
fiiult  frequently  with  Mr.  Southee  for  exposing  the  circumstance  after  making  a  contract. 
I  considered  it  was  a  dishonourable  act. 

13.154.  Not  to  pay,  after  making  a  contract? — The  contract  was  made  for  51.  each; 
and  when  it  was  first  written  about,  that  some  of  them,  and  among  them  Covell,  had 
received  no  money  at  all,  it  was  exposing  me  in  trying  to  do  that,  when  they  had  made 
out  the  list  When  I  heard  of  this,  of  one  person  who  had  not  received  it,  I  knew  there 
was  one  person  who  knew  something  about  it,  and  that  was  Mr.  Jennings  Southee.  I 
called  upon  him  to  go  up  with  ma  I  told  him  I  did  not  know  of  Covell's  name.  I  took 
Jennings  Southee  up,  and  asked  the  old  man  something  about  it  himself ;  that  is  how  it 
came  to  be.  He  called  a  witness  I  was  obliged  to  get  away  then,  because,  being  a 
bribery  transaction,  I  did  not  like  being  alona  I  told  him,  "  It  is  odd  your  name  has 
**  been  made  use  of  very  improperly.  It  was  in  the  list  that  the  5Z.  had  been  received  by 
"  you.     I  am  confident  you  have  not  had  it." 

13.155.  Did  you  hear  anything  at  the  time  from  Covell  about  returning  the  money  to 
the  candidates  ^No. - 

13.156.  He  gave  you  no  such  direction? — ^No. 

8  C  4 


Charles  Goodwin, 
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Charles  Goodwin.       13,157.  That  you  positively  swear  ? — ^That  I  positively  swear. 

— —  13,158.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Wootton  about  it? — ^No. 
27  th  June  1853,         13,159.  Did  you  understand  in  any  way  that  Co  veil,  at  that  time,  objected  to  take  a 
bribe  ? — I  did  not  know  the  man  until  I  went  up. 

13.160.  When  you  went  up  did  you  understand  from  liim  in  any  way  that  he  had 
objected  to  take  a  bribe  ? — He  told  me  that  he  would  not  have  taken  a  bribe. 

13.161.  Did  you  make  it  your  business  to  find  out  the  man  who  had  got  the  money  ? — 
I  endeavoured  to  find  out,  as  I  tell  you.  I  took  Jennings  Southee  up  there.  I  cannot 
account  it ;  he,  in  his  evidence,  states  he  had  17/. 

13.162.  There  is  a  gi'eat  difference  between  forgetting  the  name  of  a  man  under  such 
circumstances  in  1853,  and  forgetting  it  in  18^7,  a  fortnight  after  the  transaction.  You 
knew  the  name  then,  I  suppose,  did  you  not  ? — I  thought  I  did. 

13.163.  Who  did  you  think  it  was  ? — I  did  think  it  was  Jennings  Southee. 

13.164.  That  was  who  you  think  it  was  ? — I  do. 

13.165.  On  your  oath  you  say  you  think  and  thought  it  was  Jennings  Southee  ? — I 
thought  he  knew  something  of  it. 

13.166.  Answer  my  question.  Did  you  know  at  the  time  this  happened  who  had  the 
money  for  Covell  ? — I  was  not  positive. 

13.167.  Who  did  you  think  it  was  ? — Jennings  Southee. 

13.168.  You  went  to  Jennings  Southee  and  asked  him  if  he  had  any  money  for  Covell  ? — . 
I  went  and  asked  him  "  Do  you  know  the  man  Covell  ?"  I  forget  what  he  said.  I  then 
said,  "  You  must  go  with  me  to  Covelt,  as  here  is  a  report,  and  I  must  have  it  answered.** 

13.169.  Attend  to  me.  You  say  that  at  that  time  you  thought  he  had  been  paid  the 
money  for  Covell  ? — ^That  is  what  I  thought. 

13.170.  Naturally  then,  your  question  would  be  not  **  Do  you  know  the  man  Covell," 
but  "  Have  you  ever  been  paid  any  nloney  for  the  man  Covell ; "  was  that  your  question  ? — 
I  cannot  say  what  my  question  might  be. 

13.171.  This  old  gentleman  came  to  you  after  the  election  of  1847,  about  a  fortnight 
after  ;  did  he  not  ? — He  did  not. 

13.172.  When  ? — He  did  not  come  to  me  at  all ;  I  called  upon  him  when  the  report  was 
about. 

13.173.  Wliat  did  he  say  when  you  called  upon  him  ? — I  told  him  about  the  circumstance. 

13.174.  Did  he  not  express  himself  hurt  at  his  name  having  been  reported  as  that  he 
had  received  money  for  his  vote  ? — He  did. 

13.175.  At  once  ? — When  I  called  he  threw  himself  into  a  passion  and  called  a  witness 

13.176.  He  complained  of  his  name  having  been  reported  in  the  town  that  he  had 
received  money  for  his  vote ;  did  he  not  ? — It  was  my  business  to  go  and  tell  lum. 

13.177.  Did  he  complain  of  it  having  been  reported  ? — He  did. 

13.178.  You  never  told  us  that  before,  when  his  name  was  mentioned  ? — I  have  got  my 
account  made  out  this  morning.     I  could  not  remember. 

13.179.  His  name  was  put  upon  your  Ust? — I  have  endeavoured  to  recollect  as  far  as  I 
could. 

13.180.  You  have  just  told  us  something  you  did  not  tell  us  before,  which  was,  that 
Conell  did,  distinctly,  when  he  saw  you,  express  himself  indisposed  to  take  a  bribe,  and 
express  his  indignation  upon  the  subject  ? — I  stated  so  before. 

13.181.  No,  you  did  not  tell  us  what  you  stated;  that  would  leave  quite  a  different 
impression  on  our  minds  from  what  has  been  stated  to-day.  What  you  stated  was  this, 
that  "  he  did  not  have  the  money,  for  he  made  a  row  about  it  at  the  time  ;"  that  is  what 
you  stated.  Now,  the  obvious  meaning  of  that  is,  that  he  complained  of  not  having 
received  the  money  which  he  had  been  promised  for  his  vote  ;  that  is  the  meaning  of  it. 
Now  you  admit  that  when  you  mentioned  it  to  him  he  complained,  not  of.  not  receiving 
the  money  that  had  been  promised  him  for  his  vote,  but  because  his  character  had  been 
traduced  as  having  received  money  for  his  vote.  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  the  man  did 
not  receive  the  money,  and  did  not  enter  into  a  contract  for  his  vote?  — I  have  not  the 
least  doubt  either. 


Henry  Ward.  Henry  Ward  recalled. 

13,182.  What  do  you  say  now  t — I  forwarded  a  document  to  Mr.  Money,  the  secretary, 
explanatory,  in  some  respects,  of  the  circumstances  under  which  that  15^.  appeared  in 
Mr.  Kingsford's  accoimt*  I  tliink  it  will,  in  a  great  degree,  explain  how  that  appears,  as 
it  operates  op,  my  character  and  credit.  I  should  like,  if  I  am  justified  in  asking  it,  that 
may  be  introduced  as  evidence,  to  explain  myself.  It  is  not  unreasonable  to  suppose  when 
a  person  does  not  appear  to  go  so  straightforward  as  he  ought  to  do  that  he  is  somewhat 
confused.  I  have  thought  the  matter  over,  and  have  written  that  document,  which  I 
think,  when  looked  at,  will  explain  and  exonerate  me,  and  show  that  I  was  not  at  all 
guilty  in  the  transaction. 
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William  Brown  sworn,  and  examinecL  fFiUiamBrottm 

'  of  Barhaniy 

13.183  Are  you  a  groom  ? — -No ;  I  am  a  gardener,  by  trade.  Gardener. 

13.184  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — I  did.  -— 

1 3.185.  Who  for  ?— Butler  Johnstone.  27th  June  1863. 

13.186.  A  plumper  ?— Yes.  • — 

13.187.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote? — i^4,  Gs. 

13.188.  Who  paid  you? — Mrs.  Hormsby. 

13.189.  Did  you  pay  him  a  loan  out  of  this? — ^Yes,  he  gave  me  that  out. 

13.190.  So  that  you  paid  Mr.  Hormsby  the  loan? — ^Yes,  of  course;  Mr.  Hormsby,  of 
Barron  ;  I  waited  for  him  in  his  garden. 

13.191.  Did  you  get  5U—£4:.  6«. 

13.192.  You  swear  that?— ^4?.  68.,  that  is  what  I  had. 

13.193.  Mr.  Hormsby  says  he  paid  you  51,1 — Mr.  Hormsby  received  51.  from  Mr,  Pout, 
in  this  town,  unknown  to  me  on  this  subject, 

13.194.  When  you  received  the  4/.  68.,  was  it  for  your  vote? — Of  course ;  there  was 
no  mistake  about  that ;  that  is  the  real  truth  of  it. 

13.195.  Did  you,  at  that  time,  owe  Mr.  Hormsby  any  money  ? — I  paid  him  out  of  the 
4Z.  68.  what  I  owed  him.     165.  Scly  I  paid  him  down  directly. 

13.196.  Which  you  paid  out  of  that? — Out  of  the  U,  68.,  not  out  of  the  51.,  recollect 

13.197.  How  much  did  you  actually  receive  from  him  ? — jf  4. 68. 

13.198.  How  much  did  you  owe  to  him  ? — I  paid  him  168.  8cZ.,  what  I  owed. 

13.199.  That  would  leave  3^.  98.  4d.? — jf4.  68.  was  all  the  money  I  had,  and  he  knows 
all  about  it.  Then  I  went  and  gave  my  mother  half  a  sovereign,  and  there  is  no  harm  in 
that ;  I  tliink  it  did  her  good,  and  it  was  a  very  good  thing  in  that  respect. 

13.200.  What  you  took  home  was  about  31.  98.  4d,  was  it  not  ? — Look  here  ;  I  paid 
168.  8d,  and  then  11.  I6s. 

13.201.  In  1847  did  you  vote  ? — Probably  I  might ;  it  was  Lord  Albert's  time.  I  voted 
twice  for  Lord  Albert. 

13.202.  What  had  you  for  your  vote  ?— .^6. 

13.203.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ? — My  brother.  He  lent  me  51.  a  few  weeks  after  it  was 
over.     I  knew  what  it  was  for  ;  it  was  all  the  same  for  that. 


Mary  Irons  sworn,  and  examined.  Mart/  Irons. 


13.204.  Are  you  the  wife  of  Mr.  Irons,  a  licensed  victualler  ? — Yes. 

13.205.  What  is  the  name  of  his  public-house  ?— The  "  Malt  Shovel.'' 

13.206.  You  cannot  say  who  he  voted  for  the  last  election  ? — No,  sir,  I  cannot. 

13.207.  Do  you  remember  any  voter  of  the  name  of  Brown  ? — Yes,  I  do. 

13.208.  How  many  were  there  in  your  house  during  the  last  election  ? — I  cannot  say 
how  many. 

13.209.  Do  you  remember  Thomas  Brown  ? — Yes. 

13.210.  Do  you  remember  anybody  else  of  the  name  of  Brown  ? — No. 

13.211.  Your  son,  I  believe,  is  alive  ? — Yes. 

13.212.  Does  he  live  with  you. — No. 

13.213.  Where  does  he  live  ? — In  King-street.     He  is  manied. 

13.214.  Wliat  is  he  ? — He  keeps  a  public-house. 

13.215.  Did  you  pay  any  money  to  anybody  at  the  last  election? — Yes. 

13.216.  Who  did  you  pay  money  to  ? — Hayward. 

13.217.  Edwin  Hayward  ? — I  do  not  know  the  man  ;  I  believe  that  was  his  name. 

13.218.  How  much  did  you  pay  him  ? — .^4. 

13.219.  What  was  it  for  ?— I  do  not  know. 

13.220.  Who  gave  it  to  you ? — Mr.  Kelson.     He  did  not  tell  me  what  it  was  for;  he 
asked  me  to  take  it  to  the  man. 

13.221.  That  was  the  last  election  ?— Yes. 

13.222.  Wlio  else  ?— I  think  the  person's  name  was  Hadley. 

13.223.  How  much  ?— .^5. 

13.224.  What  for?— I  do  not  know.     I  never  asked. 

13.225.  Who  did  you  get  it  from?— Mr.  Kelson. 

13.226.  He  directed  you  to  pay  it  to  Hadley  ?—•  Yea     I  think  Hadley  took  it  off  the 
table  ;  but  I  was  present. 

13.227.  Anybody  else  ?— No. 

13.228.  Did  you  not  pay  anything  to  Thomas  Brown  ? — No. 

13.229.  Do  you  not  remember  Thomas  Brown  getting  some  money  at  your  house?— I 
do  not  know  ;  I  never  saw  anything  of  it. 

13.230.  Did  you  see  any  money  lying  about  ? — No. 

13.231.  Did  you  know  it  was  lying  about  ? — No,  I  did  noi 

13.232.  Did  you  tell  anybody  to  pay  the  money  ? — No,  I  did  not. 

13.233.  Are  you  sure  of  that  ?— Quite  certain. 
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Mary  Irons.  13,234.  Do  you  remember  a  conversation  with  Thomas  Brown  in  your  presence  about 

a  suit  of  clothes  ?— No,  none  in  my  presence. 

27th  June  1853.         13,235.  Was  Thomas  Brown  living  at  your  house  during  the  whole  of  the  laist  election  ? 

. —No ;  he  never  did  live  in  my  house. 

13,236.  In  your  son's  house  ? — Not  in  the  election. 

13,287.  Did  he  afterwards  ?  -I  do  not  think  that  he  did  lodge  there  at  the  time,  but 
he  did  afterwards. 

13.238.  Who  paid  his  expenses  there  ? — That  is  not  my  business.  I  do  not  know.  My 
son  is  married,  and  has  got  a  wife  and  family.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  his  a£faars 
at  alL 

13.239.  You  do  not  know  that  he  lived  free  of  expense  there  ? — I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  that. 


Edward  Bennett.  Edwabd  Bbnnett  sworn,  and  examined. 


13.240.  Were  you  a  voter  for  Canterbury  in  1847? — I  was. 

13.241.  As  a  freeman  or  a  householder? — As  a  freeman. 

13.242.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  anybody  for  the  purpose  of  bribing  electors  ? 
—I  did. 

13.243.  Who  did  you  receive  the  money  from  ? — Mr.  Pout 

13.244.  How  much  was  it  ?— .^  357. 

13.245.  Are  you  enabled  to  tell  the  Commissioners  in  what  way  you  distributed  the 
money  ? — I  will  tell  you  as  near  as  I  possibly  can.  Being  away  from  Canterbury  since 
the  year  1848,  I  have  had  a  difloiculty  to  recollect  the  names. 

13.246.  Have  you  made  a  list  ? — Yes,  I  have. 

13.247.  Where  is  it  ?— Mr.  Money  has  got  it. 

13.248.  Take  that  into  your  hand  (a  paper  was  ha/nded  to  the  wUneas.) — Yes;  I 
can  speak  to  that. 

13.249.  Is  that  list  made  out  by  yourself? — No. 

13.250.  You  have  two  lists  ;  take  the  list  made  out  by  yourself? — They  were  neither 
of  them  made  out  by  myself;  but  they  were  made  out  imder  my  directions. 

13.251.  Which? — Both  of  them.  I  have  made  them  out  differently  that  you  might 
have  less  trouble  ;  there  are  the  same  names  entered  in  both,  but  one  shows  the  money  I 
have  expended  in  a  way  that  you  should  have  less  trouble  in  the  examination. 

13.252.  Which  of  those  lists  contains  the  names  only  of  people  with  the  sums  affixed 
to  them  ? — Both  of  them.  . 

13.253.  Does  one  contain  more  than  the  other  ? — No. 

13.254.  Which  contains  the  names  only  ? — This  contains  the  names  with  each  of  the 
amounts  to  show  my  expenditure  at  the  election  of  1847. 

13.255.  I  want  to  know  have  you  got  a  list  of  the  names  of  the  parties  to  whom  you 
gave  money,  with  the  sums  set  against  each  of  their  names  ? — Yes,  I  have ;  this  is  it 
Jlumdvifig  mthefoU(ywmgU8t)i'^ 

Election  1847.     Edward  Bennett's  list 

-  40  or  60 
10 

5 

8 

6 

10 

-  10  or  5 
5 
5 

-  7  or  8 

5  or  6 
6 
5 

-  8  or  10 
5 
5 
5 
5 
6 

6  or  5 
5 
4 
5 

(doubttul) 
5 


Na  on  Poll 

J.  Kelson,  about 

177. 

S.  Blmks 

184. 

William  Waters  Blo^ 

210. 

William  Bradley 

663.  Dead. 

Thomas  Fordred,  junior 

267. 

William  Burt 

266. 

James  Callow 

286.  Dead. 

Edward  Charrison 

418. 

John  Daniels 

464.  Dead. 

James  Demacour 

606. 

Stephen  EUs 

607. 

Richard  Ells 

613. 

William  Evans 

707. 

Thomas  Harris 

1,068. 

Richard  Moore 

1,099. 

Edward  Nickleson 

1,136.  Dead. 

James  Grey  Parker 

1,137.  At  the 

Cape.  William  Parker 

1,186. 

Edward  Pierce 

1,236. 

F.  H.  Price 

973.  Dead. 

Stephen  Lucas 

69. 

Edward  Bailey,  junior 

1,404. 

W.  K  Stone 

187. 

Thomas  Boorman,  senior 

89 

George  Barber,  junior 

Digitized  by 


Google 


Tlni  EXISfraarCE  OF  BRIBERTf  m  THE  CITY  or  CANTERBURt.  Sd$ 


No.  on  Foa 

£ 

29. 

William  Anderaon 

7 

576. 

Daniel  French 

5 

677. 

Henry  R.  French 

6 

1,46«. 

John  Thomsett 

3 

88. 

William  Andrews 

6 

832. 

Thomas  Jarman 

6  or  6 

1,039. 

William  MUls 

4 

826.  Qoneavsy. 

4 

986. 

Thomas  Longley 

4 

1,697. 

Wm.  Wood  (a  carpenter) 

10 

631. 

Thos.  Qoldsmith  (paid  Mrs.  G.) 

10,  and  42.  tavern  bill. 

1,688. 

Matthew  Wetherly 

8 

986. 

Marsh,  Thomas 

10 

108.  Dead. 

Qeorge  Barton 

6 

106. 

Robert  Barton 

6 

1,08a 

Solomon  Mills 

1 

540. 

Finn,  David 

6 

14» 

Joseph  Bert 

4 

124  Dead. 

Beard,  Wm.,  jtm. 

6 

608.  Dead. 

Ellen  Michael 

3 

113.  Dead. 

Bates,  George 

8 

25.  In  America. 

Allwrightj  Henry 

7 

Edwwi  Bennett. 

27th  June  1853. 


13.256.  Does  that  list  contain  the  names  of  the  parties  to  whom  you  gave  money  for 
their  votes? — It  does. 

13.257.  You  have  got  another  list  in  your  hand  ? — Yes. 

13.258.  What  is  tfi^t? — A  copy  of  the  same  thing;  only  in  the  margin  I  have  got 
the  amounts  that  will  show  you  in  the  end  the  money  I  have  expended  out  of  the  357i. 
(Hamdmg  it  in.) 

13.259.  I  see  you  gave  money  to  three  people  for  the  purpose  of  bribery ;  not  for  their 
votes,  but  to  bribe  other  people  with? — To  bribe  other  people  with. 

13.260.  This  first  list  contains  the  names  of  the  people  you  bribed  yourself? — Myself 

13.261.  Did  you  give  George  Crothall  any  money  to  bribe  with  ? — I  did. 

13.262.  How  much  ?— ^11. 

13.263.  Did  you  give  James  Kelson  any  ? — I  did. 

13.264.  How  much  ? — t!^  or  .^50.  I  cannot  say  exactly;  but  it  was  near  about  40i. 
or  60?. 

13.265.  Did  you  give  a  man  named  Robert  Hare  Norris  any  money  ? — ^I  did. 

13.266.  How  much?— ^10  or  ^12. 

13.267.  I  see  there  is  a  sum  of  17i.  unaccounted  for  ? — Yes. 

13.268.  What  is  that? — That  I  cannot  give  you.  In  that  list,  as  near  as  I  can 
recollect,  I  think  you  will  find,  on  looking  through  it,  two  or  three  doubtful  names. 
Without  they  are  people  I  can  positively  swear  to  I  have  not  put  them  down 


Samuel  Bunks  recalled,  and  examined.  Samuel  Blinks. 


13.269.  Did  you  receive  lOi.  from  Mr.  Bennett  at  the  election  of  1847  ? — ^I  did  not ; 
8i  was  the  money  I  received. 

13.270.  What  did  you  receive  8i.  for  ? — For  my  vote. 

13.271.  Whidi  side  did  you  vote  on  ? — ^I  voted  for  Clinton  and  Vance. 


Edward  Bennett  recalled,  and  examined.  Edward  Bennett. 


13,272.  Did  yon  say  it  was  SI,  or  lOZ.  you  gave  to  the  last  witness  ? — ^i^lO ;  that  I  can 
swear  to. 


Samuel  Blinks  recalled,  and  examined.  Samuel  Blinks 

13,273.  You  have  heard  what  Mr.  Bennett  says  ? — ^Yes,  I  have. 
13,274  There  is  a  difference  of  2Z.  between  you  ? — Yes,  there  is. 

13.275.  You  have  been  examined  here  before,  have  you  not? — I  have. 

13.276.  You  told  me  that  you  received  lOi.  in  1847  for  your  vote?— Not  lOZ.  I  told 
Mj.  Abrahams  what  it  was,  and  expected  the  question  would  be  asked  of  him.  I 
received  8i. 

18.277.  You  told  me  you  received  lOZ.  ?— I  think  you  will  find  you  am  wrong. 
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fV.  W.  Blogg, 
27th  June  1853. 


Edward  Bennett 


W.  W.Bhgg. 


John  Daniels, 


13,278. 
13,279. 
13,280. 
13,281. 
13,282. 
13,283. 
13,284. 
13,285. 
13,286. 


William  Waters  Blogg  sworn,  and  examined. 

Were  you  a  voter  in  1847? — Yes. 

As  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

Which  side  d\d  you  vote  ? — ^Vanee  and  Clinton. 

Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

How  much? — ^^5, 

Who  gave  it  you?— Mr.  Finch. 

Who  is  Mr.  Finch  ?— He  formerly  kept  the  "  Mwdenhead''  in  Wincheap. 

Is  he  here  ? — I  do  not  know. 

Is  he  in  Canterbury  ? — I  believe  he  is. 


Edwabd  Bennett  recalled,  and  examined. 


13,287.  Did  you  give  the  last  witness  any  money  ? — I  gave  Blogg  6i.  myself,  and  I  gave 
him  a  coat  with  gold  buttons  on,  at  the  same  election. 


William  Waters  Blogg  recalled,  and  examined.        ^ 

13.288.  Did  you  hear  what  Mr.  Bennett  says? — Finch  gave  me  the  money. 

13.289.  Did  you  vote  in  the  year  1852  ?— Yes. 

13.290.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 


13,291. 

13,292. 

13,293. 

13,294. 

13,295. 

13,296. 
,    13,297. 

13,298. 
gave  it  to 

13,299. 

13,300. 

13,301. 

13,302. 

13,303. 


William  Bradley  called  ;  did  not  answer, 
WiLLLAM  Burt  called ;  did  not  answer. 
James  Callow  called ;  did  not  answer. 

John  Daniels  sworn,  and  examined. 

Are  you  a  fi*eeman  ? — No  ;  a  householder. 

Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — I  forget  the  name. 

Clinton  and  Vance  ? — Yes ;  that  is  right. 

Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

Howmuch?— i^8. 

Who  gave  it  you  ? — I  do  not  know  the  man. 

Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  man  who  gave  it  to  you  ? — George  Oakenfull 

me. 

Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yea 

Did  you  have  any  money  then  ? — No. 

Did  you  have  any  colour  ticket  ? — No. 

Did  you  have  any  messenger  ticket  ? — I  had  nothing  for  my  vote. 

Who  did  you  vote  for  at  the  last  election  ? — Gipps  and  Johnstone, 


Richard  EOs. 


Stephen  Ells  called ;  did  not  answer. 


Richard  Ells  sworn,  and  examined. 

13.304.  Are  you  a  freeman,  or  a  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

13.305.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.306.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.307.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ?—  Yes. 

13.308.  How  much?— ^7. 

13.309.  Who  gave  you  the  money  ? — Mr.  Bennett. 

13.310.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election? — Yes. 

13.311.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

13.312.  Did  you  have  any  money  ? — No. 

William  Evans.  WiLLiAM  EvANS  sworn,  and  examined. 

13.313.  Are  you  a  freeman,  or  a  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

13.314.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

13.315.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.316.  Did  you  have  any  money  ? — Yes. 

13.317.  How  much  ?— ^6  10«. 

13.318.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ?— George  Harding. 

13.319.  Is  he  in  Canterbury  ?— I  do  not  know. 
13,310.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — No. 
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EdwABD  Bennett  recalled,  and  examined.  Edward  Bennett. 

13,321.  Did  you  give  the  laat  witness  any  money  yourself  ?— Yes ;  5/.  after  the  election.    27tli  June  1853. 


Thomas  Harris  sworn,  and  examined.  Thomas  Harris. 


13.322.  Are  you  a  freeman?— Yes. 

13.323.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1827  ? — Yes ;  I  forgot  whether  I  did  or  not,  but  I  voted. 
13.324  Who  did  you  vote  for?     Did  you  vote  for  Clinton  and  Vance? — I  voted  for 

Vance  ;  the  other  name  I  forget 

13.325.  Did  you  vote  for  the  red  party? — The  red  party. 

13.326.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting  ? — ^I  do  not  recollect  that  I  had. 

13.327.  Will  you  swear  that  you  had  not  ? — I  do  not 

13.328.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — I  voted  last  election. 

13.329.  Did  you  get  anv  money  for  that  ? — ^Yes. 

13.330.  How  much?— ^5. 

13.331.  Who  gave  it  to  you? — ^A  man  of  the  name  of  Munns  ;  he  dropped  it  on  the 
road,  and  I  picked  it  up. 

13.332.  Did  you  vote  for  Johnstone  and  Qipps  ? — Yea 


Richard  Moore  sworn,  and  examined.  Richard  Moore. 

13.333.  Are  you  a  freeman,  or  a  householder  ? — Both  of  that,  sir. 

13.334.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— I  did. 

13.335.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — The  Tory  party. 

13.336.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — I  cannot  say  that  I  did  not 

13.337.  Did  you  have  any  ? — I  found  five  sovereigns  in  my  house  about  a  foi-tnight  after 
the  election. 

13.338.  Was  it  for  your  vote  ? — Why,  I  suppose  it  was  for  that     I  do  not  know. 

13.339.  You  have  no  doubt  about  it? — ^No,  not  in  the  least 

13.340.  Do  you  know  who  it  came  from? — Who  it  came  from?     It  was  left  there  by 
Mr.  Bennett     I  think  it  was  him. 

13.341.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — I  did. 

13.342.  Did  you  have  any  money  at  that  election  ? — I  did  not 

13.343.  Who  did  you  vote  for  at  the  last  election? — For  the  Tory,  sir ;  and  have  done 
for  this  20  years. 


Edward  Nicholson  sworn,  and  examined.  Edw.  Nicholson. 

13.344.  Are  you  a  lay  clerk  in  the  cathedral  ? — I  am.  ~ 

13.345.  And  are  you  also  a  freeman? — Yes. 

13.346.  And  a  householder  ? — ^And  a  householder. 
13,347  Did  you  vote  at  the  election  of  1847  ? — Yes,  I  did. 

13.348.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.349.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — £5. 

13.350.  Who  gave  it  te  you  ?— Mr.  Bennett 

13.351.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — No. 


James  Callow  sworn  and  examined.  James  Callow. 


13.352.  Are  you  a  freeman,  or  a  householder  ? — ^A  fi-eeman. 

13.353.  Did  you  vote  at  the  election  of  1847?— Yes. 

13.354.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Clinten  and  Vance. 

13.355.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — ^Yes. 

13.356.  How  much  ?—j€*5. 

13.357.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ?— Mr.  Bennett 

13.358.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

13.359.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

13.360.  Did  you  have  any  money  then? — No. 

13.361.  Did  you  have  any  colour  ticket? — No. 

13.362.  Did  you  have  any  messenger's  ticket?— No. 


Edward  Pierce  recalled,  and  examined.  Edward  Pierce, 


13.363.  Are  you  are  a  fi-eeman? — Yes. 

13.364.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

13.365.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Vance  and  Clinton. 
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JCdward  Pierct.         18,366.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — ^Fonr  sovereigns. 

13,367.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ?— Mr.  Friend 

27<h  Juno  1588.         13,368.  Did  you  have  any  from  Mr.  Bennett  ^-No. 
13,369.  How  did  you  vote  last  year,  1852  ?— This  last  election  ? 

13.370.  Yes  ;  who  for  I^Who  was  it  ? 

13.371.  Johnstone  and  Gipps  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

13.372.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting  then  ? — No. 

13.373.  Did  you  have  any  colour  tickets  ? — Yea 

13.374.  How  many?— Two 

13.375.  Were  you  a  messenger? — ^Yes. 

13.376.  What  did  you  have  as  a  messenger? — 12«.  6d  ;  that  was  all  I  had. 

13.377.  Did  you  bribe  anybody  in  1847  ?— No 

13.378.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  the  purpose  of  bribing  ? — ^No. 


Edward  Bennett.  Edwabd  Bennett  recalled,  and  examined. 

13,379.  Did  you  give  this  man  61  ?— I  did 


Edward  Pierce.  Edwabd  Pierce  recalled,  and  examined 
13,380.  Did  Mr.  Bennett  give  you  the  U.  ?— No. 


Edward  Bennett, 


Edward  Bennett  recalled,  and  examined 

13.381.  Are  you  quite  certain,  Mr.  Bennett,  that  you  gave  it  to  him  ? — I  am,  because  I 
know  that  I  had  a  great  deal  of  trouble  with  this  man. 

13.382.  You  did  not  give  Mr.  Friend  any  money  to  give  to  liim  ? — No,  I  did  not. 


F.  H.  Price.  FRANCIS  HoRN  PRICE,  swom,  and  examined. 

13.383.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — No. 

13.384.  A  householder  ? — A  householder. 

13.385.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ? — Yes. 

13.386.  For  whom  did  you  vote?— For  Mr.  Smythe. 

13.387.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting  ? — Not  a  farthing. 

13.388.  Are  you  quite  certain  about  that  ? — Yea 

13.389.  Did  not  Mr.  Bennett  give  you  any  money  ? — I  never  saw  the  colour  of  it,  sir. 

13.390.  You  might  have  touched  it,  though  ? — No,  I  did  hot  touch  it. 

13.391.  Did  you  not  have  any  money  from  Mr.  Bennett? — No. 

13.392.  Did  you  have  any  money  on  that  election  ?— No. 

13.393.  Not  a  farthing  ?— Not  a  forthing. 

13.394.  You  say  you  voted  for  Mr.  Smythe? — Yes. 

13.395.  The  poU  book  says  you  voted  for  Clinton  and  Varibe. 
for  Mr.  Smythe. 

13.396.  The  poll  book  says  you  voted  for  Clinton  and  Vance.  Is  your  name  F*  HI  Price  \ 
—Yes. 

13.397.  Here,  you  are  put  down  in  the  poll  book  as  "  F.  H.  Price,  Clinton  and  Vance." 
Do  you  live  in  White  Horse  Lane  ?— Yes. 

13.398.  Then  you  voted  for  Clinton  and  Vance  ? — I  always  voted  for  the  Tories. 

13.399.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Not  a  farthing. 


How  is  that  ?— I  voted 


Edward  Bennett^ 


Edward  Bennett  recalled,  and  examined 

13.400.  Did  you  give  Price  any  money  ?— Five  sovereigna 

13.401.  There  cannot  be  any  mistake  about  the  money  ? — No. 


F.  H.  Price.  FRANCIS  HoRN  Price  recalled,  and  examined. 

13.402.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ?— J^^o. 

13.403.  Did  you  ever  vote  at  any  other  election  ?--No. 

13.404.  Never?— I  voted  at  the  election  before. 

13.405.  Did  you  vote  in  1841  ?— No. 

13.406.  These  are  the  only  two  elections  you  voted  after  then  ?— The  only  two 

13.407.  You  did  not  vote  at.  the  last  election  ? — No,  I  did  not. 
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13.408.  Did  you  bribe  anybody  eke  ? — No  ;  I  never  had  any  money  to  do  that  with.  F.  H,  Price. 

13.409.  Did  you  go  about  with  Harding  ? — No.  *  

13.410.  In  the  election  of  1847  ?— Yea  27th  June  1853. 

13.411.  What  was  that  for  ? — I  canvassed.  -— 

13.412.  Was  not  Harding  bribing  ?— Yes. 

13.413.  Did  he  not  bribe  in  your  presence  ? — I  was  with  him. 
13,414  What  election  was  that?— 1847. 

13.415.  Was  any  money  paid  for  you  ? — For  me  ? 

13.416.  Yea— None  at  all 

13.417.  Did  anybody  receive  any  money  for  you  ? — No. 

13.418.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that  matter? — No. 

13.419.  Do  you  deny,  on  your  oath,  that  no  money  was  received  by  you,  or  for  you,  on 
that  election  ? — I  wilL  Mr.  Bennet  never  paid  jue  ;  if  he  paid  me  one,  he  paid  lOOi.  I 
have  worked  hard,  and  I  only  got  a  good  hiding  and  my  coat  torn  off  my  back. 

Edward  Bailet  junior  recalled ;  did  not  answer. 


William  Edwin  Stonb  sworn,  and  examined.  jy  £^  stone 

13.420.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  householder.  — — — 

13.421.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.422.  For  whom  did  you  vote? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.423.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — None. 

13.424.  No  money  at  all  ? — No  money  at  alL 

13.425.  Whether  it  was  for  your  vote,  or  for  anj^hing  else,  was  any  money  given  to 
you  in  1847  at  the  election  time  ? — Not  till  after  the  election  ;  I  was  a  messenger. 

13.426.  What  did  you  get  ?— j^2. 

13.427.  What  for? — Being  a  messenger. 

13.428.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ^— Yes. 

13.429.  Who  for  ?— Johnstcme  and  Gipps. 

1 3.430.  Did  you  get  any  money  then  ? — No,  nothing. 


Edwabd  Bennet  recalled,  examined. 

Edward  Bennett 


13.431.  Did  you  give  this  man  any  money  ? — if'4. 

13.432.  Where  was  it  ? — ^At  his  own  house  in  Ruttington  Lane.  Mr.  Stone  brings  it  a 
little  nearer  to  my  recollection  now ;  about  AL  I  have  got  it  down  ;  it  was  money  that 
I  told  him  to  give  beer  away  with  at  the  beer-shop. 

13.433.  Not  for  his  vote  ?— No,  I  think  not. 


WjLLiAM  Edwin  Stone  recalled,  examined.  ^^  ^  ^^^^^^ 

13,434.  Is  that  so  ? — It  is  felse.     I  asked  him  to  set  me  down  himself     He  never  was     . 

in  my  house.  Mr.  Frend  went  after  4Z.  for  me,  but  he  has  been  a  long  while  gone,  for  he 
has  not  returned  with  it.  I  say  that  Mr.  Bennett  never  paid  me  any,  and  I  will  take  my 
solenm  oath  that  I  never  received  any. 


Thomas  BooKbfAN  senior  recalled,  and  examined.  -,  „ 

T,  Boorman^  senr, 

13.435.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes  ?  

13.436.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847  ?     I  told  you  so  on  Saturday.     I  had  a  summons 
to-day. 

13.437.  You  received  money  in  1847  for  your  vote  ? — Yes ;  I  told  you  so,  but  not  from 
Mr.  Bennett. 

13.438.  Who  from  ?— Mr.  Kelson. 

13.439.  How  much  ?— j^5  I  tdd  you. 


Edward  Benipttt  recalled,  and  examined.  Edward  Bennett. 


1 3,440.  Did  you  give  him  5i.  ? — He  is  doubtful  on  my  list  whether  he  had  anything 
from  me  or  not 


Qeobge  Babber  recalled ;  did  not  answer. 


William  Anderson  sworn,  and  examined.  WiUiamAnderson, 

13  441.  Are  you  a  fireman  or  a  householder  ? — ^A  fre^nan.  ^' 

13.442.  Did  you  have  a  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.443.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 
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William  Anderson,  13,444  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote? — 35s.  for  being  a  messenger  seven 

(Shoemaker.)  days. 

13,445.  Is  that  all  ?— That  is  aE 

27th  June  1853.  13,446.  Had  you  not  some  money  from  Mr.  Bennett  ?— No. 


Edward  Bennett. 


Edward  Bennett  recalled,  and  examined. 

1 3,44-7.  Did  you  pay  the  last  witness  anything? — Anderson  had  35^.  from  me  as  a 
messenger.  It  is  not  down  in  the  list,  but  I  believe  it  is  in  another  account.  It  is 
Mr.  Ward's.     It  was  William  Anderson  the  fishmonger  who  had  the  money  of  me. 


Henry  JR.  French. 


Henry  Bichard  French  sworn,  and  examined 

13.448.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — ^Yes. 

13.449.  Did  you  vote  1847?— Yes. 

13.450.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.451.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes,  57. 

13.452.  Who  gave  it  to  you? — Mr.  Smithson. 

13.453.  Did  you  have  any  money  from  Mr.  Bennett  ? — No. 

13.454.  Is  that  all  the  money  you  received  ? — Yes. 

13.455.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

13.456.  Did  you  have  any  money  then  ? — ^Yes ;  4i. 

13.457.  Who  from  ?— Mr.  Friend. 

13.458.  For  whom  did  you  then  vote  ? — Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 


John  Thompsett. 


John  Thompsett  sworn,  and  examined. 


13.459.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

13.460.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?—  Yes. 

13.461.  For  whom  did  you  vote? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.462.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting? — Yes,  4?. 

13.463.  How  much  ?— 0^5. 

13.464.  Who  from?— Mr.  Bennett. 

13.465.  Did  you  vote  last  year? — Yes. 

13.466.  Who  for  ?— Butler  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

13.467.  Did  you  have  any  money  ? — No. 

13.468.  Did  you  have  a  colour  ticket  ? — No. 

13.469.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — No. 


Daniel  French. 


Daniel  French  sworn,  and  examined. 


13.470.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yea 

13.471.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.472.  For  whom  ?— Vance  and  Clinton. 

13.473.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

13.474.  How  much?— 0^7. 

1 3.475.  Who  paid  you  ? — A  man  of  the  name  of  Adama     I  believe  that  was  his  name. 

13.476.  Did  Mr.  Bennett  give  you  anything  ? — No. 

13.477.  Did  you  vote  in  1852,  last  year  ?— Yes. 

13.478.  Did  you  have  any  money  last  year? — Nothing  at  all. 

13.479.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — No. 

13.480.  Had  you  a  colour  ticket  ?— No. 


TFUUam  Andrews, 
(Pensioner.) 


William  Andrews  sworn,  and  examined. 

13.481.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

13.482.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.483.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — I  forget  who  it  was. 

13.484.  Clinton  and  Vance  ?— Yes. 

13,486.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — ^Yes. 

13.486.  How  much?— ^5. 

13.487.  Who  from?— Mr.  Bennett. 

13.488.  Did  you  vote  last  year? — Yes. 

13.489.  Had  you  any  money  last  year  ?— Yes. 
]  3,490.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — Yea 
13,491.  What  did  you  get  for  it  ?— 16^. 
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13.492.  Did  you  have  a  colour  ticket  ? — I  had  one.  William  Andrews 

13.493.  For  whom  did  you  vote  last  year? — Johnstone  and  Gipps.  '  [^(Pensioner), 

13.494.  What  did  you  get  on  your  colour  ticket  ? — I  did  not  get  anything.    I  gave  it  

to  a  man  of  the  name  of  Day.  27th  June  1853. 

13.495.  Wliat  did  you  give  it  to  him  for  ? — ^We  have  the  privilege  of  getting  a  colour       

ticket. 

13.496.  What  did  he  get  for  it  ? — I  do  not  know;  I  never  saw  liim  after. 


Thomas  Jarman  sworn,  and  examined.  Thomas  Jarman. 


13.497.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder? — A  freeman. 

18.498.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— I  did. 

13.499.  For  whom  ?— Vance  and  Clinton. 

13.500.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes,  5Z. 

13.501.  Who  paid  you  ?— Mr.  Bennett 

13.502.  Did  you  vote  last  year  ?— I  did. 

13.503.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

13.504.  Did  you  have  any  money? — ^Not  for  my  vote,  I  did  not. 

13.505.  What  for? — Fifteen  shillings,  being  a  messenger  fouiieen  days. 

13.506.  Did  you  have  a  colour  ticket  ? — No. 


William  Mills  called ;  did  not  answer. 
^  Jonathan  Jackson  called ;  did  not  answer. 


John  Wood  recalled,  and  examined.  John  Wood 

13.507.  You  have  been  examined  before  ? — ^Yes.  J^ [_ 

13.508.  Mr.  Bennett  has  stated  that  he  gave  you  some  money  for  your  vote  in  1847. 
Is  that  true  ? — I  never  had  a  farthing. 

13.509.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.510.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.511.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote? — Yes. 

13.512.  Who  from  ?— A  person  of  the  name  of  AUwright,  who  is  gone  to  New  Zealand. 
13,513w  How  much  did  he  give  you? — ^^6. 

13.514.  Nothing  from  Mr.  Bennett?— No. 

13.515.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yea 

13.516.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

13.517.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

13.518.  How  much?— ^5. 

13.519.  Who  gave  it  to  you?— Mr.  Kelson. 


Edward  Bennett  recalled,  and  examined.  Edward  Bennett. 

13.520.  Do  you  remember  tliat  man? — Perfectly  well.  

13.521.  Did  you  give  him  any  money? — I  did. 

13.522.  What  did  you  give  him? — I  gave  him  ten  sovereigns. 

13.523.  Where  was  it? — In  the  street,  the  day  after  the  election  ;  and  I  will  say  more 
than  that,  I  saw  Wood  this  morning,  before  he  came  into  Court.  I  told  him  to  be  particular 
what  he  was  saying,  because  I  understood  that  he  denied  it.  I  thinjc  it  was  a  week  or 
ten  days  alter  the  election.  He  shook  hands  with  me,  and  said  it  was  the  first  time  he 
was  bribed  in  his  life,  and  he  was  very  sorry  he  had  the  money.  I  told  him  it  was  in 
1847. 


John  Wood  recalled,  and  examined.  j^j^^  Wood 

13.524.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Bennett  in  1847?— I  did  not.    I  was  away  from  Canterburj-.         (Painter). 

13.525.  He  says  you  received  the  money  ? — I  never  received  it;  I  never  Jia^l  it  from 
him  ;  he  has  got  it  down  wrong. 

Thomas  Longley  called ;  did  not  answer. 


Thomas  Goldsmith  sworn,  and  examined.  T.  Goldsmith. 

13.526.  Ai'e  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — ^A  householder.  " 

13.527.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.528.  For  whom  ?— Mr.  Smytlie. 

13.529.  The  poll  book  says  you  voted  for  Clinton  and  Vance? — Mr.  Smytlie  I  voted 
for. 

13.530.  Do  you  live  at  Gray  Friars? — I  do. 

13.531.  You  have  voted  for  Clinton  and  Vance.   You  voted  for  the  red  ? — ^Very  likely; 
no  doubt  that  is  correct. 

13^532.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — ^Not  a  farthing. 
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13,533.  Did  you  have  any  money  given  to  you  at  that  time  ? — ^None. 
13,534>.  Did  your  wife  ? — No.     My  gardens  wero  secured  for  the  use  of  the  gentl^nen^ 
to  make  their  observations  in,  for  which  I  received  lOi. 

13.535.  What  gentlemen  ? — The  candidates. 

13.536.  Did  they  do  anything  ? — No,  nothing  at  all ;  they  did  not  come. 

13.537.  Who  did  not  come  ?— None  of  the  candidates  came. 

13.538.  Do  yon  understand  me  ?     I  ask  you  if  you  received  any  money  at  the  election 
of  1847  ? — ^Previously,  my  gardens  were  engaged  for  the  candidates. 

13.539.  What  was  engaged  ? — ^The  gardens  I  kept  at  St.  Peter's.     The  gardens  at  that 
time  were  commonly  used.     I  know  nothing  about  it.     I  never  received  a  hal^nny. 

13,54?0.  What  did  you  get  for  engaging  the  gardens  ? — ^^10. 

13.541.  Who  paid  you  ? — I  really  do  not  know;  it  was  paid.     Mrs.  Goldsmith  got  the 
money. 

13.542.  Did  you  vote  last  year  ? — ^No. 


tidward  Bennett. 


Stephen  Ells. 


Edward  Bennett  recalled,  and  examined. 


13.543.  Do  you  know  anything  of  this  ? — This  is  right.  Mr.  Goldsmith  kept  the 
St.  Peter's  Gardens  at  that  time,  and  he  kept  the  Shakespeare  in  Butcher-lana  We 
expected  the  blue  party  would  want  the  gardens,  and  to  prevent  them  hiring  them,  I 
secured  the  gardens  for  ten  pounds,  that  no  other  party  should  have  them.  I  paid 
Mr.  Goldsmith  lOZ.,  and  4/1.  the  tavern  account  at  the  Shakespeare;  that  was  for 
refreshments  for  parties  canvassing  at  the  election. 

13.544.  What  were  the  gardens  used  for  ? — We  did  not  make  use  of  them. 

1 3.545.  Y(»n  did  not  want  them  for  anything  ? — We  did  not. 


Stephen  Ells  sworn,  and  examined. 


13.546.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

13.547.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.548.  For  whom  did  you  vote? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.549.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

13.550.  How  much  ? — To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  7/.  or  87. 

13.551.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ? — Mr.  Bennett. 

13.552.  Did  you  vote  last  year  ? — No. 


M.  Wetherley. 


Solomon  MiUs* 


was  a  messenger. 


Matthew  Wetherley  sworn,  and  examined. 

13.553.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

13.554.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.555.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.556.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No  ;  I 

13.557.  What  did  you  have  ?— Eight  days,  21 

13.558.  Who  paid  you?— Mr.  Trimnell. 

13.559.  Did  you  have  any  money  fi^m  Mr.  Bennett  ? — ^Yes ;  a  pound  afterwards. 

13.560.  What  was  that  for  ? — He  told  me  to  call,  and  he  would  give  me  a  trifle. 

13.561.  What  was  that  for  ? — I  expected  that  was  for  my  vote. 

13.562.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

13.563.  What  did  you  get  then  ?— Nothing  at  all. 

13.564.  Did  you  get  a  colour  ticket  ? — Yes,  one. 

13.565.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — No. 

13.566.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  I  would  vote  for  them 
again  if  they  came 


Thomas  Mabsh  recalled ;  did  not  answer. 

Solomon  Mills  sworn,  and  examined. 

13.567.  Are  you  a  freeman  ?-— Yes. 

13.568.  Did  you  vote  in  1847? -I  did. 

13,569..  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.570.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No  ;  I  was  sent  for  from  Heme 
Bay,  and  I  had  my  conveyance  paid  from  there,  and  back  again. 

13.571.  What  did  they  give  you  ? — A  sovereign. 

13.572.  To  pay  for  the  train  ? — ^Yes.    My  time,  being  here  two  days,  and  gettii^  home 
again. 

18.573.  That  was  all  ?— That  was  all 

18.574.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

13.575.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

18.576.  Did  you  get  anything  at  that  time  ? — No, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  EXISTENCE  OP  BRIBERY  nc  the  CITY  of  CANTERBURY.         409 

13.577.  Were  you  a  meesen^  ?— Yea  Solomon  Mitts. 

13.578.  What  did  you  get  for  that  ?— I  drew  a  little.  

18.579.  What  was  that  Httle  ?— Sixteen  shiUinga  27th  June  1853. 

13.580.  Were  you  to  have  a  colour  ticket  ? — Yes ;  I  asked  for  one,  but  never  had  one.  -: 

13.581.  Did  you  get  any  money  after  the  election  of  1847? — No,  nothing  whatever. 
I  had  nothing  hut  a  sovereign  to  pay  my  expenses ;  that  was  all  I  had. 


David  Finn  sworn,  and  examined.  David  Finn. 


13.582.  Are  you  a  freeman  ?~Yes. 

13.583.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.584.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.585.  Had  you  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — j£5. 

13.586.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ?— Mr.  Bennett 

13.587.  Did  you  vote  last  year  ?— Yea 

13.588.  For  whom  ?— Johnstone  and  Gippa 

13.589.  Did  you  have  any  money  then  ? — No. 

13.590.  Did  you  have  a  colour  ticket  ? — No. 
13,f^91.  Were  you  a  messenger  ?— No. 


Joseph  Best  sworn,  and  examined.  Joseph  Best. 


13^592.  Are  you  a  fi'eeman  ? — Yea 

13.593.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yea 

13.594.  For  whom? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.595.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — j^'4. 

13.596.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ?— Mr.  Bennett. 

13.597.  Did  you  vote  last  year  ? — ^Yes. 

13.598.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

13.599.  Did  you  have  any  money? — No. 

13.600.  Did  you  have  any  colour  tickets  ? — ^Yes,  one. 

13.601.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — No. 

13.602.  What  did  you  get  for  the  colour  tickets  ?— Half  a  sovereign. 

13.603.  Are  you  in  the  employ  of  Mr,  Homersham  ?  —No. 

13.604.  You  are  not  a  huilder's  labourer  ?— No  ;  I  am  a  tradesman. 

13.605.  Are  you  a  relative  of  Thomas  Best  ? — Yes  ;  he  is  a  first  cousin  to  me. 

13.606.  Did  he  get  anything  ?— No. 


William  Bubt  sworn,  and  examined.  William  Burt. 


13.607.  Are  you  a  fi-eeman  ? — Yes. 

18.608.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— I  did. 

13.609.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ?— Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.610.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ?— I  did. 

13.611.  How  much  ?— jfe'  5. 

13.612.  Did  you  have  no  more  ? — No. 

13.613.  Try  and  recollect  ? — My  son  had  a  colour  ticket. 

13.614.  On  your  recommendation? — On  my  recommendation. 

13.615.  Is  that  all  ?— That  is  alL 

18.616.  Did  you  vote  last  year  ?— I  did  not 


Edward  Bennett  recalled,  and  examined.  Edward  Bennett. 

13,617.  How  much  did  the  last  witn^s  have  ?—  t  7  or  8i.,  but  I  cannot  exactly  say. 
I  paid  him  myself 


William  Burt  recalled,  and  examined  WUliam  Burt^ 


13.618.  Isthatso?-- -No. 

13.619.  How  much  waa  it? — Not  a  farthing  from  Mr.  Bennett. 

13.620.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ? — Thomas  Friend.     He  gave  it  to  my  wife,  and  she  gave 
it  to  me  ;  but  I  knew  where  it  came  from. 
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Edward  Bennett 
27th  June  1853. 


Edward  Bennett  recalled,  and  examined. 

13.621.  Are  you  quite  sure  you  gave  him  that  sum? — I  may  take  my  oath  upon  it, 
and  for  certain  reasons. 

13.622.  State  your  reasons  ? — I  understood  that  there  was  a  meeting  in  Butcher  Lane 
at  the  Shakespeare,  from  a  man  that  I  have  got  a  summons  for  pi'esently.  I  heard  that 
there  was  a  trap  laid  for  me,  and  that  there  were  about  sixteen  or  eighteen  persons 
present  They  sent  for  me  and  Mr.  Kingsford  to  go  to  the  committee.  I  had  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Burt,  chairman  of  the  committee.  I  would  not  go  near  that  night,  and  Mr.  Kingsford 
did  not  go  near ;  but  I  went  myself  afterwards,  and  met  them.  They  wanted  lOZ.  apiece 
roimd.  I  said,  "  I  will  have  nothing  to  do  with  you,  but  if  you  want  anything  with  me 
I  must  meet  you  individually.  I  am  not  going  to  have  anything  to  do  with  you  in  that 
kind  of  way.     I  am  not  going  to  have  a  trap." 

13.623.  Did  you  afterwards  see  Burt,  and  give  him  any  money  ? — I  did. 

13.624.  Where  was  he  ? — In  the  street,  after  the  election. 

13.625.  Did  he  offer  to  sell  his  vote  for  lOZ.  ?— Yes  ;  10^.  round. 

13.626.  He  being  elected  chairman  of  the  committee,  offered  to  sell  the  votes  for  10/. 
round  ? — Yes. 

13.627.  Did  you  afterwards  give  him  7i.  or  8/.  ? — £  7  or  8?.  ;  I  cannot  exactly 
recollect. 

13.628.  You  did  not  give  Mr.  Friend  any  money  to  give  to  him  ? — I  did  not  I  had 
notliing  to  do  Avith  Mr.  Friend  at  that  election. 


William  Burt.  WiLLlAM  BuRT  recalled,  and  examined. 

13,629.  Did  you  offer  to  sell  your  vote  to  Mr.  Bennett  for  any  sum  ? — ^There  was  a 
party  of  us  collected  together  for  that  purpose,  to  send  for  one  of  them  of  the  committee, 
'  to  determine  what  we  should  give  our  votes  for.  Mr.  Bennett  was  the  man  who  came. 
I  was  the  chairman,  and  I  told  him  the  resolution  of  the  pai-ty.  It  was  a  proviso,  that  if 
he  would  give  us  10/.  apiece  we  would  vote  with  him,  and  if  not,  we  would  not.  He 
said  that  he  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  us,  and  I  never  spoke  to  liim  till  after  the 
election.     I  never  saw  him  above  twice  since.     If  he  had  the  money  I  did  not 


Thomas  Marsh.  THOMAS  Marsh  recalled,  examined. 

*"""'"'"'""**  13,630.  Mr.  Bennett  states,  that  he  gave  you,  in  1847,  a  sum  of  money  for  your  vole  ; 

is  that  true  ? — No.  I  stated  on  Saturday  who  I  gave  the  money  to.  I  gave  it  to  two 
voters  of  the  name  of  Barton,  father  and  son,  who  can  be  called  before  you.  I  did  not  get 
a  fartliing  myself  Mr.  Butter  asked  me  to  go  and  see  two  men.  I  went  to  Mr.  Bennett, 
and  received  10/.     I  gave  them  each  five  sovereigns. 

13,631.  I  understood  you  had  13/.  from  Mr.  Bligh  in  1852  ;  you  had  4/.  for  your- 
self ?— Yes,  I  had. 

13632.  What  was  that? — ^That  was  an  outstanding  debt,  for  an  order  I  received  in 
1847.     The  bill  was  not  settled. 

13.633.  You  had  an  outstanding  debt  in  1847? — I  received  nothing  ;  but  I  can  prove 
I  paid  this  money  to  those  men,  and  I  received  no  money  from  them  for  what  they  owed, 
I  am  perfectly  convinced. 

13.634.  What  did  you  receive  in  1847  ? — I  received  no  money,  only  for  those  two  men. 

13.635.  What  was  that? -^"^10  ;  5/.  each. 

13,696.  Who  did  you  vote  for  in  1847  ?— Clinton  and  Vance. 


Edward  Bennett. 


Edward  Bennett  recalled,  examined. 

.  3,637.  How  is  that,  Mr.  Bennett? — That  is  right.    I  gave  Marsh  10/.  to  give  to  other 
j>arties ;  who  they  were  I  cannot  say. 


Jfobert  Barton.  ROBERT  BARTON  sworn,  and  examined. 

13.638.  Are  you  ^k^  leeman? — ^Yes. 

13.639.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

13.640.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.641.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — Yea 

13.642.  How  much?— ^5. 

13.643.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ? — Mr.  Marsh  gave  it  me,  and  my  father. 

1 3.644.  Did  you  vote  last  year  ? — No ;  I  was  not  in  the  town. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


THE  EXISTENCE  OF  BRIBERY  in  the  CITY  of  CAr^TERBURY.         405 

Dr.  Alfred  Lochee  recalled,  and  examined.  Dr.  Alfred  Locket. 

13.645.  Mr.  Pout  has  told  us  that  he  presented  either  this  account,  or  a  copy  of  it,  to    27th  June  1853 
you  (No.  36.)  ;  is  that  true  ? — ^Neither  that  account,  nor  a  copy  of  it.  ^ * 

13.646.  Nothing  of  the  sort  ? — I  never  saw  it  before. 

13.647.  Did  you  have  any  account  presented  to  you  by  Mr.  Pout  ? — ^Yea 

13.648.  Did  you  desire  Mr.  Pout  to  take  it  back,  and  amend  it  ? — I  did  not. 

13.649.  Did  Mr.  Collard  present  to  you  an  account? — He  sent  in  an  account  to  the 
finance  committea 

13.650.  Did  you  see  it  ? — 1  saw  it.  •  . 

13.651.  Did  you  desire  Mr.  Collard  to  amend  that  account  ? — ^Not  that  one. 

13.652.  There  was  an  account  ? — That  was  not  tlie  account  he  forwarded  that  time 
I  called  upon  him  for  a  return  of  the  expenditure  of  50i.  he  had  received  from  Mr.  Kings- 
ford.  He  told  me  he  could  not  do  it,  inasmuch  as  the  money  was  disposed  of  for  illegal 
purposes.  I  told  him  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  any  statement  of  irregular  purposes,  and 
if  that  was  in  the  statement  already  prepared  he  must  knock  that  out  before  he  sent  it 
in  to  us.  What  we  wanted  was,  of  course,  an  account  that  could  be  laid  before  the 
Parliamentary  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons.  Mr.  Collard  tells  me,  there  was  a  sort 
of  rough  statement,  that  I  saw  on  one  occasion  at  his  office  ;  that  is  just  possibla  I  do 
not  recollect  that,  but  I  do  not  deny  it,  being  on  my  oath.  The  account  he  afterwards 
rendered,  which  was  minus  those  bribery  charges,  I  did  see,  and  that  was  exactly  50i., 
neither  more  nor  less. 

13.653.  The  other  account  had  got  items  that  he  himself  stated  would  not  bear  inves- 
tigation ? — ^Yes,  just  so. 

13.654.  You  desired  liim  to  strike  them  out,  because  you  wanted  the  account  to  lay 
before  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  ?— Certainly,  that  is  just  it.  The 
accoimt  he  sent  in  was  that  account. 

13,655.^1  want  to  understand  clearly  which  of  the  committee  that  acted  for  the 
sitting  members  at  tlie  last  election  are  responsible  for  these  things,  and  therefore  I  ask 
you  to  look  at  the  statement  under  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Kingrford,  senior.  Read  it 
throughout  if  you  please  ? — Whose  writing  do  you  say  it  is  ? 

13.656.  It  is  said  by  Mr.  Core  Kingsford  to  be  the  handwriting  of  his  father? — 
Where  shall  I  begin  ? 

13.657.  Begin  at  the  marginal  note  ? — "  Previously  to  the  day  of  the  nomination,  the 
sitting  members,  in  company  with  Dr.  Lochee  and  Mr.  William  Delmar,  met  Mr.  Kings- 
ford,  senior,  and  explained,  that  in  preparing  for  canvassing  the  city  they  found  a 
great  difficulty  in  the  fact,  that  Mr.  Pout,  who  had  attended  to  and  kept  an  account  of 
the  registration,  and  Mr.  Thomas  White  Collard  (who  had  likewise  acted  a  similar  part), 
and  their  respective  friends,  had  disputed  with  each  other  aa  to  the  election,  and  as  to 
the  best  mode  for  a  canvass,  &c.  In  order  to  reconcile  this  dispute,  it  was  suggested 
that  Canterbury  should  be  divided  into  two  parts,  in  order  that  Mr.  Pout  and  his 
friends  should  canvass  the  south,  and  Mr.  Collard  and  liis  friends  the  north,  and  that 
each  party  in  their  own  district  should  arrange  for  bringing  up  the  parties  to  the  poll. 
And  it  was  ftirther  suggested,  that  those  two  parties  should  not  communicate  with  each 
other  ;  but  that  if  and  when  any  questions  should  arise,  either  Mr.  Pout  and  his  friends 
on  the  one  hand,  or  Mr.  Collard  and  his  friends  on  the  other,  should  respectively  com- 
municate with  Dr.  Lochee  and  Mr.  Delmar  and  Mr.  Kingsford,  who  for  such  purposes 
were  styled  the  referees.  A  progiamme,  drawn  up  at  the  time,  was  delivered  to 
Mr.  Pout  and  Mr.  Collard,  who  respectively  worked  out  the  plan ;  but  it  cannot,  at 
present,  be  found.  Dr.  Lochee,  assisted  by  partisans,  on  each  side  of  the  north  and 
south  of  the  city,  fixed  upon  a  general  room,  which  was  styled  the  general  committee- 
room,  into  which  any  of  the  Conservative  party  were  permitted  to  enter." 

13.658.  Do  you  adhere  to  that  statement  ? — Yes.  ♦ 

13.659.  That  is  correct  ? — I  think  it  is  substantially  correct. 

13.660.  I  understood  you  to  say,  at  your  last  examination,  the  committee  of  referees 
was  only  a  financial  committee  who  met  once  only,  and  then  only  during  the  election  ? 
— Entirely  so  ;  that  is  true. 

13.661.  From  that  it  appears  they  were  to  act  during  the  election,  and  were  to  be 
consulted,  as  Mr.  Collard  has  stated,  from  time  to  time,  as  occasion  arose  ? — I  believe  it 
was  intended  that  they  should  be.  I  am  only  stating  now  what  did  take  place  ;  not  what 
might  take  place.  We  do  not  appear  to  have  been  consulted.  That  is  the  statement  I 
mf^e.     I  do  not  care  what  Mr.  Kingsford  puts  in  his  brief  for  counsel. 

13.662.  You  were  referees  in  case  of  disputes? — Yes. 

13.663.  And  further,  I  understand  you,  it  did  not  arise,  and  consequently  no  appli- 
cation was  made  to  you  ? — Just  so. 

13.664.  Was  no  application  made  during  the  election  to  authorize  disbursements  ? — I 
do  not  know  what  you  mean  as  to  disbursements.     I  had  the  bills  before  me. 

13.665.  During  the  election  ? — No  ;  after  the  election. 

13.666.  I  distinguish  between  disbursements  after  and  before  the  election? — During 
the  election  I  had  nothing. 

13.667.  Y9U  had  power  to  authorize  disbursements,  but  in  fact  you  authorized 
none  ? — I  do  not  know  what  power  I  had. 

3E  3 


Digitized  by 


Google 


40^    EVIDENCB  taken  bbpore  COMMISSIONERS  aIppointkd  to  inquibe  into 

Dr. Alfred Lochee^       13,668.  According  to  that  statement,  it  is  clear  you  had  the  power? — I  never  made 

^  ^  that  statement     It  may  be  true,  or  it  may  not     I  believe  it  is  substantially  true.    I 

?7th  JuDe  1853     do  not  knpw  y^hai  power  I  had. 

: •  -  13,669.  Were  you  consulted  with  respect  to  preparing  the  statement  ? — I  was  not;  I 

told  you  so  before.  Mr.  Kingsford's  clerk  came  to  me  one  evening,  and  asked  certain 
questions,  which  he  put  down  in  a  note-book.  What  those  questions  are  I  cannot  say. 
You  may  find  them,  if  you  look  for  them.     I  do  not  know  what  they  ara 

13.670.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  that  statement  of  the  existence  of  a  triumvirate,  or 
referees  as  they  are  called,  side  by  side  with  the  existence  of  the  general  committee,  was 
prepared  with  a  view  to  obstructing  the  discovery  of  fiacts  before  the  election  committee  ? 
— No,  upon  my  honour,  it  was  not. 

13.671.  As  fiM-  as  you  know,  was  it  done  for  that  particular  piu-pose  ? — It  is  absurd  to 
ask  me  that  question. 

18.672.  Was  it,  or  not,  in  the  contemplation  of  an  election  committee  ? — Of  course  I  did 
not  know  there  was  any  inquiry. 

13.673.  You  say  no  inquiry  was  contemplated  at  the  time  this  statement  was  prepared  ? 
— I  do  not  know  when  this  statement  was  prepared. 

13.674.  I  thought  you  stated  just  now  you  knew  perfectly  well  the  statement  was  on 
the  brief? — I  do  not  know  when  the  brief  was  prepared. 

13.675.  You  said  you  were  consulted  by  Mr.  Kingsford's  clerk,  who  came  to  you,  and 
Mr.  Kingsford  came  to  you,  and  made  that  statement  on  the  brief? — I  referred  it  to  you 
to  see  what  it  was. 

13.676.  You  have  it  in  your  hand  ? — I  am  not  going  to  look  over  these  papers.  Every- 
body has  been  willing  to  put  something  on  my  shoulders,  and  I  am  determined  I  will  not 
bear  it     It  is  prepared  by  Mr.  Kingsford.    Ask  him  about  it. 

13.677.  My  question  was  this :  was  the  story  of  the  committee  of  referees  existing  side 
by  side  with  and  to  some  extent  acting  independent  of  or  superior  to  the  general  com- 
mittee prepared  with  a  view  to  the  inquiry  before  the  House  of  Commons  ? — It  was  not 
It  existed  before  the  election  began.  There  is  a  report  in  the  Canterbury  paper  of  Satur- 
day, which  I  am  very  anxious  to  contradict.  I  do  not  know  what  Mr.  Pout  said  ;  but  it 
is  reported  in  Mr.  Pout's  evidence  that  Dr.  Lochee  received  300Z.  from  Mr.  Gippe  for 
coloura  It  is  an  entire  mistake  of  Mr.  Pout's  himself,  or  the  i-eporter.  -There  was  no  such 
thing  at  all.     I  received  no  money  from  Mr.  Gipp& 

13.678.  I  do  not  recollect  it  ? — It  is  reported,  however.     I  hope  he  did  not  say  so. 

13.679.  I  think  Mr.  Pout  said  he  received  it  himself? — It  is  reported  that  Mr.  Gippe 
gave  Dr.  Lochee  300i.  for  colour  tickets.  As  to  those  colour  tickets,  I  told  you  I  got  the 
money  from  Mr.  Pout. 


Tk&mas  Brown.  THOMAS  Brown  sworn,  and  examined. 


13.680.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — ^A  freeman. 

13.681.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — ^Yes. 

13.682.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

13.683.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — ^Yes. 

13.684.  How  much?— ^5. 

13.685.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ? — 10«.  from  Mr.  Kelson,  and  4Z.  10«.  from  Mr.  Irons. 

13.686.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ? — No  ;  I  had  not  got  a  vote  then 


Edward  Bourn.  EDWARD  BouRN  sworn,  and  examined. 


13.687.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — No. 

13.688.  /l  householder?— Yea 

13.689.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — I  did. 

13.690.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

13.691.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — I  can  hardly  say  what  I  had. 

13.692.  You  know  perfectly  well? — I  borrowed  bl. 

13.693.  Did  you  ever  pay  it  back  again  ? — No. 

13.694.  Who  did  you  borrow  the  U.  of  ?— Mr.  Taylor. 

13,696.  Did  you  borrow  it  on  consideration  of  giving  your  vote  ? — You  may  say  it  was 
set  down  as  that,  and  it  would  be  all  quite  right. 

13,696.  You  were  to  give  your  vote  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  ? — Yes. 
13,697   Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes,  I  did. 

13.698.  Who  for?— I  can  hardly  call  to  mind  now. 

13.699.  Clinton  and  Vance  ? — I  cannot  say. 

13.700.  Do  you  live  at  Monastery-street  ? — ^Yea 

[The  Chi^  Commissioner  stated,  that  the  lists  had  now  been  gone  through  s 
far  as  evidence  had  been  given  of  direct  bribery ;  but  that  if  there  was  any 
one  pres^it  who  had  b^n  summoned,  or  whose  name  had  been  call^ 
without  his  answering,  and  who  wished  to  be  examined,  he  might  come 
forward.] 
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The  following  witnesses  consequently  came  forward  without  being  called  : —  Jame^  Woollen. 

James  WooLLETT  sworn,  and  examined.  27th  June  1853. 


13.701.  Are  you  a  fi-eeman  ?  —  Yes, 

13.702.  Did  you  vote  last  year  I— Yea 

13.703.  For  whom? — Johnstone  and  Qipps. 

13.704.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — ^Yes. 

13.705.  How  much  ?— ^5. 

13.706.  Who  fix)m  ?— John  Vincent. 

13.707.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes, 

13.708.  Who  for  ?— Clinton  and  Vance* 

13.709.  Did  you  have  any  money  then  ? — No. 

13.710.  Did  you  have  any  tickets  ? — No,  nothing. 


Qeoboe  Roberts  sworn,  and  examined.  Oeorge  Boberiu. 

13.711.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes.  

13.712.  What  are  you ;  a  freeman  ? — No  ;  a  householder. 

13.713.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

13.714.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  voting? — I  paid  Mr.  Johnson  a  bill  of  13f.  4«., 
and  after  I  paid  him  lie  gave  me  21.  back. 

13.715.  What  was  that  2f.  paid  you  back  for  ? — He  asked  me  if  I  had  anything  on  the 
election  at  all.     I  told  him  no  ;  and  he  chucked  me  down  two  sovereigns  back. 

13.716.  What  was  that  for  ?— I  do  not  know. 

13.717.  Was  it  for  your  vote  ? — I  expect  it  was. 

13.718.  Did  you  take  it  ?— Yes. 

13.719.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— No. 


John  Coombs  sworn,  and  examined.  jo)^  Onm/^. 


13.720.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder? — A  householder. 

13.721.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ^-Yes. 

13.722.  Who  for?— Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

13.723.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — One  colour  ticket. 
13,724  Who  gave  it  to  you? — Mr.  Johnson. 

13.725.  Did  you  have  the  tickets  or  money? — I  had  no  money ;  I  had  tickets. 

13.726.  How  many  tickets  did  you  get? — Four. 

13.727.  You  got  21  ?— Yes. 

13.728.  Did  you  give  your  tickets  to  anybody  ? — One  to  my  son^  one  to  my  fiither,  and 
one  to  my  brother,  and  had  one  myself 

13.729.  Who  had  the  money? — My  son  had  10«*,  my  father  had  10«.,  and  my  brother 
had  IQs. 

13.730.  You  kept  it  all  in  the  family  ? — ^Yes ;  it  did  not  go  away  from  the  &mily. 


Edward  Knell  sworn,  and  examined.  Edward  KmU. 


13.731.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

13.732.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yesi 

13.733.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — The  two  Tory  parties. 

13.734.  Clinton  and  Vance  ?— Yes. 

13.735.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — I  did  not  receive  any. 

13.736.  Did  anybody  belonging  to  you  ? — Yes  ;  my  wife  did,  but  I  never  saV  ii 

13.737.  How  much  ? — That  I  cannot  tell ;  I  never  saw  it. 

13.738.  Did  she  tell  you  how  much  ? — Yes,  I  think  she  did. 

13.739.  What  did  she  tell  you  ? — I  think  she  said  it  was  five  sovereigns. 

13.740.  You  have  no  doubt  about  that,  have  you  ? — Not  a  bit. 

13.741.  Was  that  for  your  vote  ? — Yes,  I  suppose  so. 

13.742.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

13.743.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — The  two  Tory  parties. 

13.744.  Did  you  have  any  money  then? — No. 

13.745.  Did  your  wife  have  any  ? — No. 

13.746.  Did  any  money  find  its  way  into  your  house  that  time  ? — No. 

13.747.  Were  you  a  messenger? — Yes  ;  I  was  put  down  for  one. 

13.748.  And  paid  for  it  ?— No. 

13.749.  Did  you  have  a  colour  ticket  ? — Yes.  ,     .    . 

13.750.  Were  you  paid  for  that  ?— Yes,  I  was,  I  believe,  paid  for  tliat. ' 

13.751.  What  did  you  get  for  that  ? — I  think  my  sons  got  10*.  each. 

13.752.  How  many  sons  have  you  ? — Two. 

13.753.  How  much  did  you  get  by  being  messenger  in  1852  ?— They  advanced  me  10«. 

13.754.  And  how  much  have  you  got  besides  ? — I  have  had  none  ainOe» 
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Edward  Knell. 
27th  June  1853. 


13.755.  Do  you  expect  to  get  anything  ? — Yes. 

13.756.  How  much  more  ? — I  do  not  taiow.    I  worked  hard  during  the  time, 
like  to  have  some  more  if  I  could  get  it. 


I  should 


William  Gurney. 


William  Gurney  sworn,  and  examined. 

13.757.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

13.758.  Did  you  vote  at  the  election  of  1847? — I  voted  the  last  election,  but  not  the 
election  before. 

13.759.  Who  for,  at  the  last  election  ? — Romilly  and  Somerville. 

13.760.  Did  you  hear  the  evidence  given  by  Blinks  and  Holland  in  which  your  name 
was  mentioned  ? — Yes. 

13.761.  Can  you  tell  us  how  your  name  got  into  that  list  ? — Mr.  Bligh  asked  me  about 
my  vote ;  but  there  was  nothing  mentioned  about  any  money,  or  anything  of  the  kind. 
Mr.  Holtham  asked  me  the  same.  He  asked  me  if  I  had  promised  my  vote,  or  could 
give  them  one.     Nothing  was  mentioned  about  money. 

13.762.  Was  anything  mentioned  about  being  remunerated  in  any  way  ? — No. 

13.763.  Did  you  get  any  ? — No,  not  a  farthing. 

13.764.  Was  Mr.  Holttum  one  of  the  canvassers  ? — Yes. 

13.765.  And  Mr.  Bligh  was  on  that  occasion  too  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  he  was. 

13.766.  He  was  on  that  side  ?— Yes. 

13.767.  And  you  refused  to  vote  for  them  ? — I  did  not  promise  any  one 

13.768.  You  refused  to  promise  him  ? — Yes. 

13.769.  And  afterwards  you  voted  for  Somerville  and  Romilly  ? — Yes. 

13.770.  Did  you  get  any thmg?— No. 


William  Irons  Jun, 


William  Irons  junior  sworn,  and  examined. 

13.771.  You  are  the  son  of  Irons,  the  licensed  victualler,  of  the  Malt  Shovel? — Yes. 

13.772.  Are  you  a  victualler  ? — Yes. 

13.773.  Where  is  your  public-house  ? — The  Crown  and  Anchor,  King-street. 

13.774.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — Neither  at  present. 

13.775.  Never  had  a  vote  ? — No. 

13.776.  Did  you  take  part  in  the  last  election  ? — I  took  a  part  in  it  after  it  was  over. 

13.777.  Not  during  the  election  ? — ^Not  during  the  electioiL 

13.778.  Did  you  not  see  Thomas  Brown  during  the  election  ? — No. 

13.779.  Was  he  not  living  in  your  house  ? — He  is  in  the  hospital  at  present. 

13.780.  Had  you  not  him  during  the  election? — Yes. 

13.781.  Why  was  he  there  ? — He  was  a  servant  of  mine  ever  since  October. 

13.782.  He  was  in  your  service  ? — Yes. 

13.783.  Was  he  doing  any  work  for  you  ? — ^Yes. 

13.784.  Can  you  swear  that  ? — Yes. 

13.785.  You  were  not  appointed  by  anybody  to  take  care  of  him  ? — No. 

13.786.  Nor  requested  ? — Not  until  after  the  election. 

13.787.  That  relates  to  his  giving  evidence  before  the  House  of  Commons  ? — Yes. 

13.788.  You  were  told  to  take  care  of  him,  with  reference  to  that  inquiry? — Yes. 


Francis  Lyons.  FRANCIS  LYONS  sworn,  and  examined. 

13.789.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

13.790.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.791.  Wliich  side  did  you  vote  for? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

13.792.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 
i 3,793.  Did  you  have  any  colour  tickets  ? — No. 

13.794.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — Yes. 

13.795.  What  did  you  have  as  a  messenger? — Twenty-five  shillings. 

13.796.  Did  you  do  any  work  for  it  ? — Yes,  every  day. 

13.797.  How  many  days  were  you  employed? — I  think  about  five  or  six  days. 

13.798.  Did  you  work  hard? — I  did,  at  times. 


Stephen  Harvey. 


Stephen  Harvey  sworn,  and  examined. 


13.799.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  householder. 

13.800.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — No. 

13.801.  You  abstained  from  voting  ? — I  did  not  vote  at  all, 

13.802.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— No. 

13.803.  Had  you  a  vote  then  ? — I  do  not  think  I  was  registered. 

13.804.  Why  did  you  not  vote  in  the  election  of  1 852? — Because  I  thought  it  best  not. 
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13.805.  Had  you  been  applied  to  for  youi-  vote  ?— Yes ;  a  friend  applied  to  me,  and    Stephen  Harvey 
offered  me  money.  . 

13.806.  Who  applied  ? — Thomas  Friend.     At  least,  he  did  not  offer  money  ;  he  said  he    27th  Jime  1858. 
would  make  me  some  compensation  if  I  would  go,  and  I  said  I  should  not  

13.807.  Why  did  you  refuse  ?— Because  I  would  not  take  money  ;  that  was  the  reason. 
I  should  not  have  gone  that  way  if  I  had. 

13.808.  Did   you   see   anybody   of  the   name   of  Blinks? — No;    I  saw  no  one   but 
Mr.  Friend, 

13.809.  Did  you  see  Hollands? — No. 

13.810.  Were  you  here  when  their  evidence  was  given  against  you? — No. 

13.811.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  your  name  being  in  their  list  ? — No. 

13.812.  The  list  alluded  to  is  Blinks's  list     Did  you  ever  see  Blinks's  list  ? — No,  I  have 
not  seen  it.     I  have  heard  or  seen  nothing  about  it. 


Thomas  Page  sworn,  and  examined.  Tkonuu  Page. 


13.813.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder? — A  freeman. 

13.814.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — I  did. 

13.815.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Mr.  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps. 

13.816.  Who  asked  you  to  vote  for  them  ? — Nobody. 

13.817.  Were  you  ever  spoken  to  about  your  vote  ? — Never. 

13.818.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

13.819.  Who  did  you  vote  for  at  the  election  of  1847  ? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and 
Mr.  Smythe. 

13.820.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  then  ? — ^No. 

13.821.  Did  you  ever  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

13.822.  Did  you  get  any  colour  tickets  tlie  last  election  ? — I  did. 

13.823.  How  many  ? — Two  the  last  time,  and  two  the  time  before  ;  one  for  my  son, 
and  one  for  myself 

13.824.  Who  gave  you  the  colour  tickets  this  time? — Mr.  Smith,  the  coachmaker. 

13.825.  Who  gave  you  the  orders  for  them  ? — That  I  cannot  telL   Up  in  the  committee. 

13.826.  Did  you  get  them  from  Mr.  Holland? — No  ;  not  at  all     I  do  not  know  the 
gentleman. 

13.827.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Blinks? — I  know  him,  but  nothing  of  him. 

13.828.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  him  about  your  vote  ? — No. 

13,829  How  much  did  you  get  on  your  colour  tickets;   how  much  money  ? — 10^.  my 
son  got  and  lOfi.  myself 


Thomas  Somerfokd  sworn,  and  examined  y,  Saa^efford. 

13.830.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — ^A  freeman.  ' 

13.831.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.832.  For  whom  ?— The  Blues. 

13.833.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

13.834.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — Yes. 

13.835.  What  did  you  have  for  that  ?— i^l. 

13.836.  How  many  days? — One  day. 

13.837.  Did  you  have  any  colour  tickets  ? — No. 

13.838.  What  did  you  do  that  one  day  ? — Carried  the  papers  from  the  polling  place  up 
to  the  committee. 

13.839.  You  carried  the  result  of  the  poll  to  the  committee  ? — Yes,  that  one  day.     I 
did  not  know  how  many  days  I  might  be  wanted. 

18.840.  Did  you  vote  last  time  ? — Yes. 

13.841.  Who  for  ?— Somerville  and  Romilly. 

13.842.  Were  you  messenger  then  ? — No. 


James  Palmer  sworn,  and  examined.  James  Palmer, 


13.843.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — ^Yes. 

13.844.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.845.  Who  for  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

13.846.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — ^Yes. 

13.847.  What  did  you  have  ? — I  believe  IZ. 

13.848.  How  many  days  were  you  employed? — Something  like  four. 

13.849.  What  were  you  doing? — Carrying  the  state  of  the  poU. 

13.850.  You  did  not  carry  that  but  one  day? — I  was  there  the  day  before  to  do 
different  things  they  sent  me  about. 

13.851.  What  were  you  doing  ? — I  was  doing  different  things;  taking  notes  from  one 
gentleman  to  another. 
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13.852.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

13.853.  Who  for?— The  Tory  party. 

13.854.  What  did  you  receive  ? — ^Nothin  .f. 

13.855.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger? — No. 

13.856.  Did  you  have  any  colour  tickets? — Yes. 

13.857.  How  many  ?— Two. 

13.858.  What  did  you  receive  for  them  ? — lOs.  each. 

13.859.  And  receive  them  yourself? — ^Yes. 


WUUam  MiUi.  William  Mills  sworn,  and  examined. 

'""*"*""""**  13,860.  What  are  you  ? — A  freeman. 

13,861.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  t — I  voted  this  last  election. 
.    13,862.  Who  for?— For  Johnstone  and  Gippa 

13.863.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — No. 

13.864.  Did  you  receive  any  colour  tickets? — Yes. 

13.865.  How  many  ? — I  had  a  colour  ticket  for  my  brother ;  that  is  all. 

13.866.  Had  you  the  tickets  for  youi-self  ? — No. 

13.867.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance?— Yea 

13.868.  Did  you  receive  anything  ? — I  had  nothing  then.  I  never  did  receive  anything. 

13.869.  Never?— No. 
Do  you  know  Mr.  Bennett  there  ? — Mr.  Bennett  never  gave  me  anything  for 


13,870. 
that. 
13,871. 
13,872. 
13,873. 
13,874 


Did  you  receive  any  money  in  1847  ? — No. 
You  did  not  receive  4?.  from  Mr.  Bennett  ? — ^No,  not  a  fitrthing. 
Nor  from  Mr.  Friend  ? — ^No,  not  from  either. 

Is  there  any  other  William  Mills,  besides  yourseli^  a  voter  ? — I  do  not  know. 
I  never  received  any  money,  and  never  had  any  money,  from  either  party. 

13.875.  Did  your  wife  receive  anything  for  you  ? — No. 

13.876.  Or  anybody  else? — No.     I  do  not  know  about   anybody  else;   not  to  my 
knowledge. 

13.877.  Did  not  some  money  come  to  hand  that  rather  surprised  you,  in  1847? — No. 
I  had  none. 

13.878.  Did  you  ever  receive  money  at  any  election  for  voting  ? — No. 

13.879.  Never? — No  more  than  my  colour  tickets ;  that  is  all. 


Edwotd' Bhri0n» 


Edward  Horton  sworn,  and  examined. 

18.880.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — ^Yes. 

13.881.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

13.882.  Who  for  ?— Gipps  and  Johnstone. 

13.883.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

13.884.  Any  colour  ticket  ? — No. 

13.885.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger? — No. 

13.886.  Did  you  receive  any  money  in  any  sliape  whatever  for  anything? — No. 

13.887.  In  1852  ?— That  is  the  truth. 

13.888.  You  did  not  ?— I  did  not. 

13.889.  Did  you  vote  in:^1847  ?— Yes. 

13.890.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.891.  Did  you  receive  any  money  then  ? — Yes. 

13.892.  How  much  ?— j^5. 

13,893i  From  whom  did   you  receive  it? — I  can  scarcely  say;    but  I  think  from 
Mr.  Smithson.     I  did  not  receive  any  money.     It  was  paid  in  my  bill. 

13.894.  What  was  that  ol.  for? — For  the  vote,  I  exi>eet.     He  placed  it  on  my  bill  in 
part  payment.     I  was  a  servant  of  his  at  the  time. 

13.895.  What  bill  was  it  ? — I  was  a  news  carrier,  and  we  had  quarterly  bills,  and  he 
]>laced  the  5?.  to  the  bill  in  my  favour. 

13.896.  Were  you  in  the  employment  of  Mr.  Smithson  then? — Yes. 

13.897.  You  used  to  carry  newspapers  for  him  ? — Yes  ;  I  earned  the  newspai>erft, 

13.898.  Did  he  owe  you  any  money  at  the  election  of  1847  ? — Y(^  ;  that  is  the  money 
that  I  received. 

13.899.  You  owed  Smithson  U.  1 — He  paid  me  M,  on  my  bill. 

13.900.  He  paid  you  5/.  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

13.901.  Have  you  voted  at  any  other  election  ? — No. 

13.902.  You  vot^d  for  the  xQiim  1847  ?— Yes. 
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Thomas  Henry  Palmer  sworn,  and  examined.  y^  jy  Palmer. 

13.903.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes.  ™=»" 

13.904.  Did  you  vote  last  election  ?— Yes.  27th  Juro  18^g. 

13.905.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps.  

13.906.  What  did  you  get  for  your  vote  ? — Nothing  at  all. 

13.907.  Had  you  any  colour  tickets  ? — ^Two. 

13.908.  What  did  you  get  for  them  ?— ^1. 

13.909.  Which  you  received  yourself? — Yes. 

13.910.  And  kept  for  yourself? — ^Yea     I  had  It ;   they  set  me  down  for  a  colourman. 

13.911.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

13.912.  For  whom  ? — Conyngham  and  Smytha 

13.913.  What  did  you  get  for  your  votes  ? — ^Nothing. 

13.914.  Colour  tickets  ?— Nothing  at  alL 

13.915.  Employed  as  a  messenger  ? — No. 


Abraham  Wilks  sworn,  and  examined.  Abraham  WWu. 


13.916.  Are  you  a  householder  or  a  fi-eeman  ? — ^A  freeman. 

13.917.  Who  did  you  vote  for  at  the  last  election  ? — Gipps  and  Johnstone. 

13.918.  Who  asked  you  for  your  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps  came  round  canvassing, 
and  I  did  not  promise  them. 

13.919.  Did  Mr.  Blinks  ask  you  for  yoUr  vote  ?— No  ;  I  did  not  know  him. 

13.920.  You  had  no  conversation  with  him  ? — Never. 

13.921.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — ^No. 

13.922.  Any  colour  ticket  ?— No. 

13.923.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — No. 

13.924.  Got  no  money  at  all  ? — No ;  got  no  money  at  all 

13.925.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.926.  Who  for  ?— Clinton  and  Vance. 

13,927*  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  then  ? — ^No 

13.928.  No  colour  tickets  ?— No. 

13.929.  Messenger  ? — ^No  ;  I  was  door-keeper  at  the  committee  four  days,  and  bootii 
messenger  one  day. 

13.930.  How  much  did  you  get  for  that  ? — £\  ;  4«.  a  day  for  five  days. 

13.931.  And  doing  duty  as  a  door-keeper  ? — ^Yes. 

13.932.  And  as  a  messenger  ? — No.     I  was  at  the  door  to  let  gentlemen  in  and  out. 


Thomas  Crouch  junior  sworn,  and  examined.  y.  Crouch  hm. 

13.933.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — ^Yes.  — — — 

13.934.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

13.935.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

13.936.  Did  you  get  anything  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

13.937.  Were  you  a  colourman  ? — Yes. 

13.938.  How  many  colour  tickets  did  you  get  ? — Two. 

13.939.  What  did  you  get  on  them  ?— .^1. 

13.940.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — ^No. 

13.941.  And  not  put  down  in  any  other  way  ? — No. 

13^942.  Who  gave  you  the  order  for  the  colour  tickets  ? — I  did  not  get  them  myself; 
fitther  got  the  ticketa 

13.943.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.944.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

13.945.  Did  you  get  any  thing  for  your  vote  ? — I  did ;  4?.  myself;  5i.  I  received,  but  4i. 
I  had  myself 

13.946.  How  much  had  the  other  person  ? — I  had  U.  given  me. 

13.947.  What  became  of  the  other  sovereign  ?— I  gave  that  to  the  man  who  asked  me              ".    ' 
to  vote. 

13.948.  Who  was  that  ?-^ohn  Hart  Ratcliff. 

13.949.  Why  did  you  give  him  IZ.  back  ? — He  asked  for  something  for  his  trouble. 
13,9^0.  As  commission  ? — ^Yes. 

13,961.  Were  you  down  as  a  colourman  ? — No. 

13.952.  Or  a  messenger  ? — ^No. 

13.953.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Samuel  Blinks  ? — ^No. 

13.954.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Hollands  ?— Yes. 
13,955*  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  at  the  lajst  election  about  your  vote  ? — ^No ;  he 


never  mentioned  it  to  me. 
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WtUiam  Parsons.  WiLLiAM  PARSONS  sworn,  and  examined 

27th  June  1853  13,956.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — ^A  freeman. 
*         1 3,957.  Who  did  you  vote  for  at  the  last  election  ? — I  did  not  vote  at  the  last  election. 

13.958.  Were  you  applied  to  for  your  vote  ? — Mr.  Blinks  sent  up  to  me  to  ask  if  I 
meant  to  have  my  name  put  down  in  his  list.     I  never  saw  Mr.  Blinks  himseK 

13.959.  Who  did  he  send  the  message  by  ? — By  my  brother,  who  worked  for  him. 

13.960.  Is  that  the  man  who  has  been  examined,  who  is  mentioned  as  having  received 
half  a  sovereign  ? — It  ia 

13.961.  What  answer  did  you  make  to  your  brother  ? — I  told  him  Mr.  Blinks  said  I 
might  have  a  simi  of  money  li  I  liked.  I  would  give  you  to  understand,  1  made  up  my 
mind  before  the  election  came  on  not  to  vote  at  aU.  Circumstances  were  with  me  now 
diflTerent  to  what  they  have  been.  Time  back,  I  was  better  off  in  regard  to  my  trade ; 
and  having  a  large  family,  I  found  it  best  not  to  vote  for  either  one  or  the  other,  and 
such  I  told  the  candidates  when  they  came  round  After  tliat,  Mr.  Blinks  sent  a  message, 
saying  I  might  have  a  sum  of  money  if  I  liked  to  vote  for  the  red  party.  I  never  took  a 
bribe,  though  I  had  voted  befora 

.     ,  13,962.  What  answer  did  you  make  to  your  brother  ? — I  told  him  he  might  put  my 

name  down  if  he  liked. 

13.963.  How  much  money  was  named? — do  10«.  And  when  the  list  was  given  in, 
they  said  they  never  authorized  him  to  do  it  at  all.  He  said  he  was  authorized  to  get 
the  names. 

13.964.  Did  you  hear  anything  more  of  the  proposed  bribe  after  your  brother  spoke  to 
you  about  it  ? — I  understood  they  would  not  give  the  money. 

13.965.  Who  would  not  ? — ^The  conmiittee. 

13.966.  Qipps  an^  Johnstone's  ? — Yes. 

13.967.  Who  told  you  that  ?— My  brother. 

13.968.  Did  he  go  to  the  committee  about  that? — ^No  ;  Mr.  Blinks  told  him. 

13.969.  You  say  you  did  not  withhold  your  vote  from  Gipps  and  Johnstone,  because 
you  had  not  got  the  money  ? — No. 

13.970.  If  they  had  given  you  the  money,  you  would  have  gone  and  voted? — Yee, 
1  should,  no  doubt.  At  the  same  time  I  am  not  a  man  that  takes  bribes.  I  was 
once  offered  5/.  for  my  vote,  and  I  boldly  refused ;  but,  as  I  said,  cu-cumstances  are 
altered  now. 

13.971.  Did  you  vote  at  any  previous  election  ? — Yes  ;  a  good  many. 

13.972.  You  voted  in  184j7  ?— Yes. 

13.973.  Who  did  you  vote  for? — Vance  and  Clinton. 

13.974.  Did  you  get  any  money  ? — ^No. 

13.975.  Did  you  get  any  present  about  the  time  ? — No,  not  a  penny. 

13.976.  I  thought  you  said  circumstances  having  altered  since  previous  elections  you 
would  not  do  as  you  had  done  before  ? — I  always  gave  my  vote  independent. 

13.977.  How  had  circumstances  interfered  with  you  ? — Free  trade  coming  into  opera- 
tion  made  the  thing  different. 

13.978.  What  you  meant  to  tell  me  was,  that  as  cu-cumstances  had  altered  with  you, 
you  were  now  open  to  a  bribe  ? — No.  I  told  you  I  wished  to  withhold  my  vote  on  that 
account.     I  thought  as  my  trade  was  reduced  that  I  might  give  offence  to  some  ona 

13.979.  At  the  same  time,  if  any  compensation  was  made  to  you  to  the  extent  of 
oL  lOs.,  as  proposed  by  Mr.  Blinks,  you  would  liave  no  objection  to  give  yout  vote  ? — I 
should  have  given  it. 

13.980.  What  I  suppose  is  this,  in  1847  you  were  better  off  than  you  are  no'w  ? — Yes  ; 
there  are  plenty  in  Canterbmry  tliat  know  that. 

13.981.  You  could  then  resist  a  temptation  ? — Yes.     I  have  resisted  it  before  now. 

13.982.  In  1852  you  were  much  worse  off  in  your  circumstances,  and  in  that  condition 
that  you  could  not  resist  the  temptation  ? — That  is  it. 

13.983.  And  then  Mr.  Blinks  comes,  and  tells  you  you  may  have  bl,  10«.  ? — Yea     In 
841  I  was  offered  a  bribe,  and  I  did  not  wish  to  take  it 


John  Laming.  JoHN  Lamixg  sworn,  and  examined. 

*""""""""  13,984.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — Householder. 

13.985.  Were  you  a  voter  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.986.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

13.987.  Do  you  know  a  man  called  Bichard  Nye  ? — Yes. 

13.988.  Did  you  give  Bichard  Nye  any  money  for  his  vote  on  that  election  ? — ^No,  I 
did  not,  but  I  told  him  he  could  have  it. 

13.989.  Were  you  authorized  to  tell  him  ? — I  do  not  know  that  I  may  say  authorized. 
I  believe  he  had  the  money  by  my  recommendation.    In  fact,  he  was  a  man  who  withheld 

'his  vote  for  a  long  time,  and  there  was  one  touting  aftrcr  him,  and  another  touting  after 
him,  and  I  living  very  near  him,  I  think  I  was  asked  by  some  person  to  go  and  see  him* 

13.990.  What  does  that  mean  in  Canterbury,  to  go  and  see  a  voter  ? — I  should  think 
it  was  to  bribe  him. 
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•  13,991.  You  did  go  to  see  him  ? — I  did.  Joj^n  Lamina. 

13.992.  And  did  you  bribe  him  ? — He  promised  he  would  go  and  poll  ■  i    „ 

13.993.  For  6i.— Yes.  27th  June  185i 

13.994.  Who  gave  him  the  51.  ? — I  do  not  know.     I  never  saw  the  man ;  and  I  do  not  — ^ — ■ ► 

know  whether  he  had  it  to  the  present  day. 


Richard  Nye  swom,  and  examined.  Richard  Nye. 

13,99»5.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — ^No.  __— 

13.996.  Are  you  a  householder  ? — ^A  householder. 

13.997.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

13.998.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — ^Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe. 

13.999.  Did  you  see  the  last  witness  about  your  vote  ? — Yea 

14.000.  Have  you  heard  what  he  said  just  now  ? — Yes. 

14.001.  Is  that  true  ? — I  did  not  hear  exactly  quite  all. 

14.002.  He  says  they  were  touting  about  for  you.     That  he  went  to  see  you,  and  told 
you  you  might  have  5?.  for  your  vote  ? — Yes,  he  did. 

14.003.  And  you  voted  on  that  imderstanding  ? — Yes. 

14.004.  Did  you  get  the  U,  ?— Yes. 

14.005.  Who  gave  it  you? — Mr.  Laming. 

14.006.  He  himself? — Yes.      That  very  man  gave  it  me  himself,  and  no  one*  else. 
There  was  no  one  else  in  the  room  but  his  wife  and  his  daughter. 


John  Laming  recalled,  and  examined.  John  Lamng. 


14.007.  What  do  you  say  to  that  statement? — I  would  not  deny  it;  but  I  cannot 
recollect  it. 

14.008.  You  cannot  swear  that  you  did  not  ? — No  ;  I  will  not  swear  I  did  not ;  but  my 
impi'ession  is  some  one  else  paid  him. 


John  Terry  junior  swom,  and  examined.  John  Terry  jun. 

14.009.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes.  — .^— - 

14.010.  Did  you  vote  last  year  ? — Yes. 

14.011.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.012.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

14.013.  Any  colour  tickets  ?— Two. 

14.014.  Employed  as  a  messenger? — No. 

14.015.  Had  you  a  vote  m  1847?— Yes. 

14.016.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

14.017.  Any  money  did  you  get? — No. 

14.018.  Colour  tickets  ?— No. 

1^,019.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — No. 

14.020.  You  voted  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

14.021.  Were  you  in  the  employment  of  Mr.  Sharpe  then  ? — Yes. 

14.022.  You  voted  blue  because  he  yoted  blue  ? — Yes. 

14.023.  That  is  you  voted  blue  because  your  master  voted  blue  ? — ^Yes. 

14.024.  In  1852  you  voted  red,  and  your  master  voted  red  ? — Yes. 

14.025.  And  you  voted  red  because  your  master  voted  red  ? — ^Yes. 


Edward  Street  sworn,  and  examined.  Edwatd  SirteL 


14.026.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year? — Yes. 

14.027.  For  whom  did  you  vote? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.028.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — I  received  168.  as  a  messenger. 

14.029.  Did  you  work  as  a  messenger  ? — Yes. 

14.030.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847? — No ;  I  was  not  in  Canterbury. 


John  Carpenter  sworn,  and  examined.  John  Carpenter. 


14.031.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — No. 

14.032.  Were  you  a  freeman  in  1847  ? — No. 

14.033.  Had  you  a  vote  ?— No,  not  in  1847. 

14.034.  Had  you  a  vote  last  year  ? — ^Yes. 

14.035.  As  a  householder  ? — Yes. 

14.036.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.037.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 
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Ja^n  Carpmiet.         1 4,038.  Any  colour  tickets  ? — No.  , 

— »^«»-  14,039.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — No. 

27th  June  185a         14,040.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Blinks  ?— Yes. 
•  ""=~^  ^^  -  14,041.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  him  about  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

14.042.  What  was  that  ? — He  came  to  me  after  I  promised  my  vote,  and  asked  who  I 
was  going  to  vote  for,  I  did  not  make  him  any  answer.  He  said,  "  Have  the  blue 
pai-ty  offered  you  any  money  ?"  I  said,  "  No  ;  they  have  not.''  I  thought  he  was  conung 
to  see  if  I  had  been  bribed  or  not.  He  said,  "  If  you  like  to  go  to  Johnstone  and  Gipps 
I  can  promise  you  a  51.  note,  and  I  said  I  did  not  wish  anything  of  the  sort. 

14.043.  You  voted  for  Jolmstone  and  Gipps,  and  received  no  money  for  it  I — No. 


George  Parsons.  GEORGE  Parsons  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.044.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder  ? — A  householder. 

14.045.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

14.046.  For  whom  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.047.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote?— Yes;  Mr.  Taylor  put  half  a 
sovereign  into  my  hand  one  evening,  when  shaking  hands  with  him. 

14.048.  How  much  more  ?— Not  any  more. 

14.049.  Not  on  that  occasion,  but  afterwards  ? — Not  afterwards  ;  not  a  £a.rthing. 

14.050.  Did  you  get  any  colour  tickets  ? — No. 

14.051.  Were  you  down  as  a  messenger? — ^No. 

14.052.  And  all  you  got  for  your  vote  on  that  occasion  was  half  a  sovereign? — ^That 
was  all 

14.053.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Blinks  before  the  election  ? — Yes. 

14.054.  You  were  in  his  service  ? — Yes. 

14.055.  Did  he  put  your  name  dovm  in  any  list  ? — Yes,  he  did. 

14.056.  And  how  much  were  you  to  have  ? — He  asked  me,  if  I  had  promised  my  vote 
to  any  one.  I  said,  I  had  not.  He  said,  "  If  you  like  to  have  your  name  put  down,  I 
will  guarantee  you  what  you  want." 

14.057.  What  should  you  want  ?— He  asked  me  what  I  shoidd  like  ;  and  I  said,  6i 
And  then  he  asked  me,  if  I  could  recommend  any  more  to  him  who  had  not  promised. 

14.058.  Did  you  recommend  any  more  ? — Yes.  I  knew  my  brother  would,  if  he 
could,  get  a  little.  • 

14.059.  Your  brother  who  was  just  examined  ? — Yea 

14.060.  Any  body  else  ?— No. 

14.061.  Why  did  you  not  get  it  before  ? — He  told  me  he  took  the  list  to  the.  committee, 
and  they  rejected  it. 

14.062.  Why  did  you  get  only  half  a  sovereign  ? — The  committee  came  round  to  can- 
vass me,  and  after  they  were  gone,  Mr.  Taylor  came  back,  and  wished  me  good  night, 
and  shook  hands,  and  left  half  a  sovereign  in  my  hand. 

14.063.  Between  the  time  when  you  saw  Mr.  Blinks  about  it  before  and  the  getting 
the  half  sovereign,  did  you  hear  anything  that  led  you  to  believe  you  would  have  some 
money  ? — ^Yes. 

14.064.  That  was  the  first  of  it  ? — Mr.  Blinks  never  mentioned  that  to  me  until  after 
I  received  it  of  Mr.  Taylor. 

14.065.  I  was  wrong.  You  were  put  on  the  list  after  you  had  the  half  sovereign  ? — 
Yes ;  and  I  mentioned  to  Mr.  Blinks  I  had  received  that 

14.066.  Did  you  think  that  enough ;  you  thought  the  half  sovereign  wag  not  enough  ? 
— ^Yes,  exactly. 

14.067.  That  is  why  you  asked  to  be  put  down  for  6i.  ? — Yes ;  that  was  right 

14.068.  When  were  you  told  you  were  not  to  have  any  more? — ^About  two  days 
before  the  election. 

14.069.  Who  told  you  ? — Mr.  Blinks  told  me  he  had  taken  a  list  in,  and  it  was  rejected, 
and  therefore  he  could  do  nothing  more  for  me. 

14.070.  Are  you  to  have  any  more  ? — ^No. 

14.071.  When  you  went  to  give  your  vote  for  Gipi)s  and  Johnstone,  were  you  under 
the  hope  of  getting  any  more  ? — ^Not  a  farthing. 

14.072.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

14.073.  Did  you  get  anything?— £6. 

14.074.  Who  gave  it  to  you  ? — I  did  not  know  the  gentieman ;  but  a  person  of  the 
...                       name  of  Pilcher. 

14.075.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

14.076.  Is  Mr.  Pilcher  the  clerk  to  Mr.  Kingsford  ?— I  do  not  know.  .     ,         . 

14.077.  Who  is  it? — I  did  not  know  liim  ;  he  was  a  stranger  to  me. 

14.078.  You  never  saw  him  before  ? — I  never  saw  him  before,  to  my  knowledge. 

14.079.  How  did  you  know  his  name  was  Pilcher  ? — ^I  saw  him  pass  me,  and  I  did  not 
know  his  name,  and  I  asked  his  name  of  some  persons,  and  they  said  it  was  Pilcher, 

14.080.  What  is  his  Christian  name  ? — I  do  not  know, 

14.081.  They  did  not  tell  you  any  Christian  name? — No. 
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14.082.  Did  you  vote  at  any  former  election  ? — Yes.  Crtorge  Parmnu. 

14.083.  Have  you  alvrays  got  money  for  your  vote  ?— No ;  not  always  got  money.    1  did  - 

in  1841.  27ih  June  185S. 

14.084.  How  much?— I  got  5?.,  a  leg  of  mutton,  some  ribs  of  bee^  and  some  suet. ^ 

14.085.  U,  in  money  ?— Yes. 

14.086.  What  was  the  value  of  the  meat  and  suet  ?— I  cannot  exactly  say.  Tlie  leg  of 
mutton  was  a  fine  one,  and  it  was  a  good  bit  of  beef 

14.087.  Any  quantity  of  suet  ?  —Yes ;  a  pretty  good  lump  of  it. 

14.088.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ?— I  voted  for  Smythe  and  Bradshaw. 

14.089.  Who  did  you  get  this  bribe  from  ? — From  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson. 

14.090.  You  got  the  bribe  from  Henniker  Wilson,  but  voted  for  Smythe  ? — Yes. 

14.091.  Did  you  get  anything  from  Mr.  Smythe  ? — Not  a  farthing. 

14.092.  Who  gave  you  the  money? — It  was  sent  to  me  from  Mr.  Grace;  he  agreed 
for  it. 

14.093.  What  was  he  ?— A  leather-cutter. 

14.094.  Which  side  was  he  ? — On  the  blue  side. 

14.095.  Henniker  Wilson's  side?— Yes. 

14.096.  And  did  you  promise  them  your  vote  for  Mr.  Wilson? — He  asked  me, — I  was 
in  the  habit  of  going  to  his  shop  to  purchase  leather,  and  he  asked  me,  one  day  when  I 
went  in,  whether  I  had  promised  my  vote.  I  told  him  I  had  not.  He  said,  "  Do  you 
think  of  voting  ?"  "  No/'  I  said,  "  I  do  not  think  of  voting  this  election.''  He  said,  "  If 
**  you  like  I  can  go  as  far  as  oL  with  you."  I  had  always  been  told,  or  persuaded,  almost, 
that  they  never  offered  a  bribe  that  way.  I  thought  to  myself,  "  I  am  determined  to 
"prove  whether  there  is  bribery  or  not"  I  never  had  received  a  bribe  before.  Thinks  I, 
"  1  wilL"  And  I  went  continually  to  his  shop  for  two  or  three  days  after,  and  he  kept  on 
asking  if  I  had  made  up  my  mind.  I  told  him  I  had.  He  said,  "  I  will  give  you  5Z/'  I 
said,  "  I  will  not  be  content  with  the  5/.,  but  I  mean  to  have  a  good  blow-out.  I  will 
**  have  a  leg  of  mutton." 

14.097.  I  do  not  want  that ;  but  I  want  to  know,  did  you,  in  return  for  this,  promise 
him  to  vote  for  Mr.  Wilson  ? — No  ;  I  was  to  go  with  him  to  vote.  He  did  not  say  for 
who,  but  I  suppose  he  meant  for  that  party. 

14.098.  You  promised  to  go  and  vote  ? — Yes. 

14.099.  You  did  not  mention  the  name,  but  left  him  to  understand  it  was  Mr.  Wilson? 
—Yea 

14.100.  You  got  the  mutton  and  the  money  first? — Yes. 

14.101.  And  when  he  brought  you  up  to  the  poll,  you  turned  round,  and  voted  for 
Smythe  ? — He  did  not  take  me  to  the  poll ;  I  went  myself.  But  after  that  I  was  offered 
another  5Z.  and  a  bottle  of  wine. 

14.102.  Who  offered  that  ?— Mr.  Sharpe  of  the  Castle. 

14.103.  Which  side  was  he  ? — Of  the  same  side.  Mr.  Grace  took  me  there  the  night 
before  the  poUing,  thinking  to  keep  me  there.  I  told  him  I  should  not  poll  unless  T  had 
another  5J.  and  a  bottle  of  wine,  and  he  said  I  should  have  it. 

14.104.  Is  that  the  Mr.  Sharpe  of  the  Castle  ?— Yes. 

14.105.  You  reftised  his  offer  ? — No;  I  wanted  the  money. 

14.106.  You  got  61  from  him  ? — No  ;  I  could  not  get  it.    I  wanted  it. 

14.107.  Why  did  he  not  pay  you  ? — He  said  he  would  not  give  it  until  after  I  polled. 

14.108.  Then  when  you  had  polled  it  was  too  late  to  expect  him  to  give  it  ? — I  knew 
I  should  not  get  it  then,  because  I  did  not  vote  for  the  party. 

14.109.  If  you  had  voted  for  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson  you  would  have  got  his  5/.  and  a 
bottle  of  wine  ? — I  have  not  a  doubt. 

14.110.  What  did  you  get  from  Mr.  Smythe's  friends  after  you  received  the  61  from 
Henniker  Wilson  ? — Not  one  hal^enny. 

14.111.  Come?— That  is  truth. 

14.112.  You  said  you  received  the  5i  from  Henniker  Wilson,  because  you  had  imderstood 
that  that  party  never  bribed,  and  you  wanted  to  ascertain  whether  they  bribed  or  not  ? — 
That  is  correct. 

14.113.  You  had  got  that  information  and  that  fact,  and  still  you  go  to  Mr.  Sharpe,  and 
endeavour  to  get  another  5/.  You  knew  it  then  ;  your  curiosity  had  been  satisfied  ? — 
Mr.  Grace  took  me  to  Mr.  Sharpens,  thinking  to  keep  me  there  all  night 

14.114.  And  you  wanted  another  5/.  from  him? — Yes. 

14.115.  After  your  curiosity  was  satisfied  ? — I  determined  to  get  as  much  as  I  could. 

14.116.  Upon  your  oath,  did  you  not  receive  money  from  Mr.  Smythe's  friends  for  your 
vote  ? — No,  not  one  farthing. 

14.117.  Did  you  vote  at  the  general  election  of  1847  ? — Yes,  I  did. 

14.118.  Have  you  said  anything  to  anybody  about  receiving  that  5/.  from  any  pai-ty 
for  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson  until  this  day  ? — Yes  ;  it  has  been  the  town  talk. 

14.119.  In  the  general  election  of  1841,  for  whom  did  you  vote,  when  Bradshaw  and 

Smythe  were  the  candidates  on  one  side,  and  Lord  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Hodges  on  the  -   .     *     . 

other? — Bradshaw  and  Smythe.  —  •' 

14.120.  What  had  you  for  your  vote  ?— ^^6. 

14.121.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — A  person  I  did  not  know.  I  have  been  told  since.  1  saw 
the  person  with  a  gentleman,  and  I  asked  his  nanie,  and  they  said  it  was  Pilcher, 
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George  Fareons,         14,122.  That  was  in  1847  ?— Yea 

14,123.  I  now  ask  as  to  1841,  when  Bradshaw  and  Sinythe  were  the  candidates  on  one 

27th  June  1863.    side,  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Hodges  on  the  other,  the  general  election 
— ^—        which  took  place  a  short  time  after  the  single-handed  election  ;  for  whom  did  you  vote  ? — 
Bradshaw  and  Smythe. 

14.124.  Did  you  have  anything  then  ? — Nothing. 

14.125.  Had  you  voted  red  before  you  voted  in  1847  ? — ^Always  red. 

14.126.  Did  you  receive  money  for  your  vote  before  ? — Never. 


WUHam  Joselyn. 


William  Josslyn  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.127.  What  are  you  ? — A  bricklayer. 

14.128.  Freeman  or  householder  ? — A  freeman. 

14.129.  There  are  three  or  four  of  you  of  the  same  name  upon  the  register  ? — I  believe 
there  are. 

14.130.  Are  they  any  relations  of  yours  ? — Brothers  and  father. 

14.131.  Altogether  about  four  of  you? — I  think  there  are  five. 

14.132.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

14.133.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ? — Somei-ville  and  Romilly. 

14.134.  Were  you  canvassed  by  the  sitting  members,  Gipps  and  Johnstone  ? — Yes. 

14.135.  Did  you  refuse  them  ? — I  did  not  exactly  ;  I  did  not  promise  them. 

14.136.  Did  you  get  any  money  from  them  ? — No. 

14.137.  Nor  from  the  committee  ? — No. 

14.138.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Friend? — I  know  him;  but  I  do  not  think  I  spoke  to  him  in 
my  life  on  any  occasion 

14.139.  Did  you  get  any  money  from  him  ? — No. 

14.140.  Did    you    get    any  money  from  anybody  during  the  election  ?— No,   not  a 
farthing. 

14.141.  No  colour  tickets  ? — No. 

14.142.  Were  you  not  on  as  a  messenger  ? — No. 

14.143.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

14.144.  Who  for? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

14.145.  Did  you  get  anything  then  ?— Yes. 

14.146.  How  much?— if 5. 

14.147.  Who  gave  it  you? — Mr.  Kelson. 

14.148.  Are  you  sure  it  was  not  8/.  ? — I  am  sure  it  was  not. 

14.149.  Did  you  get  anything  more  that  election  ? — Nothing  more ;  no  colour  tickets,  or 
anjrthing  of  the  sort 

14.150.  Did  you  give  any  hint  at  the  election  of  1852  that  you  wanted  some  money? — 
I  do  not  know  that  I  did. 

14.151.  Come,  come  ? — I  am  satisfied  I  did  not  of  any  one. 

14.152.  You  say  you  gave  no  hint  to  anybody  you  wanted  something  to  make  up  your 
mind  to  vote  ? — I  never  gave  any  hint  of  the  kind  on  the  subject 

1 4.1 53.  Did  you  expect  any  money  ? — Not  at  all. 


Jamee  Crouch. 


James  Crouch  sworn,  and  examined. 


14.154.  Are  you  a  freeman  or  a  householder? — Freeman. 

14.155.  Did  you  vote  last  election  ? — Yes. 

14.156.  Who  for  ?— Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.157.  Who  asked  you  to  vote  for  them? — Johnstone  and  Gipps,  themselves. 

14.158.  Anybody  else  ? — No. 

14.159.  Did  Mr.  Taylor  ask  you  ? — Mr.  Taylor  was  present,  and  Mr.  King. 

14.160.  Did  you  see  Hollands  about  your  vote  ? — No. 

14.161.  Did  he  not  come  to  you  ?— No. 

14.162.  Nor  Blinks? — No  ;  never  spoke  to  them  in  my  life. 

14.163.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

14.164.  Did  you  vote  in  1847? — No.     I  had  two  colourmen's  tickets. 

14.165.  This  tune?— Yes. 

14.166.  Who  gave  you  the  order  for  them  ? — I  got  them  myself,  on  my  own  order. 

14.167.  In  your  own  name? — Yes. 

14.168.  How  much  did  you  get  on  them? — ^l, 

14.169.  Where  did  you  get  them? — At  the  committee. 


Richard  Cox.  RiCHARD  Cox  sworn,  and  examined. 

'  14,170.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

14.171.  For  Johnstone  and  Gipps  ? — Yes. 

14.172.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote? — No. 
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14.174.  Did  you  have  any  colour  tickets? — No.  _ 

14.175.  Did  you  receive  any  money  as  for  being  a  messenger  ? — No.  27th  June  1853. 

14.176.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes.  -       , 

14.177.  For  whom  ?— The  Tories. 

14.178.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — No. 

14.179.  And  no  colour  tickets  ? — ^No. 

14.180.  No  money  for  being  a  messenger  ? — ^No. 

14.181.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  money  for  being  a  messenger  ? — No. 


Thomas  Casey  sworn,  and  examined.  ^^         ^ 

Thonuu  Ca$qf. 

14.182.  Did  you  vote  last  election? — ^Yea  . 

14.183.  Who  for  ?— Somerville  and  Romilly. 

14.184.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — No. 

14.185.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

14.186.  Who  for,  then  ? — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Sujythe. 

14.187.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — No. 

14.188.  Any  colour  tickets  ? — No ;  I  received  my  expenses  travelling  in,  four  miles. 

14.189.  You  received  108., — is  that  so  ? — ^from  Mr.  Pilcher,  for  your  expenses  ? — ^Not  from 
Mr.  Pilcher  ;  from  the  committee.    I  think  it  was  from  Mr.  George  Cooper. 

14.190.  You  had  to  come  four  miles  to  vote  ? — Yes. 

14.191.  And  go  back  four  miles  ? — ^Yes. 

14.192.  And  you  received  10«.  ? — No  ;  only  6^. 


William  Cherrison  sworn,  and  examined  FFUUamCherrison 

14.193.  You  are  a  freeman,  I  suppose  ? — Yes.  ■■■ 

14.194.  Did  you  vote  laat  election  ? — ^Yes. 

14.195.  Who  for? — Johnstone  and  Qipps. 

14.196.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  voting  ? — ^No. 

14.197.  Did  you  have  any  colour  tickets? — Yes  ;  two. 

14.198.  Received  the  money  yourself? — No  ;  one  of  them. 

14.199.  Received  10«.  for  yourself? — ^Yes. 

14.200.  Had  you  any  other  money  ? — No. 

14.201.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger? — No. 

14.202.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

14.203.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

14.204.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

14.205.  Colour  tickets  ?— One. 

14.206.  For  yourself?— No. 

14.207.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — No. 


John  Enell  sworn,  and  examined.  .. ,     ,-    „ 

'  John  Knell. 


14.208.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

14.209.  Did  you  vote  last  election  ? — ^Yea 

14.210.  Who  for  ? — Gipps  and  Johnstone. 

14.211.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

14.212.  Any  colour  tickets  ? — My  sons  had  some. 

14.213.  You  sent  in  a  recommendation? — ^Yes  ;  I  gave  a  recommendation. 

14.214.  You  had  not  any  money  yourself? — No. 

14.215.  In  1847,  who  did  you  vote  for? — Clinton  and  Vance. 

14.216.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  then  ? — No  ;  I  never  had  in  my  life. 

14.217.  Did  you  have  any  colour  tickets  ? — I  dare  say  I  had  a  colour  ticket. 

14.218.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — I  was  a  messenger  in  1847. 

14.219.  What  did  you  receive  ? — I  do  not  know  ;  I  think  2?.  10«. 

14.220.  Did  you  do  work  as  a  messenger  ? — I  worked  hard ;    I  always  did,  in  all 
elections  ;  I  always  worked  hard. 


James  Boree  senior  sworn,  and  examined.  James  Baree,  sen. 


14.221.  Did  you  vote  last  election  ? — ^Yes. 

14.222.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ?— Romilly  and  Somerville. 

14.223.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Never  in  my  life. 
14^224.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

14.225.  For  whom?  -Conyngham  and  Smjrthe. 

14.226.  Did  you  receive  any  money? — ^No. 
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14.227.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Cobb  ? — I  know  there  is  such  a  person, 
but  I  do  not  Imow  him  personally. 

14.228.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  him  ? — Never  in  my  life. 

14.229.  Is  there  any  other  person  of  your  name  ? — Yes  ;  I  have  a  son  of  the  same  name 
as  myself 

14.230.  Where  is  he  ? — He  is  at  work  in  the  country ;   not  in  town. 

14.231.  Had  he  a  vote  in  1847?— Yes,  he  had. 

14.232.  Is  his  name  James  Boree,  the  same  as  yourself? — Yes. 


Henry  Lennard, 


Henry  Lennard  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.233.  Had  you  a  vote  last  election  ? — Yes. 

14.234.  Whom  did  you  vote  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

1 4.235.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — ^No. 

1 4.236.  Or  any  colour  tickets  ?  —I  gave  a  recommendation  for  colour  tickets. 
One  or  two  ? — Two  colour  tickets.     I  gave  a  recommendation  to  two 


34,237. 
freemen. 
14,238. 
14,239 


non- 


Who  were  they  ? — One  Charles  Smith,  and  I  cannot  recollect  the  other. 
Not  to  any  of  your  own  family  ? — ^No,  none. 

14.240.  Were  you  employed  at  all  as  a  messenger  ? — I  was,  by  Thomas  Kling,  Esquire. 

14.241.  What  did  you  receive? — I  received  nothing. 

14.242.  Have  you  not  been  paid  ? — No. 

14.243.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— No ;  I  was  ill  at  the  time.    Before  that  I  did, 

14.244.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  money  at  all  ? — Never  in  my  life  ;  not  a  penny. 


Mrs.  C,  Ckerrisoifi. 


Mrs.  Charlotte  Cherrison  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.245.  Was  your  husband  a  voter? — Yes. 

14.246.  What  is  his  name  ? — John  Cherrison. 

14.247.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  him? — Only  his  colour  tickets. 

14.248.  You  never  had  any  money  ? — No. 

14.249.  In  1847  did  you  receive  3Z.  from  Saunders  ? — ^Yes  ;  colour  ticket  money. 

14.250.  For  your  husband  and  two  sons  ? — Yes. 


WiUiam  Bradley. 


William  Bradley  sworn,  and  examined. 


14.251.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — ^Yes. 

14.252.  Did  you  vote  last  election  ? — I  did. 

14.253.  For  whom? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.254.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

14.255.  Any  colour  tickets? — Yes. 

14.256.  How  many? — ^Three,  I  believe. 

14.257.  Did  you  receive  tbe  money  for  them  ? — No. 

14.258.  Did  you  give  them  to  different  persons? — My  brother  one,  and  my  two  sons 
one  each. 

14.259.  You  received  no  money  ? — ^No,  I  never  touched  a  farthing. 

14.260.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

14.261.  Who  for  ?— Clinton  and  Vance. 

14.262.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — Yes. 

14.263.  How  much?- .£»7  10^. 

14.264.  Who  gave  it  you  ? — A  person  of  the  name  of  Harding. 

14.265.  Had  you  voted  at  previous  elections  ? — Yes ;  ever  since  1835. 

14.266.  Had  you  any  money  in  1841  ? — No 

14.267.  Had  you  never  any  money  except  the  7i  10*.  ? — Never  had  any  money  at  any 
other  time,  neither  a  colourman's  ticket. 

14.268.  How  much  did  your  relations  get  on  the  colourmen's  tickets  ? — 10^.  each. 


WiUiam  Pickering, 


William  Pickering  sworn,  and  examined. 

13.269.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — Yes. 

14.270.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

14.271.  For  whom  ?— Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.272.  What  did  you  get  for  your  vote  ?— Nothing. 

14.273.  Any  colour  tickets  ? — Yes. 

14.274.  How  many  ?— Two. 

14.275.  Did  you  receive  the  money  yourself  ?— One  I  received  myself 

14.276.  Ten  shillings  ?— Yes. 

14.277.  Who  did  you  give  the  other  to  ?— My  brother. 
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14,278.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ?— Yes.                                                             WtUiam  Pickering. 
14,279^  How  much  did  you  receive  ?— 18.  6d  

14.280.  You  did  not  do  much  work  for  that  ?— No,  none.  27th  Jane  1853. 

14.281.  Perhaps  you  did  nothing  ? — No.  — 

14.282.  Whom  did  you  vote  for  in  1847  ?— I  had  no  vote. 


Thomas  Longley  sworn,  and  examined.  Thomas  Longley. 

14.283.  Have  you  a  vote  ?— Yea 

14.284.  Did  you  vote  last  election  ? — No. 

14.285.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes,  I  did.  

14.286.  Who  for  ?— Clinton  and  Vance. 

14.287.  What  did  you  get  for  your  vote  ? — Nothing  at  alL 

14.288.  Any  colour  tickets?— No. 

14.289.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — No  ;  never  had  a  fitrthing  ever  since 
have  been  a  freeman. 

14.290.  Do  you  know  a  person  of  the  name  of  Bennett  ?— Yes. 

14.291.  Did  he  not  give  you  4?.  ?— No. 

14.292.  Nor  anybody  else  ? — No  ;  not  a  ferthing. 

14.293.  Is  there  a  John  Longley  ?— Yes. 

14,294. .  Where  is  he  ? — I  do  not  know  where  he  is. 


Henry  Wraight  sworn,  and  examined.  Henry  WraighU 

14.295.  Are  a  you  voter? — I  was,  .  _— _ 

14.296.  Had  you  a  vote  last  election  ?— Na 

14.297.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1847? -Yes. 

14.298.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ?— Smythe  and  Lord  Conyngham. 

14.299.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — I  was  a  messenger. 

14.300.  How  much  did  you  receive  ? — Two  half  sovereigns. 

14.301.  Did  you  work  as  a  messenger  ? —No. 

14.302.  You  did  no  work  ?— No. 

14.303.  And  received  \l.  ?--Yes. 

14.304.  Did  you  receive  any  money  at  the  previous  election  ? — Yes. 


John  Allwright  sworn,  and  examined.  J5,;i„  AUtcright 

14.305.  Are  you  a  freeman ?— Yes. 

14.306.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

14.307.  Who  did  you  vote  for?— Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.308.  What  money  for  your  vote  ? — £4^ 

14.309.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— Kelson, 

14.310.  In  1847,  had  you  a  vote  ?— Yes. 

14.311.  Who  did  you  vote  for  ?— Clinton  and  Vance, 

14.312.  What  did  you  get  for  youi:  vote  ?— i^  6. 

14.313.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— My  brother. 
14,814.  Heniy  Allwright  ? -Yes. 

14.315.  Had  you  a  vote  in  1841,  or  did  you  ever  vote  without  getting  money  for  yom- 
vote? — Yes. 

14.316.  Did  you  vote  in  1841,  when  Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson  were  the 
candidates  ? — Yes. 

14.317.  What  did  you  get  ?-.£»5. 

14.318.  For  whom  did  you  vote? — Smythe  and  Bradshaw,  I  think  it  was. 

14.319.  That  was  the  general  election  ;  you  got  5i.  then?— Yes. 

14.320.  In  the  by  election,  when  Smythe  and  Henniker  Wilson  were  the  candidates, 
did  you  get  any  money  then  ?— No.    I  did  not. 

Thomas  Baines  sworn,  and  examined.  Thomas  Baines. 

14.321.  Are  you  a  voter? — Yes.  

14.322.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yea 

14.323.  For  whom  did  you  vote? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.324.  Did  you  get  any  money?— No. 

14.325.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — Yea 

14.326.  You  (fid  not  do  much,  I  suppose  ? — ^No,  not  a  great  deal 

14.327.  What  did  you  receive  ? — I  was  a  working  messenger. 

14.328.  What  did  you  receive? — ^Nothing.     At  least  so  fer,  we  had  a  little  subsistence 
money. 
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14.329.  What  money  did  you  receive  ? — Two  six's  and  two  five's  shillings. 

14.330.  How  many  days  did  you  work? — ^Eighteen  days,  working  messenger. 

14.331.  Actually  worked  ?— Yes. 

14.332.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

14.333.  Who  for? -Vance  and  Clinton. 

14.334.  Did  you  have  any  money  ? — No. 

14.335.  You  wer^  employed  as  a  messenger  then  ? — Ye«. 

14.336.  What  did  you  receive  then? — Five  shillings  a  day. 

14.337.  Did  you  actually  do  work  ? — Yes ;  I  carried  out  circulars  and  such  like. 


Edward  Bennett. 


Edward  Bennett  recalled,  and  examined. 


14,338.  Is  the  Thomas  Longley  who  has  been  examined  here  to-day  the  man  to  whom 
you  gave  the  money  in  1847  ? — He  is. 


Thomas  Longley^ 


Thomas  Longley  recalled,  and  examined. 

14.339.  You  hear  what  Bennett  says  ? — It  is  false,  I  never  received  a  farthing  from 
any  one. 

14.340.  Look  at  him,  and  see  if  you  recollect  him  ? — I  declare  to  God  Almighty  I  never 
received  a  farthing  1 

14.341.  We  do  not  believe  you  the  more  because  you  make  those  protestations  ? — 
I  should  be  very  sorry  to  take  a  false  oatL     I  would  sooner  be  struck  dead. 

14.342.  Look  at  Mr.  Bennett  Did  you  ever  see  him  in  the  election  of  1847  ?— I 
did  so. 

14.343.  Had  you  not  some  conversation  with  him  about  your  vote? — Most  un- 
doubtedly so. 

14.344.  Was  not  that  talk  about  your  vote?— I  never  received  any  money  from  him 
nor  any  one  else. 

14.345.  Was  there  not  talk  about  the  money  you  were  to  have  for  your  vote  ? — No,  I 
was  not. 

14.346.  What  was  it  about? — I  do  not  know,  I  am  sure,  what  you  mean  about  that. 

14.347.  Was  not  the  talk  you  had  with  Bennett  about  the  money  that  you  should 
have  for  your  vote  ;  upon  your  oath  was  it  not  ? — Not  that  I  know  of. 

14.348.  Upon  your  oath  ? — ^Not  that  I  know  of. 

14.349.  Then  what  was  it  about? — I  do  not  know  what  about.  It  is  so  long  ago  it 
has  passed  my  recollection.  My  intellects  are  very  bad.  It  is  seven  years  ago.  I  take 
my  oath  I  never  received  any  money  from  Bennett  or  any  one,  I  am  damned  if  I  do 
not !     I  declare  to  God  I  did  not ! 


John  Southee. 


John  Southee  swoni,  and  examined. 


14.350.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — ^Yes. 

14.351.  And  reside  at  Heme  Bay  ? — Yes. 

14.352.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — I  did. 

14.353.  Who  for? — Johnstone  and  Gippa 

14.354.  Who  canvassed  you  I — Mr.  Johnstone,  Mr.  Gipps,  and  other  gentlemen  with 
them. 

14.355.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Johnstone  himself? — ^Yes. 

14.356.  Did  you  see  Dr.  Lochee? — No. 

14.357.  Did  anything  pass  between  you  and  Mr.  Johnstone  at  the  time  of  the  canvass, 
about  what  you  were  to  have  for  your  vote  ? — There  was  a  little  conversation  passed 
between  us. 

14.358.  State  what  it  was? — Mr.  Gipps  and  Mr.  Johnstone  called  upon  me.  I  told 
them  I  had  done  with  political  business.  I  did  not  think  I  should  vote  at  alL  They  asked 
why  not.  I  said  I  had  a  family  to  look  to,  and  I  could  not  waste  my  time.  I  said  if  I 
voted  at  all  I  would  vote  for  Mr.  Gipps.  As  to  Mr.  Johrstone,  I  would  not  promise  him ; 
he  was  a  stranger  to  me.  One  of  the  party  then  asked  me  why  I  would  not  vote  for 
Mr.  Johnstone.  I  told  them  the  fact  was  I  did  not  intend  to  trouble  myself  to  vote  at 
all,  if  it  had  not  been  for  Mr.  Gipps  coming  into  the  field. 

14.359.  What  did  he  say  as  to  that? — He  asked  me  the  reason  why. 

14.360.  You  told  me  that.     Did  he  make  you  any  oflFer  or  not  ? — He  did  not. 

14.361.  You  have  never  said  that  he  did  ?— I  never  did. 

14.362.  Did  you  get  anj-thing  for  your  vote  ? — Not  at  all 

14.363.  Were  you  promised  anything  by  any  body? — Not  directly. 

14.364.  Were  you  promised  anything  indirectly  by  any  body  ? — I  had  an  old  standing 
bill  at  Mr.  Vance's  election,  and  I  said  I  shoidd  not  vote  unless  I  was  paid  that. 

14.365.  Who  did  you  say  that  to? — Mr.  Vincent. 

14.366.  Did  he  offer  to  pay  it  for  you  ? — He  said  he  would  try  and  get  it  for  me. 
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14,867.  Did  he  get  it  for  you  ? — He  did  not,  and  I  did  not  see  liim  after. 

14.368.  You  have  not  seen  him  since  ? — I  have  seen  him  about  the  streets. 

14.369.  And  have  not  asked  him  for  it  ? — No. 

14.370.  Do  you  expect  to  get  it  ? — I  do  not  know. 

14.371.  Did  his  promise  to  try  and  get  it  for  you  induce  you  to  vote? — No  ;  his 
mise  did  not  induce  me  to  vote.  I  should  have  voted  for  Mr.  Gipps  had  I  not  had 
expectation. 

14.372.  I  understand  you  to  say  you  refused  to  promise  Mr.  Johnstone  a  split 
in  the  first  instance,  but  latterly  you  did  give  him  a  split  vote,  being  induced  to  do  so  by 
a  promise  you  had  received  from  Mr.  Vincent  ? — I  was  not  induced ;  that  might  perhaps 
have  had  some  influence  on  my  giving  him  the  vote,  certainly. 

14.373.  You  have  not  seen  Dr.  Lochee  about  that? — I  saw  Dr.  Lochee  about  it.  I 
asked  him  whether  I  was  not  to  be  paid  the  old  bill  He  told  me  he  could  not  answer 
such  questions,  being  chairman  of  the  committee. 

14.374.  When  did  you  ask  him  ? — ^The  day  of  the  election. 
14,375;  After  you  voted  ?— Yes. 

14.376.  Did  you  vote  at  the  election  of  1847  ? — ^Yes. 

14.377.  Who  for  ?— Clinton  and  Vance. 

14.378.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — I  did  not. 

14.379.  Did  you  get  any  colour  tickets? — I  had  two  colour  tickets  that  I  had  to  pay 
for  out  of  my  own  pocket.     That  is  my  dispute  with  the  committee,  about  the  expenses. 

14.380.  This  promise  made  by  Vincent  referred  to  the  unpaid  account  of  the  colour 
tickets  in  1847  ? — Not  a  direct  promise.     He  said  he  would  try  and  get  it. 

14.381.  That  is  the  unsettled  account  you  are  speaking  of? — ^Yes. 

14.382.  What  is  the  amount  of  that? — I  paid  305.  out  of  my  own  pocket  for  two 
coloarmen  and  some  refreshments,  and  10*.  I  paid  for  a  horse  and  cart  to  take  some  bills 
out,  having  been  appointed  a  messenger,  for  which  I  never  got  a  farthing. 

14.383.  What  were  you  promised  for  being  a  messenger  ? — Nothing  in  particular. 

14.384.  What  did  you  expect? — About  68.  a  day. 

14.385.  For  how  many  days  ? — ^About  three  days. 

14.386.  Who  were  the  colour  tickets  given  to  ? — One  to  a  person  of  the  name  of  Long, 
and  one  to  a  person  of  the  name  of  John  Simmons. 

14.387.  Were  they  relations  of  yours? — Simmons  was  a  distant  relation;  Long  was 
not. 

14.388.  Did  you  owe  them  any  money  ? — No. 

14.389.  Did  you  give  any  recommendations? — I  did  not.  At  that  time  I  had  no  ide^ 
it  was  a  benefit  to  a  voter  to  have  them. 

14.390.  How  did  you  pay  the  colour  tickets,  if  not  authorized  by  the  committee  to 
make  the  payment  ? — I  had  to  pay  them  out  of  my  own  pocket 

14.391.  I  thought  they  were  all  paid  by  Mr.  Smith  ? — ^These  were  refused  payment. 
The  numbers  were  88  and  99. 

14.392.  Why  were  you  to  pay  them? — Because  I  employed  the  men.  Consequently 
they  looked  to  me  for  the  money. 

14.393.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  bill  altogether  that  you  asked  Vincent  to  get 
settled  for  you  ? — I  told  them  I  did  not  ask  anything  for  my  own,  but  I  employed  the 
men. 

14.394.  How  much  did  you  expect  altogether? — 30s.  and  12^?. ;  21,  2s. 

14.395.  And  then  this  payment  besides  ?     Was  the  21.  28,  for  actual  expenses  ? — Yes. 

14.396.  From  Mr.  Johnstone  ? — Not  from  Mr.  Johnstone. 

14.397.  From  Mr.  Johnstone's  committee  this  time? — Yes. 

14.398.  Only  two  guineas?— 2i.  12^.,  I  think  it  was. 

14.399.  Did  you  not  receive  158,  from  Mr.  Taylor  the  pollinj;  day  ? — No. 

14.400.  10«.  ?— Yes. 

14.401.  What  was  that  for  ? — For  my  expenses  in  Canterbmy  going  round  canvassing. 

14.402.  Did  you  get  any  colour  tickets  ? — No  ;  I  did  not  ask. 

14.403.  Were  you  a  messenger?— No. 


John  SatUhee. 
27th  June  1853. 


Tho>la5  White  [of  Noi-thgate]  sworn,  and  examined 

14.404.  Did  you  vote  last  election? — No. 

14.405.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes,  I  did. 

14.406.  For  whom? — Lord  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smjiihe. 
14,407.*  Ajiy  money  for  your  vote  ? — j£^6  I  had. 

14.408.  From  Mr.  Davey  ?— Yes. 

14.409.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  votes  at  other  elections  ? — No.  I  have  been 
a  messenger,  and  been  a  good  many  times  in  situations. 


Thomas  WhiU 
(of  Northgate). 
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27th  June  1853. 


C  H.  Brown. 


William  Richard  Gosby  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.410.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — Yes. 

14.411.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — No. 

14.412.  Did  yQu  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

14.413.  For  whom  ? — Lord  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe. 

14.414.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — £2, 

14.415.  From  whom  ? — ^From  Mr.  Cullen. 

14.416.  Did  you  vote  at  any  other  election  ?    In  1841  ? — Yes. 

14.417.  Did  you  receive  any  money  then  ? — Not  a  fisolhing. 

14.418.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  money  at  other  elections  besides  tliat  that  you  men- 
tioned ? — Not  a  farthing. 


Charles  Henry  Brown  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.419.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — Yes. 

14.420.  As  a  freeman  ? — ^Yes. 

14.421.  Did  you  vote  last  election  ? — Yes. 

14.422.  Who  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.423.  What  did  you  get  for  your  vote  ? — ^Nothing. 

14.424.  Did  you  get  any  colour  tickets  ? — Yes. 

14.425.  Two  ? — ^Yea     One  I  gave  away,  and  one  I  kept. 

14.426.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  at  all  ? — ^Yes. 

14.427.  What  did  you  get  ?— Nothing. 

14.428.  What  did  you  expect  ? — I  expected  something ;  that  induced  me  to  vote. 

14.429.  You  would  not  have  voted  unless  you  had  ? — No. 

14.430.  In  1847,  who  did  you  vote  for  ? — I  did  not  vote  then. 


G.  R.  Blogg. 


George  Robert  Blogo  sworn,  and  examined. 


14.431.  Did  you  vote  last  election  ? — Yes. 

14.432.  Whom  for? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.433.  What  did  you  get  for  it?— Nothing  at  alL 

14.434.  Any  colour  tickets  ? — Yea 

14.435.  How  many  ?— Two. 

14.436.  Did  you  keep  them  yourself  ? — ^Yea 

14.437.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— No. 

14.438.  At  any  other  election,  did  you  ? — No. 


Thomas  Weed. 


James  Wood^ 
(Labourer). 


Thomas  Weed  sworn,  and  examined. 


14.439.  Are  you  a  freeman? — ^Yes. 

14.440.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — ^No. 

14.441.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yea 

14.442.  For  whom? — Henniker  Wilson. 

14.443.  That  was  in  1841.     In  1847  did  you  vote  for  Clinton  and  Vance  ? — Yea 

14.444.  What  had  you  for  your  vote  ? — Nothing  for  my  vote. 

14.445.  What  money  ? — £b  after  the  election  was  over. 

14.446.  Who  did  you  have  that  from  ? — Thomas  Friend. 

14.447.  Was  that  for  your  vote  ? — I  had  been  active  and  useftd  in  the  election.     Not 
for  my  vote,  it  was  not. 

14.448.  In  what  way  did  you  make  yourself  useful   in  the  election? — Getting    the 
freemen  up,  and  keeping  them  together. 


James  Wood  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.449.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — ^Yea 

14.450.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

14.451.  Who  for? — Gipps  and  Johnstone. 

14.452.  What  did  you  get  for  your  vote  ?— Nothing. 

14.453.  Did  you  get  any  colour  tickets  ? — ^No.     I  gave  two  recommendations. 

14.454.  To  your  sons  ? — No.    One  to  a  person  of  the  name  of  Frederick  Tapgwell,  and 
to  Greorge  Lee. 

14.455.  Did  they  give  you  any  money  ? — ^They  received  it  themselvea 

14.456.  Did  they  not  hand  it  to  you  ? — No. 

14.457.  Not  a  hal^nny  ?— No. 

14.468.  Did  your  wife  ? — No.     My  wife  is  dead. 

14.469.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yea 
14,460.  Who  for  ?— Vance  and  Clinton. 
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14.461.  What  did  you  get  ?— ^5.  j^,^  ^^^ 

14.462.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— Thomas  Couzens,  junior,  the  son  of  Thomas  Finch  Coueins,  (Labourer), 
the  builder.  . ,  : 

14.463.  Did  you  have  any  money  at  other  elections  ? — No.  ^^*^  ^ymoi  1853. 


John  Blogg  sworn,  and  examined  John,  Blogg. 

14.464.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes.  — — — * 

14.465.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — ^Yes. 

14.466.  Did  you  vote  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  ? — ^Yes. 

14.467.  What  did  you  get  ?— Nothing  at  alL 

14.468.  Any  colour  tickets? — Two. 

14.469.  Did  you  get  the  money  yourself? — Yes. 

14.470.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

14.471.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Smythe  and  Vance. 

14.472.  You  split  your  Vote  ? — ^Yea 

14.473.  What  did  you  get  for  your  vote  then  ? — Nothing  at  alL 

14.474.  Not  from  Mr.  Vance's  friends  or  Mr.  Smythe's  friends? — Nothing  at  alL 

14.475.  Did  you  ever  get  any  money  at  any  other  election  ? — No. 


John  Crippen  sworn,  and  examined.  j^f^n  Crippetu 

14.476.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — ^Yes.  — [ — 

14.477.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — ^Yes. 

14.478.  For  whom?^The  Blues. 

14.479.  Somerville  and  Romilly  ? — ^Yes. 

14.480.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

14.481.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

14.482.  For  whom  ?— The  Blues,  then. 

14.483.  Conyngham  and  Smythe  ? — ^Yes. 

14.484.  Did  you  get  any  money  ? — No. 

14.485.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — Yes. 

14.486.  Did  you  do  services  ? — Yes. 


William  Warner  sworn,  and  examined.  wuUa     W 

14.487.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — No.  ____ 

14.488.  You  are  not  a  voter? — No. 

14.489.  Did  you  receive  any  money  from  Mr.  Goodwin  ? — No. 


.  WiLUAM  Leicar  sworn,  and  examined.  „  , 

Wimam  Lemar 

14.490.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — ^Yes.  (of  Thanningtoii). 

14.491.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — ^Yes.  ___. 

14.492.  Johnstone  and  Gipps? — Yes. 

14.493.  What  did  you  have  ? — Two  colour  tickets. 

14.494.  Did  you  receive  the  money  yourself? — No ;  my  wife  did. 
14;495.  And  she  gave  it  to  you  ? — No  ;  she  kept  it. 

14.496.  And  made  use  of  it  ? — Yes. 

14.497.  Any  other  money  ? — In  1847  I  received  some. 

14.498.  Were  you  a  messenger  in  1852  ?: — No. 

14.499.  For  whom  did  you  vote  in  1847  ? — Vance  and  Clinton. 

15.500.  Did  you  get  any  money  ? — ^5, 

15.501.  Who  gave  it  you? — Mr.  Bennett. 

15.502.  Did  you  ever  have  any  money  before? — No. 


George  Johnson  sworn,  and  examined.  George  Johnson. 

14.503.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yes. 

14.504.  Did  you  vote  last  election? — Yes. 

14.505.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps.  .      > 

14.506.  What  did  you  get  for  your  vote  ?— Nothing. 

14.507.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — ^Yes. 

14.508.  What  did  you  receive  ? — ^Ten  shillings. 

14.509.  You  were  employed  two  days  ? — ^Yes. 

14.510.  Actually  employed  ? — ^Yea  "^ 

14.511.  In  1847,  for  whom  did  you  vote  ? — I  did  not  vote  in  1847. 
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James  Badoock.  James  Badcock  sworn,  and  examined. 

27tL  Tune  ift^s  14,512.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — No. 

14.513.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

14.514.  For  whom? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

14.515.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

14.516.  Any  colour  tickets? — No. 

14.517.  Did  you  receive  any  money  firom  Mr.  Cullen  ? — No. 

14.518.  Did  you  bribe  anybody  in   1847? — I  was  with  Mr.  Cullen,  keeping  a  few 
voters  together. 

14.519.  Did  you  see  him  give  any  money  in  1847  ? — No. 

14.520.  Did  you  hear  him  promise  any  money  in  1847  ? — No. 

14.521.  Were  you  a  messenger  in  1847? — No. 


Thomas  Cole.  THOMAS  CoLE  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.522.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — ^Yea 

14.523.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — No. 

14.524.  In  1847,  did  you  vote  ?— Yea 

14.525.  For  whom? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

14.526.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

14.527.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — Yes. 

14.528.  What  did  you  get?— ^1  68. 

14.529.  Did  you  do  service  as  a  messenger  ? — Very  little. 

14.530.  Were  you  induced  to  vote  in  consequence? — Not  at  alL     I  told  Mr.  Axis  if  it 
was  considered  bribery  I  would  not  have  it. 


S.  Moreland.  SYLVESTER  MORELAND  swom,  and  examined. 

14.531.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — Yes. 

14.532.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — ^Yea 

14.533.  For  Johnstone  and  Gipps  ? — No. 

14.534.  SomerviUe  and  Romilly  ? — Yes. 

14.535.  Did  you  get  any  money  ? — Not  a  forthing. 

14.536.  Nor  in  1847  ?— No. 

14.537.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yea 

14.538.  For  Conyngham  and  Smythe  ? — ^Yea 

14.539.  Did  you  get  any  money  ? — No. 
14,540   Any  colour  tickets  ? — No. 

14.541.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — Yes. 

14.542.  What  did  you  receive?— j^l  4«. 

14.543.  Was  that  for  actual  service  ? — I  was  there  all  the  time. 

14.544.  Did  you  receive  any  other  money  besides  that  H.  4«.  ? — Not  a  fistrthing. 

14.545.  That  you  swear  ? — ^Yea 


miUam  Carter. 


William  Carter  swom,  and  examined. 


14.546.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — Yes. 

14.547.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 
For  whom  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 
Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — No. 
Employed  as  a  messenger  ?—  I  have  been  told  since,  I  wa.s  so  placed,  but  not 


14,548. 

14,549. 

14,550. 

called  on. 

14,551-2.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  acting  ? — No. 

14.553.  Or  receive  any  colour  tickets  ? — No. 

14.554.  In  1847,  did  you  vote  ?— No. 


George  F.  Palmer. 


George  Francis  Palmer  swom,  and  examined. 

14.555.  Did  you  vote  last  election  ? — Yea 

14.556.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — Yea 

14.557.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.558.  What  did  you  receive  ? — As  messenger,  I  received  168; 

14.559.  Did  you  work? — Yes ;  two  daya 
14,660.  Very  little,  I  suppose  ? — ^Not  much. 
14,561.  Did  you  vote  in  .1847?— No. 
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14.562.  Did  you  receive  anything  more  in  1852  than  16«.  ?— I  recommended  two     George  Palmer. 

colour  tickets.  •  

14.563.  Who  got  them  ?— Two  brothers-in-law.  27th  June  1853. 

14.564.  Did  you  get  part  of  the  money  ? — No. 

14.565.  How  much  did  they  get? — 108.  each, 

14.566.  Anything  else  ?— No. 

14.567.  No  refreshment  tickets  ? — No. 


James  Hilton  sworn,  and  examined.  James  Hilton, 

14.568.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — No ;  I  vote  as  a  householder.  

14.569.  Did  you  vote  last  election? — Yes. 

14.570.  For  whom  ? — Romilly  and  Somerville. 

14.571.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — No. 

14.572.  Any  colour  tickets? — No. 

14.573.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

14.574.  Who  for  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

14.575.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — No. 

14.576.  Any  colour  tickets? — ^No.     Recommended  two;  but  they  were  no  benefit 
to  me. 

14.577.  You  received  no  money  yourself? — No. 

14.578.  And  you  were  not  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — No. 


William  Palmer  junior  sworn,  and  examined.  j^^  Palmer  inn 

14.579.  Did  you  vote  last  election  ? — ^Yes.  _—_«__. 

14.580.  Who  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.581.  What  did  you  get  ?— Nothing. 

14.582.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger? — ^Yes. 

14.583.  What  did  you  receive  ? — 168. 

14.584.  Was  that  16s.  for  doing  nothing  ? — ^That  is  about  it. 

14.585.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

14.586.  For  Clinton  and  Vance  ?— Yes. 

14.587.  What  did  you  get  foi*  your  vote  ? — Nothing. 

14.588.  Were  you  employed  the  same  as  before  ? — Upon  tlie  same  principle. 

14.589.  What  did  you  get  ?— ^^2  4«. 

14.590.  That  is,  for  doing  nothing  ?— Yes. 


Stephen  Beck,  sworn,  and  examined.  Stephen  Beck. 

14.591.  Are  you  d.  voter  ? — Yes.  

14.592.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — ^Yes. 

14.593.  Who  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.594.  What  did  you  get  ?— Nothing. 

14.595.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — No. 

14.596.  Did  you  have  any  colour  tickets  ? — No. 

14.597.  In  1847  for  whom  did  you  vote  ? — RomiUy  and  Somerville. 

14.598.  I  asked  you  who  you  voted  for  in  1852  ?— Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.599.  Romilly  and   Somerville   were  the  candidates   against   them   in    1852  ? — I 
understood  you  1847. 

14.600.  For  whom  did  you  vote  in  1852  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.601.  For  whom  did  you  vote  in  1847  ? — ^The  Tory  candidates. 

14.602.  ainton  and  Vance  ?— Yes. 

14.603.  What  did  you  get  in  1847  ?— Nothing. 

14.604.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — No. 

14.605.  Received  any  colour  tickets  ? — No. 

14.606.  Were  you  a  messenger  in  1852  ? — No  ;  my  son  was  a  messenger. 

14.607.  Was  that  the  condition  of  your  vote,  that  your  son  should  be  employed  ? — ^A 
Uttle. 


William  Parnell  sworn,  and  examined.  WUUam  PamelL 

14.608.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — Yes.  

14.609.  As  a  freeman  ?— No. 

14.610.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — I  did  not  vote. 

14.611.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

14.612.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Lord  Albert. 

14.613.  And  Mr.  Smythe?— Yes. 

14.614.  What  did  you  get  ?— I  got  nothing  for  my  vote  ;  I  was  a  messengei*. 

14.615.  What  did  you  receive  ? — I  think  U.  4.9. 

14.616.  Was  that  for  doing  nothing  ? — I  had  to  nm  about. 

14.617.  Very  Uttle?— Yes. 
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27tli  June  1858. 


14,618. 
14,619. 
14,620. 
14,621. 


Walter  Ells  sworn,  and  examined. 
Are  you  a  fireeman  ? — Yes. 


Did  you  vote  at  tl>e  last  election  ?— Yes. 
Who  for  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 
What  did  you  get  for  it  ? — Nothing. 

14.622.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — No. 

14.623.  Did  you  have  any  colour  tickets  ? — No. 

14.624.  Any  promise  of  anything  ? — No. 

14.625.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Blinks  about  your  vote  ? — ^No.    My  cousin 
had  it  with. 

14.626.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— No. 

14.627.  Had  you  not  a  vote  then  ?— No 


S.  Lancefield. 


WUHamAndersany 

(Fishmonger). 


Stephen  Lancefield  sworn,  and  examined. 


14.628.  Did  you  vote  last  election? — Yes. 

14.629.  For  whom  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.630.  What  did  you  recieve? — As  messenger,  I  received  16«. 

14.631.  For  doing  work  ? — I  worked  hard  enough  for  a  week,  at  any  rate. 

14.632.  In  1847,  for  whom  did  you  vote?— Clinton  and  Vance. 

14.633.  As  a  messenger  then  ? — Yea  * 

14.634.  Did  you  have  any  money  besides  ? — For  four  days. 

14.635.  Did  you  have  any  money  besides  ? — No. 


Edward  Watson. 


WnjJAM  Anderson,  Fishmonger,  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.636.  Are  you  a  voter  ? — Yes. 

14.637.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — No. 

14.638.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yea 

14.639.  Did  you  vote  for  Clinton  and  Vance  ? — I  did. 

14.640.  What  did  you  get  ? — .^8  ;  but  spent  more  than  that  in  treating  and  keeping 
voters  together. 

14.641.  Who  gave  it  you? — Mr.  Bennett, 

14.642.  Did  you  vote  in  1841  ?— Yes. 

14.643.  For  whom? — Bradshaw  and  Smythe. 

14.644.  What  did  you  get  ?  -  Nothing. 

14.645.  Did  you  vote  for  Mr.  Smythe,  in  his  contest  with  Mr.  Wilson? — Yes. 

14.646.  Did  you  get  anything  ?-— Nothing ;  only  labour,  and  spent  my  own  money. 


Edward  Watson  sworn,  and  examined. 

1 4.647.  Are  you  a  voter  ?—  Yes. 

14.648.  Did  you  vote  last  election?— Yes. 

14.649.  For  whom?— Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.650.  Are  you  a  freeman  ?  -  Yes. 

14.651.  What  did  you  get  for  your  vote  ? — Two  colour  tickets. 

14.652.  And  no  more  ? — No. 

14.653.  No  other  money? — No. 

14.654.  Or  promised  anything  ? — Mr.  Blinks  came  in. 

14.655.  Did  he  offer  you  any  money  ? — No. 

14.656.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yes. 

14.657.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Clinton  and  Smythe. 

14.658.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  that  ? — One  colour  ticket. 

14.659.  Who  did  you  get  it  from  ;  Mr.  Smythe  or  Lord  Clinton  ?- 

14.660.  Did  you  receive  any  other  money  ? — No. 

14.661.  Did  you  ever  receive  money  for  your  vote  directly  ? —No. 


-I  cannot  say. 


William  Andrews^ 
(Cowkeeper). 


WiUJAM  Andrews  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.662.  Did  you  vote  last  year  ? — Yes. 

14.663.  For  whom?—  Johnstone  and  Romilly. 

14.664.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

14.665.  Did  you  get  any  colourmen's  tickets? -No.     I  recommended  my  brother 
for  one. 

14.666.  To  Johnstone's  committee  ?— Yes. 

14.667.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — No. 

14.668.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

14.669.  For  whom  ?— The  Tory  party. 
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14.670.  Clinton  and  Vance  2~ Yes. 

14.671.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ?— Na 

14.672.  Any  colour  tickets  ? — Yes ;  two. 


WWiam  Andrews^ 

(Cowkeeper). 

27th  June  1853. 


James  Bailet  sworn,  and  examined. 


James  Bailey. 


14,673.  Are  you  a  freeman? — Yes. 

14,674  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yes. 

14,676.  Johnstone  and  Gipps  ? — Yes. 

14.676.  What  did  you  get  for  your  vote  ? — Nothing. 

14.677.  Did  you  get  any  colourmen's  tickets  ?--No. 

14.678.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — No. 

14.679.  Did  you  have  no  money  whatever  ? — Not  a  penny. 

14.680.  In  1847,  for  whom  did  you  vote  ? — I  was  not  on  the  register ;  not  since  Brad- 
Aaw's  tima 

14.681.  Did  not  Mr.  Taylor  put  your  name  down  on  the  messengers'  list  ? — ^No. 

14.682.  Quite  sure  ? — I  am  unaware  of  it,  if.it  was. 

14.683.  Did  you  receive  any  money  for  acting  as  messenger  ? — ^No. 


Charles  Blogo  sworn,  and  examined 

14,684  Are  you  a  voter  ? — ^Yes. 

14.685.  Did  you  vote  at  the  last  election  ? — Yea 

14.686.  For  Johnstone  and  Gipps? — No. 

14.687.  SomervilleandRomiUy?— Yea 

14.688.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — No. 

14.689.  In  1847,  for  whom  did  you  vote  ? — Conyingham  and  Smytha 

14.690.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — No. 

14.691.  Any  colour  tickets  ? — ^No. 

14.692.  Were  you  a  messenger  ? — Yea 

14.693.  What  did  you  get  ?—  ^  1  4«. 

14.694.  Was  that  for  actual  services  ? — Yea 


Charles  Blogg. 


James  Bloog  [Si  Peter's]  sworn,  and  examined 

14.695.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yea 

14.696.  For  whom?— Romilly  and  SomerviUe. 

14.697.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ?— No. 

14.698.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yea 

14.699.  For  whom  did  you  vote  ?--Smythe  and  Conyinghant 

14.700.  Did  you  have  any  money  for  your  vote  ?— No. 

14.701.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — Yes. 

14.702.  What  did  you  get  ?— ^1  4i. 

14.703.  Did  you  actually  perform  services?— Yea 


James  Bloggy 

(St.  Peter's). 


Thomas  Fedarb  sworn,  and  examined. 


Thomas  Fedarb. 


'As  a  messenger,  10^. 


14.704.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

14.705.  For  whom  ? — Romilly  and  SomeiVille. 

14.706.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ?~ 

14.707.  That  you  received  ? — Yes,  for  two  days. 

14.708.  Did  you  perform  actual  services  for  that  ? — Yea 

14.709.  In  1847,  for  whom  did  you  vote? — Lord  Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

14.710.  Did  you  get  any  money  ? — I  was  a  messenger  then. 

14.711.  What  did  you  get  l—£l  5s. 

14.712.  Was  it  for  actiml  services? — ^At  the  booth  ;  from  the  booth  to  the  committee 
room. 


John  Fedarb  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.713.  Did  you  vote  last  election? — Yes. 

14.714.  Who  for? — Romilly  and  SomerviUe. 
14,716.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — ^Yes. 

14.716.  What  did  you  receive  ?— lOs. 

14.717.  Did  you  perform  actual  services? — ^Yea 

14.718.  Did  you  vote  in  1847?— Yea  - 

14.719.  Who  for  ?— Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

8H  2 


John  Fedarb. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


428  EVIDENCE  taken  before  COMMISSIONERS  appointed  to  inquieb  into 

Jokn  Fedarb.  14,120.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  then  ?— Yee. 

14,721.  Did  you  receive  any  money  ? — Not  for  my  vote. 

27th  June  1853,         14,722.  For  services  ?— Yes. 

"  14,723.  How  much  did  you  receive  ? — £\  4«. 

14,724.  Did  you  perform  actual  services  ? — ^Yes. 


George  Ellis.  George  Elus  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.725.  Did  you  vote  last  election?— Yes. 

14.726.  For  whom  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

14.727.  What  did  you  get?— <f  5. 

14.728.  Who  gave  it  you  ?— Kelson. 

14.729.  In  1847,  for  whom  did  you  vote  ? — J  had  no  vote  at  alL 


Henry  Smithson. 


Henry  Smithson  sworn,  and  examined. 


14,730. 
14,731. 
14,732. 
boys. 
14,733- 
14,734. 
14,735. 
14,736. 
14,737. 
14,738. 
14,739. 
14,740. 
14,741. 
14,742. 
14,743. 


Did  you  vote  last  election  ? — Yes. 

For  whom  ? — Johnstone  and  Gipps. 

What  did  you  get  for  your  vote  ? — ^Nothing. 


I  had  four  colour  tickets  for  my 


What  was  that ;  2/.  altogether? — I  think  they  had  21. 

Was  the  2Z.  altogether  for  the  four  colour  tickets  ? — ^Yes. 

Did  you  get  any  money  ? — No. 

Whom  did  you  vote  for  in  1847  ? — Conyngham  and  Smythe. 

Did  you  get  any  money  ? — No ;  four  colour  tickets,  the  same. 

For  your  boys  ? — Yes, 

Or  for  yourself? — For  the  boya 

Did  any  of  the  money  find  its  way  to  you  ? — No. 

How  old  were  your  boys  ? — Not  all  old  enough  to  vote,  quite. 

How  old  were  they  in  1852  ? — ^They  have  got  their  copies  out  now. 

They  were  about  fifteen  or  sixteen  in  1847? — Yes. 


George  Ponion.  GEORGE  PoNTON  swom,  and  examined. 

14.744.  Are  you  a  fireeman  ? — No. 

14.745.  Are  you  a  householder  ? — ^Yes. 

14.746.  Did  you  vote  in  1852  ?— Yes. 

14.747.  Who  for? — Romilly  and  SomerviUe. 

14.748.  Did  you  have  any  money  ? — No. 

14.749.  Employed  as  a  messenger  ? — Yes. 

14.750.  What  did  you  receive  ? — Five  shillings  a  day,  two  days. 

14.751.  Did  you  perform  services  for  that  ? — Yes. 

14.752.  In  1847,  did  you  vote?— Yes. 

14.753.  Who  for? — Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

14.754.  Did  you  get  any  money  for  your  vote  ? — ^As  a  messenger. 

14.755.  What  did  you  get?— Five  days. 

14.756.  What  did  you  receive  ? — Five  shillings  a  day. 

14.757.  £\  58.  in  aU?— Yes. 

1 4.758.  Did  y<5u  work  all  that  time  ?— Yes. 


James  Norley.  J  AMES  NoRLET  sworn,  and  examined. 

""""""■""^  14,759.  Are  you  a  fireeman?— Yes. 

14.760.  Did  you  vote  last  election?— I  did. 

14.761.  For  whom? — Romilly  and  SomerviUe. 

14.762.  Did  you  get  any  money  ? — No. 

14.763.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger? — Yes. 

14.764.  What  did  you  receive  ?--Ten  shillings. 

14.765.  Did  you  perform  services  ? — I  did. 

14.766.  In  1847,  for  whom  did  you  vote? — Smythe  and  Conyngham. 

14.767.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  then  ?— I  was. 

14.768.  What  did  you  receive  ?— Fifteen  shillings. 

14.769.  Three  days?— That  is  all. 

14.770.  Did  you  perform  actual  sei-vices  for  that  ? — I  did. 
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James  Coppins  sworn,  and  examined  Jamez  Coppins. 

14.771.  Did  you  vote  last  election? — Yea  27th  June  1853. 

14.772.  For  whom? — Romilly  and  Somervilla  

14.773.  Did  you  receive  any  money? — No.. 

14.774.  Did  you  vote  in  1847  ?— Yes. 

14.775.  Who  for  ?— Clinton  and  Vance. 

14.776.  What  did  you  receive  i—jt7  from  George  OakenfulL 


Hartley  Hooper  sworn,  and  examined.  Harder/  Hooper. 

14.777.  Are  you  a  freeman  ? — No.  " 

14.778.  Are  you  a  voter?— Yes. 

14.779.  Did  you  vote  last  election  ?— Yes. 

14.780.  For  whom  ?— Romilly  and  Somerville. 

1 4.781.  Did  you  get  any  money  ? — No. 

14.782.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ?— No. 

14.783.  In  1847,  did  you  vote  ?— Yes. 

14.784.  Who  for  ?— Conyngham  and  Smytha 

14.785.  Did  you  get  any  money  ?— No. 

14.786.  Were  you  employed  as  a  messenger  ? — Yes. 

14.787.  What  did  you  get  ?— 30*. 

14.788.  For  actual  services  ? — For  actual  services  previous. 


Mrs.  Anne  Beckford  sworn,  and  examined.  j/^,  j^  BeckJorcL 

14.789.  What  have  you  to  say? — Mr.  Abrahams,  the  Jew,  said  he  gave  my  -father 
3/.  on  Somerville's  election,  of  which  he  never  received  a  farthing.  My  father  has  been 
dead  and  gone.  That  is  the  way  it  has  been  laid  on  him.  I  can  be  on  my  oath  my  father 
never  received  a  farthing  at  any  election. 

14.790.  Were  you  always  at  your  father  s  side  ? — Yes,  alwaya 

14.791.  Did  you  ever  leave  him  alone  for  a  moment  ? — No,  I  could  not  leave  him, 
because  he  could  not  be  left ;  he  was  not  capable  of  being  left  alone.  I  went  up  with 
him  to  vote. 

14.792.  He  was  bedridden  ?— Yes. 

14.793.  How  long  was  he  bedridden  before  his  death  ? — He  has  been  bedridden  two 
years  and  a  half. 

14.794.  Was  this  before  1847? — No.  It  was  since  that  he  was  bedridden  ;  but  he  was 
childish  in  1846,  and  was  unable  to  go  and  draw  his  pension. 

14.795.  And  he  was  under  your  care  all  that  time  ? — Yes. 

14.796.  If  Mr.  Abrahams  had  seen  him  at  the  election  of  1847,  should  you  have  been 
aware  of  it  ? — Yea 

14.797.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  money  from  Mr.  Abrahams  ? — No,  not  a  farthing  ;  he 
never  did. 

14.798.  Can  you  explain  in  any  way  what  became  of  the  money  ? — He  never  had  it. 

14.799.  You  have  no  notion  how  the  mistake  arose  ? — No,  I  do  not.  I  know  it  was  spoken 
of  in  a  public  house.  Mr.  Abrahams  said  he  had  3/.  of  Mr.  Rutter  to  give,  and  he  did  not 
know  who  to  pitch  it  upon,  and  the  gentlemen  made  answer,  and  said,  "  Why,  pitch  it  upon 
a  dead  'un." 

14.800.  Who  told  you  that  ? — Mr.  Johnson,  the  miller ;  he  spoke  of  it 

14.801.  Is  he  present  ? — I  do  not  know  whether  he  is.  He  was  up  here  in  the  morning, 
and  he  has  been  up  here  to  see.  Mr.  Crow  took  down  a  list,  and  they  said  they  looked 
down  the  list,  and  saw  Justice,  and  then  Lyons  and  Abrahams  said,  "  No  ;  that  will  not 
do  ;  he  belongs  to  the  Reds ;"  and  they  looked  down  the  list,  and  saw  my  father,  and  they 
said,  "  He  was  a  Blue  ;  that  will  do." 

14.802.  When  did  Mr.  Benjamin  Johnson  tell  you  this  ? — He  told  me  of  it  about  a 
fortnight  ago,  and  I  went  down  to  Mr.  Abrahams,  the  21st  of  May,  to  ask  him  how  he 
came  to  take  such  a  false  oath. 

14.803.  What  did  he  say  ? — He  said  he  did,  and  he  could  prove  it.  I  asked  liim  where- 
abouts he  gave  it  to  my  father,  and  he  said  at  the  door. 

14.804.  Might  that  have  been  the  case  ?  No  ;  because  he  was  not  capable  of  answering 
for  himself  then. 

14.805.  How  was  it  he  was  capable  of  voting  ? — I  went  with  him. 

14.806.  Did  you  vote  for  him  ? — I  had  to  answer  for  SomerviUe  and  Romilly. 

14.807.  This  last  election  ? — ^Yes.  He  was  taken  out  of  his  bed.  Mother  and  me 
dressed  him  and  brought  him  down  stairs. 

14.808.  Did  you  understand  what  he  meant? — Yes;  I  could  understand  him.  No 
others  could  tell  what  he  said. 

14.809.  You  understood  he  meant  to  vote  for  Romilly  and  Somerville  ? — Yes  ;  he  always 
went  with  the  blue  party. 

14.810.  How  long  was  your  fether  bedridden  ? — He  has  been  childish  these  seven  years. 

3H  3 
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Mrs.  A.  Beckford.       14,81 1.  How  long  was  he  bed-ridden  ?— Two  years  and  a  hal£ 

14,812.  When  did  he  die  ?— The  2d  of  March. 

27th  June  1852.         14,813.  He  was  not  bed-ridden  in  1847  ? — No  ;  but  childish. 

14,814.  He  was  not  always  with  you  ? — ^Yes  ;  I  was  always  with  him.  I  had  to  go  out 

with  him. 

14.816.  You  were  not  always  with  him  all  day  long,  when  clnldish  ? — ^Yes ;  I  was  with 
him  aU  day  long. 

14,815.  You  had  to  leave  him  sometimes  I — Noj  not  at  all ;  and  if  I  had  to  leave,  my 
mother  was  with  him. 

14.817.  You  say  you  had  to  leave  him  sometimes! — ^Yes;  but  mother  was  with 
him. 

14.818.  You  cannot  tell  us,  upon  your  oath,  that  what  Mr  Abraham  has  told  us  upon 
his  oath  is  fiJse,  because  you  were  not  always  by? — He  never  was  out  without  I  was  with 
him. 

14.819.  He  might  have  been  at  the  door  without  your  being  by  ? — He  was  not  out  in 
the  street ;  my  mother  was  by  him. 

14.820.  Where  is  your  mother  ? — She  cannot  walk  ;  she  is  a  cripple. 

14.821.  How  long  has  she  been  a  cripple  ? — ^These  twenty  years. 

14.822.  He  might  have  been  at  the  door  without  your  mother,  then  ? — No.  She  was 
always  at  the  door  with  him.  We  were  always  ob%ed  to  watch  him  everywhere  ;  and 
I  drew  his  pension  since  1846,  for  he  was  not  able  to  go  up  and  draw  it  himself 

Adjourned  until  Wednesday  at  Westminster. 


At  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  Westminster. 


Eleventh  Day. — Saturday,  July  9,  1853. 

Maurice  Saunders,  MAURICE  Saunders  recalled,  and  examined. 

77",Q-Q  14,823.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Canterbury? — Over  forty  years. 

9th  July  1853.  14^824.  Are  you  very  well  acquainted  with  the  city  and  borough  ? — Yes. 

*""■  14,825.  Can  you  inform  the  Commissioners  whether  the  city  of  Canterbury  is  or  is  not 

co-extensive  with  the  parliamentary  borough  ? — It  is  not  co-extensive  with  the  parlia- 
mentary borough. 

14.826.  Parts  of  what  parishes  are  there  included  in  the  parliamentary  borough  that 
are  not  witiiin  the  city  of  Canterbury  ? — ^The  borough  consists  of  twenty-three  parishes. 
There  are  fourteen  parishes  within  the  city  and  nine  out  which  are  within  the  parlia- 
mentary borough.  There  are  six  of  those  parishes  without  the  limits  of  the  city  within 
the  limits  of  the  borough,  that  is,  which  are  wholly  within  the  borough,  and  tJiere  are 
three  which  are  partly  within  the  borough.  There  are  parts  of  three  of  them  within, 
the  borough,  not  the  whole  parishes. 

14.827.  Do  I  understand  you  that  the  parliamentary  borough  consists  of  the  city  of 
Canterbury  which  contains  fourteen  parishes,  and  besides  that,  nine  other  parishes,  six 
of  which  parishes  are  within  the  borough  ? — Yes,  wholly  within  the  borougL 

14.828.  The  remaining  three  parishes  are  not  wholly  within  the  borough? — ^Not  wholly 
within. 

14.829.  I  am  asking  about  the  parliamentary  borough ;  they  must  be  within  the 
borough  if  they  form  part  of  the  borough  ? — ^They  are  distinct  from  the  city  ;  they  are 
without  the  limits  of  the  city  but  within  the  parliamentary  borough.  There  is  a  portion 
only  of  three  of  the  parishes  within  the  parliamentary  borough. 

14.830.  Is  this  correct :  Of  three  parishes  only  a  portion  of  those  parishes  form  a 
part  of  the  parliamentary  constituency  ? — ^That  is  so. 

14.831.  Do  you  know  what  is  the  population  of  the  fourteen  parishes  of  the  city? — 
Nearly  16,000. 

14.832.  Do  you  know  what  the  population  was  at  the  last  census  ? — It  was  nearly 
16,000  in  1851. 

14.833.  What  is  the  population  of  the  six  parishes  which  are  wholly  within  the 
borough,  and  the  portions  of  those  three  parishes  that  form  a  part  of  the  parliamentary 
borough  ? — That  I  am  not  enabled  to  say.  The  census  was  merely  taken  of  the  city, 
and  the  census  of  the  other  parishes  was  in  different  unions, — some  in  Bridge.  I  am  not 
able  to  say  the  numbers. 

14.834.  Have  you  formed  an  estimate? — Yes,  I  have. 

14.835.  What  is  the  result? — I  see  there  are  729  voters  on  the  list  of  the  fourteen 
parishes,  that  is,  about  21^  per  cent  of  the  population  that  are  voters.  Having  no  data 
for  the  other  nine  parishes  I  have  made  a  calculation  according  to  that  of  what  they 
woidd  be  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  voters.  There  are  184  voters  on  the  register 
for  those  nine  parishes,  and  upon  that  principle  I  make  the  calculation  ;  and  that  woidd 
bring  the  population  to  about  3,000,  whidi  would  make  the  parliamentary  borough 
amount  to  somewhere  about  19,000.     This  list  which  I  hold  in  my  hand  is  a  list  of  the 
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number  of  voters  in  the  parishes  within  the  city  at  the  time  of  the  election  in  1852  Maurice  Saunders. 
that  were  on  the  register,  and  also  a  list  of  the  voters  at  the  same  time  in  the  nine  out      g..   fT'lfifSS 
parishes.  ^ 

(The  following  paper  was  handed  in  by  the  witness). 

List  of  Pabishes  within  the  Parliamentary  Borough,  and  Number  of  Voters  as 
10{.  Householders  in  those  Parishes. 


No.  of  Voter*. 

Within  the  CSty. 

82 

-    AJlSamt& 

67       - 

-    St.  Alphage. 

60 

-    St  Andrew. 

62 

-    St.  Mary  Bredman. 

37 

-    St.  Mary  Bredman. 

106 

-    St.  George  the  Martyr. 

87 

-    St.  Mary  Magdalen 

52 

-    St.  Margaret. 

11 

-     Si  Mart.in. 

85 

-    St.  Mildred. 

76 

-     Nortbgate. 

44 

-    SI  Pan! 

46 

-     St.  Peter. 

16 

-    Holy  Croes,  Westgate. 

Without  the  Ci^,  and  vithin  the 

No.ofToten. 

Pariiamentaiy  Boroogh. 

18 

-     ArchbiBbop's  Palace. 

26 

-     Christ  ChurcL 

57 

-    St.  Dunstan's. 

24 

-    VilleofStGr^ory. 

4 

-    St.  Stephen's. 

1 

-    Nackington. 

10 

-    Boroiigh  of  Staplegate. 

5 

-    Thennington. 

36 

-     Holy  Cross,  Westgate  Without. 

14,836.  Is  Longport  within  the  city  ? — A  part  of  it  is,  and  a  part  of  it  is  not ;  it  is 
called  the  Borough  of  Longport. 

14,887.  Is  Longport  the  name  of  a  parish  or  a  district  ? — A  district ;  it  is  within  the 
parish  of  St.  Paul's.  There  are  two  ratings  ;  there  is  a  rating  made  for  the  county  and 
the  city,  signed  by  the  magistrates  of  the  county,  and  signed  by  the  magistrates  of 
the  city. 

14.838.  Are  the  lOZ.  householders  resident  in  the  district  of  Longport  entitled  to  vote 
for  the  city  of  Canterbury  ? — Yes. 

14.839.  Are  there  many  clergymen  resident  in  Canterbury  who  have  votes  for  the 
borough  ? — ^The  greater  part  of  the  clergymen  that  are  resident  in  the  cathedral,  that  is, 
in  the  precincts,  in  the  Ville  of  Christchurch,  are  voters. 

14.840.  Do  you  know  how  many  clergymen  there  are  who  are  voters  for  the  borough  ? 
— I  cannot  say  now ;  but  by  looking  over  the  list  I  could  tell. 

14.841.  Can  you  inform  us  whether  at  the  elections  for  Canterbury  the  dergjrmen 
have  generallv  voted,  or  have  abstained  from  voting  ? — They  have  generally  voted. 

14.842.  Of  late  years?— Yes. 

14.843.  You  say  they  have  generally  voted,  have  any  of  them  taken  an  active  part  in 
the  elections  ? — I  never  saw  it. 

14,844  Did  I  imderstand  you  to  say  they  have  generally  voted  of  late  years,  or  have 
generally  abstained  ? — GtenewJly  voted  ♦ 

14.845.  They  have  not  taken  any  active  part  ? — I  have  never  seen  it. 

14.846.  Not  of  late  years  ? — Not  of  late  years. 

14.847.  Do  you  remember  any  election  at  which  they  took  an  active  part? — I 
do  not. 

14.848.  Do  you  know  how  many  out  resident  freemen  there  are  ? — I  cannot  say  how 
many  there  are. 

14.849.  Do  you  happen  to  know  what  condition  in  life  the  277  freemen  who  are 
upon  the  household  list  are  ? — A  great  many  of  them  are  the  principal  tradesmen  in  the 
town,  who  are  firemen  and  householders  as  welL 

14.850.  Chiefly  the  substantial  tradesmen  ? — ^Yes. 

14.851.  A'-e  any  of  them  in  the  indigent  classes  of  fi-eemen  ? — Not  any  that  are  house- 
holders 

14.852.  Not  those  Freemen  that  are  on  the  householders  list  ? — No. 

14.853.  In  the  election  of  1852  it  appears  there  were  950  freemen  on  the  register. 
About  what  proportion  of  those  960  do  you  believe  consists  of  indigent  freemen? — 
Nearly  300. 
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14.854.  946  is  the  exact  number  of  freemen  upon  the  register  in  1852  ;  those  include 
the  277  freemen  of  whom  I  have  spoken,  do  they  not  ? — ^Yes. 

14.855.  And  sixteen  double  entries  ? — I  believe  it  is  sixteen. 

14.856.  Therefore  you  say  that  of  the  remainder,  that  is  to  say  669  pure  freemen, 
without  taking  into  accoimt  double  entries,  half  or  nearly  half  are  of  the  indigent 
classes  ? — Yes. 

14.857.  That  is  your  firm  persuasion? — That  is  my  firm  persuasion. 

14.858.  Will  you  explain  what  you  mean  by  indigent! — You  have  had  many 
opportunities  of  seeing  them ;  there  are  men  who  are  fish-hawkers  and  costermongers, 
and  men  of  that  description,  men  of  the  lower  grades  of  society,  mechanics  who  are  in  no 
ways  provident,  and  in  consequence  of  that  they  are  in  a  measure  indigent. 

14.859.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  they  are  a  pauper  class  ? — No. 

14.860.  They  work  for  their  living? — Yes,  they  work  for  their  living. 

14.861.  Were  you  relieving  oflScer  for  many  years  ? — I  have  been  reinoving  officer  for 
the  last  six  years. 

14.862.  Can  you  tell  me  with  anytliing  like  an  approximation  to  certainty  how  many 
of  the  946  freemen  belong  to  what  you  may  call  the  pauper  class,  that  is,  who  are  in  tlie 
receipt  of  relief,  or  are  likely  to  be  in  the  receipt  of  relief? — ^There  are  very  few  ;  this 
class  of  men  will  suffer  a  great  deal  before  they  will  look  to  relief,  in  consequence  of 
losing  theii'  vote  if  they  have  relief. 

14.863.  Take  the  case  of  ahns.  How  many  should  you  say  would  be  likely  to  be  in 
the  receipt  of  alms  from  private  charity? — In  Canterbury  there  are  a  great  many 
charities  ;  I  do  not  know  wliether  you  would  call  them  alma.  There  are  gifts  which 
are  bestowed  at  certain  seasons  of  the  year. 

14.864.  No.  Private  charity? — There  are  a  few  men  wlio  have  borne  a 
character  and  are  in  low  circumstances,  and  there  are  gentlemen  who  pay  some 
attention  to  those  sort  of  men. 

14.865.  There  are  not  many  of  that  class  ? — No. 

14.866.  The  most  are  in  work  ? — The  most  are  in  work. 

14.867.  On  which  road  is  the  borough  of  Longport  ? — The  Deal  road. 

14.868.  On  which  road  is  the  Lower  Hardres  ? — It  is  a  sort  of  by-road  that 
on  the  riglit  of  the  Old  Dover  Road  to  Hythe. 

14.869.  Do  you  know  how  many  of  the  946  freemen  that  appear  on  the  register  of 
1852  were  householders  as  well  as  freemen  ? — I  believe  it  is  277. 


good 
little 


leads 


Lord 
Londeshorougk. 


The  Right  Honourable  Lord  LoNDESBOROUGH  sworn,  and  examined. 

14.870.  When  did  you  first  represent  the  City  of  Canterbury  ? — It  must  be  a  great 
many  years  ago.  I  believe  it  was  in  1835  (it  can  easily  be  referred  to).  I  was  returned 
the  first  time. 

14.871.  At  that  time  was  my  Lady  Conyngham  living  at  Bifrons? — ^Yes ;  at  least 
slie  had  possession  of  Bifrons. 

14.872.  Was  that  election  a  contested  election? — Yes. 

14.873.  Do  you  recollect  who  the  candidates  were  ? — Yes.  Mr.  Villiers  was  the 
liberal  candidate,  and  Mr.  Stephen  Rumbold  Lushington  was  the  conservative. 

14.874.  Was  it  yourself  Mr.  Villiers,  and  Mr.  Lushington  who  contested  the  borough  ? 


—Yes. 
14,875. 
14,876. 
14,877. 


Was  not  Mr.  Gipps  a  party  ? — No  ;  not  at  that  election. 
Did  you  and  Mr.  Villiers  coalesce  ? — ^Yes.     It  was  a  sort  of  a  coalition. 
Have  you  any  means  of  telling  us  the  amount  of  expenditure  generally  at 
that  election  ? — No.     I  have  no  means  at  all.     I  did  not  pay  the  money. 

14.878.  The  money  which  was  expended  upon  your  side  was  probably  found  by  your 
relations  ? — Yes  ;  foimd  by  my  relations. 

14.879.  And  the  aocoimts,  if  any,  were  rendered  to  them  ? — ^The  accounts,  if  any,  were 
rendered  to  them. 

14.880.  Did  your  lordship  come  forward  in  1841  ? — I  came  forward  at  the  next 
election  if  that  was  the  next.  I  contested  the  election  after  that,  and  was  returned  that 
time. 

14.881.  That  was  the  general  election  of  1837  ?— Yes. 

1 4.882.  Who  were  the  candidates  at  that  election  ? — Mr.  Villiers, 1  forget  at  this 

moment.     There  were  four,  I  think. 

14.883.  Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr.  Gipps  ?— Yes. 

14.884.  And  Mr.  Villiers  and  yourself? — Yes. 

14.885.  Did  that  result  in  yom*  being  returned  ? — Yes. 

14.886.  With  Mr.  Villiers  ? — Mr.  Villiers,  if  I  recollect  right,  was  beaten.  I  think  so  ; 
there  was  an  election  petition  ;  but  it  is  a  matter  easily  known* 

14.887.  Were  the  pecuniary  arrangements  upon  your  side  in  1837  precisely  the  same 
as  they  were  in  1835  ? — Precisely  the  same. 

14.888.  You  have  no  means  of  telling  us  what  the  amount  was? — ^Not  any  means 
whatever. 

14.889.  Did  your  connexion  still  continue  with  the  borough  up  to  the  next  election  in 
18  H  ? — I  cannot  quite  recollect  whether  I  did  not  retire  after  that  on  account  of  bad 
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health.     I  resigned  my  seat,  but  I  will  not  be  quite  certain  whether  it  was  previous  to  j^y^ 

that  election.  Londe$baraugk. 

14.890.  Your  lordship  came  forward  as  a  candidate  in  1841  at  the  general  election  ? —  

Yes ;  I  came  forward  as  a  candidate.     Whether  it  was  after  that  in  consequence  of  bad      ^h  Jw^y  1855. 
health  I  resigned  my  seat  I  cannot  be  quite  certain  ;  it  is  very  easily  referred  to. 

14.891.  At  the  general  election  in  1841  did  your  lordship  stand  on  the  liberal  interest 
with  any  other  person  ? — With  Mr.  Villiers.  I  imderstand  I  am  wrong,  that  it  was  not 
so,  and  not  having  referred  to  a  memorandum  I  cannot  say. 

14.892.  However  your  lordship  stood  on  the  liberal  interest? — Yes. 

14.893.  We  have  been  told  Mr.  Twisden  Hodges  stood  on  the  liberal  interest  ? — Not 
with  me.  Mr.  Villiers  was  the  only  person  on  the  liberal  interest  that  I  ever  fought  the 
borough  with. 

14.894.  Are  you  aware  that  Mr.  Hodges  stood  on  a  separate  interest  at  that  time  in 
1841  ? — ^He  did  not  start  with  me. 

14.895.  Not  at  the  same  time  ? — Not  at  the  same  time  ;  he  was  never  a  candidate  at 
Canterbury  with  me. 

14.896.  Does  your  lordship  mean  that  he  was  never  at  Canterbury  at  the  same  time 
with  you  ? — No  ;  he  never  contested  the  borough  at  the  same  time  with  me. 

14.897.  Can  you  give  us  any  account  of  the  expenditure  in  1841  ? — 1  never  saw  any 
of  the  accounts. 

14.898.  And  you  have  no  means  of  knowing  what  the  money  expended  on  your  side 
was  ? — No,  I  cannot  recollect. 

(Mr,  Aldei'man  Brent).  Lord  Londesborough  did  not  stand  at  all  in  1841.  In  1841 
Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr.  Smythe  were  the  candidates  on  the  conservative  side,  and 
Mr.  Twisden  Hodges  by  himself  on  the  liberal  side. 

14.899.  (To  Lord  Londesborough)  The  vacancy  in  February  1841  previous  to  that 
election  was  occasioned  by  the  retirement  of  your  lordship  ? — That  was  so. 

14.900.  Then  yoiu*  lordship  did  not  appear  again  as  a  candidate  for  Canterbury  until 
the  general  election  in  1847  ? — I  came  forward  at  Mr.  Bradshaw's  death, — ^that  was 
1847. 

14.901.  That  was  the  early  part  of  1847,  on  Mr.  Bradshaw's  death? — Yes. 

14.902.  Was  that  a  contested  election? — No  ;  Mr.  Gipps  retired. 

14.903.  Have  you  any  information  to  give  us  with  reference  to  the  cause  of  Mr.  Qipps' 
retiring  ? — No  ;  he  merely  came  up  to  me  as  we  were  canvassing,  and  told  me  that  I 
need  not  trouble  myself  any  more  ;  that  he  would  retire. 

14.904.  Very  shortly  after  that  the  general  election  in  1847  occurred? — Yes. 

14.905.  Then  your  lordship  stood  again? — ^Then  1  stood  again. 

14.906.  In  connexion  with  any  other  party  ? — With  Mr.  Smjrthe. 

14.907.  And  were  you  returned  with  Mr.  Smythe  in  1847? — I  was  returned  with 
Mr.  Smythe. 

14.908.  Is  it  within  your  lordship  s  knowledge  what  the  sums  were  expended  on  your 
side  on  that  occasion  ? — No. 

14.909.  Whatever  sums  were  found  for  the  purpose  of  the  election  were  foimd,  I 
suppose,  by  parties  who  were  relatives  of  your  lordship's  ? — My  portion  of  the  expenses 
was  so  foimd. 

14.910.  Then  I  believe  your  lordship  continued  member  for  the  city  of  Canterbury 
until  you  were  raised  to  the  peerage  ? — Yes,  imtil  I  was  raised  to  the  peerage. 

14.911.  There  has  been  a  statement  made  by  a  party  of  the  name  of  Charles 
Goodwin  ;  do  you  know  such  a  man  in  Canterbury  ? — Yes  ;  I  recollect  him. 

14.912.  He  was  a  man  who  had  been  upon  the  red  or  tory  side  ? — I  fancy  he  was, — 
at  least  he  had  not  voted  for  me  before. 

14.913.  Do  you  remember  his  coming  to  you  previous  to  the  general  election  of  1847, 
with  reference  to  a  difficulty  he  had  got  into,  having  been  exchequered  ? — I  do  not  think 
he  could  have  come  to  me  then,  because  I  was  in  such  very  bad  health  at  the  time  ;  I 
was  unable  to  canvass  o'r  anything  else.     I  did  not  appear  at  the  hustings. 

14.914.  His  evidence  does  not  state  that  it  was  at  the  time  of  the  election,  but 
previous  to  the  election  or  about,  in  the  year  1847,  he  went  to  you  ? — Does  he  say  it  was 
previous  to  the  election. 

14.915.  About,  in  the  year  1847  ? — It  might  have  been  ;  I  only  doubt  it  could  have 
been  previous  to  the  election.  I  saw  all  my  constituents  very  readily,  and  I  think  very 
likely  he  might  see  me ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  is  likely,  from  collateral  proof,  that  it  coidd 
have  been  before  the  general  election  from  the  state  of  my  health. 

14.916.  Does  your  lordship  recollect  seeing  him  at  any  time  with  reference  to  the 
difficulty  he  had  got  into  with  the  exchequer  process  ? — Ah,  yes,  I  remember  perfectly. 

14.917.  Where  was  that  interview ;  at  Bifrons  ?— I  cannot  quite  recollect  where  it  was. 
I  recollect  generally  having  seen  him  on  the  subject. 

14.918.  Will  you  tell  us  what  passed  between  you? — Merely  that  I  would  do  my 
best  for  him. 

14,919. — It  is  right  I  should  tell  you  what  he  says.  He  sa5'^s,  that  having  seen  j^ou, 
he  informed  you  that  he  had  got  into  a  difficulty.  "  Q.  Did  Lord  Albert  promise  to 
"  assist  you  if  he  could  ? — A.  He  did.     Q.  Now,  surely,  you  were  going  to  make  a  retura 
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**  for  all  this.     Did  you  not  promise  that  he  should  have  your  assistance  at  the  election  ? 

<<  J^    I  did  so.     He  asked  me,  distinctly,  if  he  did  that  for  me,  whether  I  would  do 

'*  all  T  could  for  him.  Q.  Lord  Albert  said,  *  If  I  do  this  for  you,  will  you  assist  me  at 
"  the  election  f—A.  Yes.  Q.  And  what  did  you  say  ?— ^.  I  said  I  would.'* — ^Does  he  say 
I  did  this  before  the  election  ? 

14.920.  No,  he  says  about.  He  says  it  was  with  reference  to  An  election.  Whether  it 
was  the  election  of  1847  or  the  one  that  was  to  follow  it  does  not  appear  ? — I  should  not 
think  it  likely  ;  still  if  he  swears  to  it,  I  should  not  like  to  swear  that  I  did  not  A.t  the 
same  time  I  think  it  very  imlikely  I  should  have  made  that  sort  of  bargain  which  I 
never  did.     It  was  a  rule  I  made. 

14.921.  What  I  wish  to  put  to  you,  my  lord,  is,  Goodwin  being  known  to  your  lord- 
ship as  a  political  opponent,  have  you  any  recollection  of  having  made  what  appears  to 
be  a  distinct  bargain  ? — No,  I  should  say  not ;  I  should  say  I  could  not  have  made  a 
distinct  bargain  for  several  reasons  :  in  the  first  place,  I  never  made  a  bargain,  it  is  a 
thing  I  never  did  ;  and  in  the  next  place,  it  would  have  been  difficult  to  have  made  the 
bargain  at  that  time  on  accoimt  of  my  health.  I  took  very  little  part  in  the  canvass,  or 
anything  elsa 

14.922.  Did  you,  in  point  of  feet,  get  him  relieved  from  this  difficulty  ? — Oh,  luckily, 
he  had  to  pay  the  fine,  and  luckily  I  can  disprove  I  got  him  off,  because  iJkia  memorandum 
I  got  from  the  Excise  shows  that  he  had  to  pay  the  fine  (hcmdmg  a  rn^rrummdvm  up 
to  the  CoTnmiaaioners). 

14.923.  The  whole  was  something  like  l,900i.,  and  he  only  paid  lOOJ.  Did  you 
interfere  at  all  with  the  Excise  in  reference  to  him  ? — ^Yes ;  I  wrote  to  a  gentleman,  a 
friend  of  mine,  at  the  Board  of  Excise,  and  he  declined  interfering,  and  there  was  an 
end  of  it. 

14.924.  That  is  all  your  lordship  knows  about  it? — That  is  all  I  know  about  it. 

14.925.  Where  did  you  get  this  memorandum  from? — Mr.  Brent  gave  it  to  me;  and  I 
imderstood  it  was  got  from  the  Excise  Office  at  Canterbury. 


Atderman  Breni. 


Mr.  Aldermen  Brent  recalled,  and  examined. 

14.926.  Where  did  you  get  that  paper  from,  which  is  now  produced  ? — I  had  that 
fs^r  from  Mr.  Axis.  I  called  at  the  Excise  Office,  but  the  officer  was  not  in  the  way. 
I  met  Mr.  Aris  in  the  street,  and  he  said  "  I  will,  this  evening,  see  the  party  f  (I  foi^et 
his  name ;)  "  I  wiU  get  you  the  document  which  you  require ;"  which  he  did,  and  I  s^it  it 
up  to  Lord  Londesborough. 

14.927.  That  is  the  Excise  Office  at  Canterbury  ? — Yes  ;  and  thai  paper  is  in  Mr.  Aris's 
handwriting. 

The  paper  was  handed  in,  and  was  as  follows : 

Goodwin. 
"  Fraud  discovered,  2d  January  1847.      Trial  in  the  Exchequer,  21st  June  1847. 
"  Postponed  to  Michaelmas  Term  1847  ;  when  verdict  by  consent  for  100?.  was  obtained. 
"  The  money  was  paid  in  the  January  Quarter  1848." 


Lard 
Londesborough. 


Lord  Londesborough  recalled,  and  examined. 

14.928.  To  fix  the  period  of  your  lordship's  interview  with  Goodwin,  my  lord,  I  may 
mention  it  is  stated  by  Goodwin  that  his  principal  object  for  going  to  see  you  at  Bifrons 
was  to  propose  a  coalition  between  yourself  and  Mr.  Smytha  He  says,  *'  I  recollect  I 
"  asked  Lord  Albert  if  he  was  agreeable  to  coalesce  with  Mr.  Smythe.  He  said  something 
"  to  this  purpose,  '  Do  not  ask  me  that,  you  know  what  the  liberal  party  are,'  or  *  the 
"  blue  party  are  ;  that  I  must  leave  to  my  committee/  '*  Do  you  recollect  that  ? — ^That 
I  ever  had  any  conversation  with  him  respecting  any  election  arrangements  I  am 
perfectly  certain  I  did  not. 

14.929.  WiU  your  lordship  attend  to  the  passage  :  he  says  he  proposed  a  coalition  to 
your  lordship,  and  that  you  declined  to  enter  upon  the  subject  with  him  ? — I  think  that 
very  imlikely. 

14.930.  That  he  proposed  ifi — I  should  think  very  unlikely  indeed ;  I  shoidd  think 
highly  unlikely. 

14.931.  He  says  it  was  on  the  same  occasion  that  he  asked  your  lordship  to  use  your 
influence  with  the  Excise  ;  and  you  asked  him  distinctly  in  return,  "  If  I  do  that,  for  you, 
will  you  do  all  you  can  for  me."  You  do  not  remember  that? — I  think  it  is  very 
unlikely  ;  I  think  it  is  most  unlikely. 

1 4.932.  He  says  it  was  about  a  twelvemonth  after  that  conversation  that  the  Govern- 
ment wanted  him  to  pay  100/.  instead  of  tlie  1,900Z.  or  2,000?.  ?  You  remember  nothing 
further  of  the  circumstance  ? — No  ;  nothing  further.  I  recollect  perfectly  applying  to  a 
friend  of  mine  at  the  Excise,  and  he  would  not  listen  to  it. 

14.933.  I  think  your  lordship  stated  that  you  did  not  wish  to  contradict  that  state- 
ment?— I  should  not  like  to  contradict  what  a  person  actually  swears,  not  having  a 
distinct  recollection  ;  it  is  very  unlikely. 
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14,934.  Now  with  reference  to  the  following  election,  that  of  1850.     Your  lordship  ^Lord 

announced,  it  is  said,  your  intention  to  vacate  your  seat  for  the  borough  two  or  three  Londes^oroHgh. 

months  before  it  was  generally  known,  and  that  you  had  some  communication  with  your  

friends  at  Canterbury  upon  the  subject  ? — I  think,  probably,  I  did  ^  ^^^  ^^S* 

14.935.  It  was   said  by   Mr.  Alderman   Brent  that   during  that   interval   he    was  " 

repeatedly  at  Ileden,  seeing  you  on  the  subject,  with  a  view  to  the  necessary  arrange- 
ments for  the  issuing  of  the  writ.     Do  you  remember  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Alderman 

Brent  about  this  same  Charles  Goodwin  during  that  period  ? — No. 

14.936.  I  will  state  more  particularly  what  I  mean.  Do  you  remember  it  was  stated 
by  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  that  he  was  afraid  that  Charles  Goodwin  was  going  against  the 
party  on  account  of  some  impaid  biUs  that  were  standing  over  from  1847  ? — I  do  not 
recollect  it. 

14.937.  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  has  stated  that  your  lordship  said  to  him  this  :  He  asked 
the  question,  "  What  had  he  better  do  with  the  case  V  "  Oh,''  he  said,  "  do  not  let  him 
"  have  an  opportunity  of  saying  I  am  going  away  from  Canterbury  and  have  not  paid 
"  everything,  or  that  I  am  going  to  leave  the  constituency  without  having  paid  every- 
**  thing,  whether  right  or  wrong.  You  had  a  great  deal  better  pay,  if  you  have  any 
"  money  in  hand,  Mr.  Goodwin  that  sum  of  money,  and  account  for  it  afterwards.''  Do 
you  recoUect  the  circumstance  ? — I  do  not  recoUect  it. 

14.938.  It  was  very  likely  ? — Very  likely  that  is ;  but  I  do  not  happen  to  recol- 
lect it. 

14.939.  Do  you  remember  a  conversation  about  the  same  time  with  Mr.  Alderman 
Brent  on  the  subject  of  the  expenses  of  the  coming  election, — Colonel  Romilly's  election  ? 
I  do  not  recollect. 

14.940.  You  do  not  remember  giving  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  an  assurance  that  ftmds 
would  be  forthcoming  ? — I  have  no  clear  recollection  of  it ;  in  short,  I  do  not  recoUect  it. 

14.941.  I  ask  your  lordship  whether  you  had  advanced  the  funds,  or  any  portion  of 
them,  yourself? — ^No. 

14.942.  You  did  not  procure  them  for  him  ? — No. 

14.943.  You  had  no  interest  whatever  in  the  money  that  wa*s  raised  for  the  payment 
of  the  expenses  of  the  election  of  1850  ? — No  more  than  to  any  other  election. 

14.944.  Your  lordship  was  not  standing  in  1850? — No;  but  I  am  a  subscriber  to 
elections ;  no  more  to  Canterbury  than  any  other  place. 

14.945.  You  had  no  interest  in  the  unappropriated  balance  ? — No,  none  in  the  world. 

14.946.  You  would  not  consider  any  balance  remaining  after  the  election  expenses 
were  provided  for  woidd  belong  in  any  way  to  you  ? — No,  certainly  not. 

14.947.  And  you  never  treated  it  so  ? — No. 

14.948.  But  you  subscribed  on  that  occasion  ? — I  subscribed. 

14.949.  Do  you  remember  how  much  you  subscribed? — Not  particularly  on  that 
occasion.     I  know  what  I  gave  to  "  election  purposes  "  generally. 

14,960.  How  much? — I  gave  1,000Z.  to  election  purposea 

14,951.  In  what  year? — I  think  it  must  have  been  1850.  I  think  I  gave  l,000i  in 
1860. 

14,962.  That  same  year  ?— Yes. 

14.953.  To  whom  did  you  give  it? — I  only  gave  directions  it  should  be  paid  to 
the  fund 

14.954.  To  Mr.  Brent  ?— No,  not  to  Mr.  Brent. 

14.955.  To  whom? — I  requested  my  agent  to  pay  it  to  the  General  Election  fund. 

14.956.  In  Canterbury  ? — No,  not  in  Canterbury  ;  in  London. 

14.957.  The  fund  for  what? — For  general  elections. 

14.958.  The  general  expenses  of  all  elections  ? — Yes,  a  general  election  fimd. 

14.959.  Was  that  a  periodical  contribution?  Did  you  always  pay  that  amount? — 
Not  always.     I  never  had  any  money  to  subscribe  before. 

14.960.  Do  you  remember  whether  this  payment  of  l,000i.  was  paid  anterior  to 
Colonel  Romilly's  election  in  1850,  or  about  that  time  ? — I  cannot  recollect. 

14.961.  That  was  in  March  ? — I  know  I  saw  it  down  in  my  banker's  book, — a  charge. 

14.962.  Was  it  about  March, — about  the  beginning  of  the  year  ? — I  only  saw  it  in  my 
banker's  book. 

14.963.  You  have  not  the  banker's  book  with  you  ?— No,  but  I  could  get  it. 

14.964.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  about  the  middle,  the  beginning,  or  the  end  of 
1850  ? — I  must  have  had  my  banker  s  book  in  the  summer,  and  then  I  saw  it  r^ularly 
chai'ged. 

14.965.  The  first  half  year  ?— The  first  half  year. 

14.966.  Was  Alderman  Brent  aware  of  your  lordship  having  made  the  subscription  ? 
— I  do  not  know  ;  I  do  not  recollect  telling  him  ;  you  can  ask  him  ;  I  really  do  not 
recollect.    I  do  not  think  it  likely  I  should  have  mentioned  it  to  him. 

14.967.  You  had  no  conversation  with  him  at  Ileden  at  that  period  on  the  subject  ? — 
Not  about  my  having  given  the  1,000Z. 

14.968.  Had  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  a  general  and  unlimited  authority,  what  one  Calls 
a  carte  blanche  from  your  Lordship,  to  make  any  payment  he  pleased  on  your  lordship's 
account  ? — Oh  yes,  always. 

14.969.  On  election  matters  only  ? — Only  with  respect  to  election  matters. 
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K/^d  I  i,fl70.  Not  with  respect  to  household  servants  and  so  on  ? — Except  sometimes  if  I 

LM$inboyav{fh.     were  a>«ent  he  good-naturedly  would  make  payments  for  me.     If  I  were  abroad,  or 

—  anything  of  that  sort,  sometimes  I  paid  through  him. 

Wi  Sn}j  1W3.  14,971.  Your  lordship  says  he  acted  in  this  instance  as  your  lordships  most  intimate 

"■" and  confidential  friend  ? — ^Yes. 

14.972.  Had  you  an  open  account  with  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  at  this  time  ? — I  will  not 
1^  quite  certain  whether  I  had  or  not. 

14.973.  Was  there  any  understanding  between  you  of  this  kind, — that  any  payment 
he  thought  fit  to  make  for  election  purposes  or  political  purposes  he  slioidd  make,  and 
repay  himself  out  of  the  first  money  that  came  into  his  hands  ? — No,  I  should  think  not ; 
I  should  never  demur  to  anything ;  it  was  more  an  understanding ;  anything  he  chose 
to  pay  for  me  I  should  not  for  an  instant  hesitate  in  repaying  him. 

14.974.  You  do  not  remember  telling  him,  my  lord,  to  pay  this  «um  of  37/.  odd,  or  any 
sum  claimed  from  the  committee  of  1847,  and  recomp^iae  himself  afterwards  out  of  tiie 
first  monies  that  came  into  his  hands  ? — I  do  not  recollect  it ;  it  may  have  been,  but  I  do 
not  recollect  it. 

14.975.  Had  your  lordship  any  conversation  with  Colonel  RomiUy  before  he  went 
down  to  Canterbury  on  the  subject  of  his  election  ? — No,  I  do  not  think  I  could.  I 
never  saw  him  before  he  was  at  Canterbury. 

14.976.  Had  you  any  conversation  with  him  on  the  subject  of  funds  ? — No. 

14.977.  Soon  after  Colonel  Romilly's  election  did  you  see  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  ? — Yes. 

14.978.  Was  that  at  Ileden  or  in  London  ? — It  must  have  been  in  London. 

14.979.  Do  you  remember  anything  that  passed  at  that  conversation  ? — Nothing 
particular. 

14.980.  Do  you  remember  any  conversation  on  the  subject  of  funds  ? — It  has  been 
recalled  to  my  recollection  that  we  had  some  conversation  about  funds. 

14.981.  By  whom  was  it  recalled  to  your  recollection? — I  think  I  saw  it  in  the  papers. 

14.982.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  offering  to  repay  your  lordship,  or  to 
pay  to  your  lordship  a  certain  sum  of  money? — No,  certainly  not;  I  am  perfectly 
certain. 

14.983.  Do  you  remember  his  asking  your  directions  as  to  what  he  was  to  do  with  any 
money  which  he  represented  himself  as  having  with  him  in  London  ? — I  think  I  recoUect 
tliat ;  I  think  I  recollect  his  asking  me  that. 

14.984.  What  directions  did  you  give  him?— I  told  him  he  had  better  pay  it  back 
to  Mr.  Coppock,  I  think. 

14.985.  Did  he  tell  you  from  what  source  he  had  received  that  money  ? — No,  I  do  not 
think  he  did. 

14.986.  Did  he  lead  your  lordship  to  suppose  it  was  your  lordship's  money  or  money 
of  some  other  person  ? — He  did  not  lead  me  to  suppose  it  was  my  money. 

14.987.  Whose  money  did  he  state  it  to  be? — I  cannot  quite  recollect;  I  cannot 
recollect ;  I  am  sure  I  do  not  recollect.  I  recollect,  I  think,  advising  liim  to  pay  it  back 
to  Coppock. 

14.988.  Did  he  leave  you  under  any  impression  he  had  it  from  Mr.  Coppock  ? — I  will 
not  be  sure  whether  he  did  or  not ;  I  cannot  quite  recollect. 

14.989.  Did  your  lordship  give  liim  directions  or  advice  to  retain  50^.,  or  any  part  of 
it  in  his  hands,  to  answer  any  future  electioneering  or  other  contingent  purposes  ? — I 
think  I  do  ;  I  think  I  recollect  something  about  that.  I  think  I  advised  him  to  retain 
something  in  consequence  of  this,  that  at  the  very  election  before  there  being  accounts 
that  came  in  afterwards ;  there  were  always  back  accounts  came  in. 

14.990.  But  it  was  not  for  the  purpose  at  all  of  i^aying  any  back  accoimts  in  which 
your  lordship  was  concerned  ? — Oh  no. 

14.991.  It  would  be  with  reference  to  the  election  of  1850? — It  would  be  with 
reference  to  that  election. 

14.992.  You  treated  it  in  no  way  whatever  as  money  in  which  you  had  any  interest 
whatever,  or  of  which  you  had  any  right  to  dispose  ? — No. 

14.993.  Have  you  had  any  account  whatever  from  Mr.  Brent,  or  from  any  other 
quarter,  of  the  mode  in  which  that  balance  was  in  fact  applied  by  Mr.  Brent  ? — No,  none 
at  all. 

14.994.  I  return  to  this  same  election  of  1850.  As  your  name  has  been  mentioned  it 
is  only  fit  you  should  have  an  opportunity  of  saying  what  the  case  is.  Had  you  any 
communication,  direct  or  indirect,  with  Mr.  Vance  or  his  friends  on  tlie  subject  of 
Mr.  Vance's  retirement  from  the  contest  with  Colonel  RomiUy  ? — No. 

14.995.  Are  you  aware  what  motive  induced  Mr.  Vance  to  retire  ? — No,  not  at  all ;  but 
I  was  excessively  amazed  at  hearing  that  I  had  given  him  a  sum  of  money  for  retiring. 

14.996.  And  that  is  not  true  ? — ^It  is  not  true. 

14.997.  I  see  from  this  paper  that  Goodwin's  fiuud  was  discovered  on  the  2d  of 
January  1847,  and  that  a  trial  was  to  come  on  in  the  Exchequer  on  the  21st  of  June 
1847.  I  believe  the  general  election  of  1847  took  place  in  the  early  part  of  July,  Do  you 
remember  having  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Goodwin  relative  to  this  fraud  during  the 
month  of  June  1847? — I  do  not  recollect  it;  I  may  have  had  it,  but  I  cannot  swear  to 
having  had  it 
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14.998.  I  think  you  stated  that  at  the  general  election,  about  the  time  of  the  general  Lord 
election  of  1847,  you  were  very  ill  ? — Yes,  very  ill.  Londesbarough. 

14.999.  Were  you  very  ill  during  the  month  of  June  1847? — Yes,  I  was  ill  at  that  

time  ;  very  ilL     ^  9th  July  1853. 

15.000.  And  recollecting  the  circumstance  that  you  were  very  ill  during  the  month  of        — — — — 
June  1847,  are  you  inclined  to  think,  to  the  best  of  yoiu*  recollection,  that  you  had  no 
conversation  with  Mr.  Goodwin  relative  to  this  affair  during  the  month  of  June  1847  ? — 

I  think  I  was  so  excessively  ill,  being  under  surgical  treatment,  tliat  I  think  it  very 
unlikely. 

15.001.  Was  your  lordship  in  the  same  state  of  health  in  the  month  of  May  1847? 
— No,  I  do  not  tliink  I  was  then.  No,  it  must  have  been  later  than  that.  When  was 
the  time  of  the  election  ? 

15.002.  The  election  took  place, — that  is  the  polling, — on  the  30th  of  July  ? — It  was  at 
the  time  of  the  election  I  was  so  very  ill ;  I  had  been  iU  some  time  before. 

15.003.  Were  you  in  a  bad  state  of  health  during  the  month  of  July? — ^Yes  ;  and  I 
should  think  probably  a  part  of  June ;  it  was  a  long  surgical  case. 

15.004.  Being  in  a  bad  state  of  health  during  the  month  of  July  1847  do  you  think 
it  likely  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Goodwin  relative  to  this  affair  would  have  taken 
place  during  the  month  of  July  1847  ? — I  do  not  think  it  likely  ;  the  state  of  my  health 
was  such  I  do  not  think  it  likely. 

15.005.  Was  your  lordship  able  to  appear  on  the  hustings? — No,  I  was  not  able  to 
appear. 

15.006.  Was  your  lordship  in  England  during  the  early  part  of  the  year  1847  ? — No ; 
I  only  returned  at  the  time  of  the  canvass. 

15.007.  Which  canvass,  the  single-handed  contest  ? — Yes  ;  the  first. 

15.008.  Goodwin  states  in  his  evidence  in  reference  to  the  conversation  which  he  had 
with  your  lordship  relative  to  his  fi^ud  upon  the  excise,  that  your  lordship  asked  him 
distinctly  if  you  did  that  for  him  whether  he  would  do  all  that  he  could  for  you.  Have 
you  the  slightest  recollection  of  that  conversation,  or  any  statement  of  that  kind  being 
made  by  your  lordship  ? —  I  cannot  say  that  I  recollect  it ;  I  do  not  think  it  is  very 
likely  that  I  should  have  made  a  distinct  bargain  of  that  sort ;  I  do  not  think  it 
is  likely. 

15.009.  You  have  not  any  recollection  of  such  a  conversation  as  that  taking  place,  arid 
your  lordship  thinks  it  veiy  unlikely  ? — Yes,  very  unlikely  that  I  should  have  had  the 
sort  of  conversation ;  I  recollect  perfectly  seeing  Goodwin  on  the  matter  of  this  excise 
business,  but  I  cannot  swear  when  it  was,  but  I  think  it  very  unlikely,  and  I  should 
have  been  tempted  to  have  sworn  that  I  had  made  no  bargain  of  that  kind,  and  my 
impression  would  have  been  so,  ray  impression  would  have  been  that  no  such  bargain 
would  have  been  made,  but  I  should  not  like  to  swear  it. 

15.010.  Goodwin  fixes  the  time  when  it  Avas  proposed  there  should  be  the  coalition 
between  your  lordship  and  Mr.  Smythe;  I  understand  that  coalition  between  your 
lordship  and  Mr.  Smythe  took  place  at  the  general  election  of  1847? — Yes. 

15.011.  And  therefore  the  conversation,  if  it  took  place  at  all,  would  be  in  the  interval 
between  the  single-handed  election,  the  early  part  of  1847,  and  the  general  election  in 
the  summer  ? — Yes,  exactly. 

15.012.  And  the  fact  is,  that  you  do  find  Goodwin  on  your  side  and  upon  Mr.  Smythe's 
side  at  that  election  ? — Yes.  I  imagine  one  could  explain  that  to  a  certain  degree ;  as 
many  as  I  could  of  my  friends  I  persuaded  to  vote  for  Mr.  Smythe,  he  would  persuade 
equally  as  many  of  his  friends  to  vote  for  me ;  a  good  many  of  my  political  opponents 
voted  for  me  upon  that  occasion,  and  most  violent  opponents. 

15.013.  Had  your  lordship  known  Goodwin  previous  to  the  general  election  of  1847  ? 
— No,  I  had  never  heard  of  him. 

15.014.  You  had  never  heard  there  was  such  a  person  as  Goodwin  previous  to  the 
general  election  of  1847? — No.  I  might  have  heard  of  him  like  any  other  of  the  con- 
stituency. 

15.015.  If  a  person  who  was  a  perfect  stranger  to  your  lordship  had  come  to  your 
lordship  at  Ileden,  and  made  the  proposition  to  you  with  reference  to  a  coalition  between 
your  lordship  and  Mr.  Smythe,  do  you  not  think  in  all  probability  you  would  have  been 
able  to  recollect  so  strange  a  circumstance? — No,  because  every  sort  of  preposterous 
thing  under  the  sun  was  mentioned  to  me ;  everything  of  the  most  extraordinary  kind 
used  to  be  proposed  and  mentioned,  and  I  used  to  be  addressed  upon  every  conceivable 
subject,  the  most  preposterous  subjects. 

15.016.  Used  they  to  come  to  you  at  Ileden? — ^Yes,  certainly;  it  was  a  perfect  wonder. 

15.017.  Do  you  remember  having  a  conversation  with  any  person  at  Ileden  about  the 
coalition  between  your  lordship  and  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe  ? — I  do  not  recollect  it. 

15.018.  Would  your  lordship  have  thought  it  strange  if  a  person  who  had  before  been 
a  perfect  stranger  to  your  lordship  had  come  and  made  such  a  proposition  ? — I  assure 
you  not  the  least,  there  is  no  extraordinary  proposition  that  could  liave  been  made  would 
have  surprised  me. 

15.019.  At  what  period  was  the  coalition  between  your  lordship  and  Mr.  Smythe 
agreed  upon  ? — My  idea  is,  it  was  settled  between  Mr.  Smythe  and  myself. 

15,02(1  When? — I  think  it  must  have  been  before  the  election. 
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Lord  15,021.  Just  before? — Just  before. 

Londesborough,         15,022.  It  is  in  evidence,  it  was  done  at  the  last  moment,  or  nearly  so? — I  do  not 

r       recollect ;  I  cannot  recollect  when  ;  I  think  we  arranged  it  between  ourselves. 

9th  July  1853.  15,023.  Where  did  you  see  Mr.  Smythe?— I  cannot  recollect. 

15,024.  At  Ileden? — I  hear  fiom  Mr.  Smythe  how  it  was  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

15,025.  Do  you  remember  speaking  at  this  distance  of  time,  that  you  heard  anytibing 
about  the  coalition  before  you  and  Mr.  Smythe  arranged  it  ? — No,  I  do  not  recollect. 


Alderman  Brent, 


Alderman  John  Brent  recalled,  and  examined. 

1 5.026.  Do  you  want  to  make  any  statement  ? — The  learned  Conmiissioner  has  quoted 
from  some  part  of  my  evidence,  in  which  I  stated  I  had  had  conversation  as  r^arded 
funds  with  Lord  Londesborough,  that  I  had  conversations  with  Lord  Londesborough  at 
Ileden,  and  was  frequently  going  over  about  funds  as  regards  the  election :  I  mean  to 
correct  that.  If  I  am  supposed  to  have  said  that,  I  must  have  been  perfectly  misunderstood 
Lord  Londesborough  well  knows  that  I  was  perhaps  every  day,  or  two  or  three  times 
a  week,  and  constantly  going  to  Ileden  while  he  was  there,  and  probably  we  had  a  great 
deal  of  conversation  from  time  to  time  about  the  election,  but  I  never  for  one  moment 
supposed  that  he  was  going  to  furnish  the  funds.  I  am  afraid  the  impression  has  gone 
out  that  I  supposed  he  was  going  to  fuiiiish  funds.  He  might  have  told  me,  "  You  have 
no  occasion  to  be  apprehensive  about  fiinds  going  to  be  furnished ;"  he  might  say  that ; 
but  I  never  meant  to  say  I  had  conversations  with  him  with  regard  to  his  ftimishing 
ftmds  for  Colonel  Romilly  s  election. 

15.027.  If  you  undertake  to  contradict  every  inaccuracy  in  your  evidence  you  will 
have  enough  to  do.  The  passage  in  your  examination  to  which  I  refer  is  this  :  "  Did 
"  anything  pass  between  you  and  him  upon  the  subject  of  fiinds  ? — No,  I  think  not ;  I 
"  believe  no  further  than  this :  I  believe  he  told  me  that  money  would  be  ftimished, 
"  that  I  had  no  occasion  to  be  anxious  about  the  expenditure  we  were  going  to  incur,  and 
"  he  wished  me  to  take  the  chief  management  of  the  election  at  that  time ;  but  I  am  not 
"  sure  that  even  that  was  said ;  there  was  a  great  deal  of  conversation  upon  the  subject ; 
"  it  was  some  months.  Some  months  before  the  election  ? — Two  or  three  months  before 
"  the  election.  Did  he  tell  you  from  what  source  the  fimds  would  be  ftimished  ? — He 
"  did  not.  You  iire  sure  of  that  ? — I  am  sure  of  that.  Did  he  suggest  that  Colonel 
"  Romilly  was  to  provide  them  ? — He  did  not  suggest  that ;  I  took  it  as  a  matter  of 
"  com-se  that  Colonel  Romily,  being  a  candidate,  would  supply  them,  or,  if  he  did  not 
"  out  of  his  own  pocket,  that  the  money  would  come  through  him  as  a  medium  ?  " — ^Yes, 
I  think  my  correction  is  substantially  consistent  with  that.  I  had  a  great  deal  of 
conversation,  but  I  never  asked  Lord  Londesborough  to  fiimish  the  fimds,  and  never 
suspected  he  was  going  to  do  so. 


Ban.  G.  P.  S. 
Smythe. 


The  Honourable  George  Percy  Sydney  Smythe  recalled,  and  examined. 

15.028.  Do  you  know  anything  about  this  case  of  Goodwin  and  the  penalties  ? — I 
remember  perfectly :  Groodwin  came  often  to  me  on  the  subject,  and  I  also  knew  he  had 
applied  to  Lord  LondesborougL 

15.029.  Can  you  fix  the  time? — My  impression  is,  that  certainly  it  was  after  the 
election ;  he  may  have  discussed  it  very  much,  being  in  this  diflBiculty ;  he  very  likely 
discussed  it  both  with  me  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  at  the  time,  but  my  coalition 
with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  settled  long  before  he  could  have  seen  him,  because  it 
was  settled  at  least  a  month  before  our  canvass  began. 

15.030.  Goodwin  states  the  penalty  was  incurred  long  before  the  election,  but  the 
penalty  was  not  actually  assessed  and  paid  until  a  twelvemonth  after  the  election,  so 
that  it  may  very  well  happen,  may  it  not,  that  he  had  a  conversation  with  you,  or  at  all 
events  with  other  persons  on  the  subject  of  getting  the  penalty  remitted  or  reduced  before 
the  election  as  well  as  after? — That  is  possible,  I  have  no  doubt  of  it. 

15.031.  I  understand  Goodwin  to  say,  that  he  first  came  to  you,  Mr.  Smythe,  in 
reference  to  the  Excise  difficulty,  and  you  suggested  to  him  the  expediency  of  his  going 
to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — That  is  most  probable. 

1 5.032.  I  find  it  is  the  contrary  ;  do  you  remember  Goodwin  coming  to  you  ? — Yes. 

15.033.  Do  you  remember  suggesting  to  him  the  expediency  of  applying  to  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham? — I  think  nothing  is  more  likely  than  that  I  did,  but  I  do  not 
recollect  it ;  I  remember  myself  applying  to  the  Excise  in  his  &vour. 

15.034.  Can  you  recollect  whether  it  was  before  or  after  the  general  election  of  1847 
that  (Joodwin  applied  to  you  respecting  that  matter  ? — My  impression  is,  that  it  was 
after  ;  he  may  have  discussed  it  before  or  at  the  time,  but  he  made  a  direct  application 
afterwards. 

15.035.  Do  you  remember  what  the  nature  of  that  direct  application  was  ? — It  was  to 
try  to  get  his  fine  remitted,  either  taken  off,  or  as  much  as  possible  reduced ;  remitted 
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or  reduced,  but  my  impression  is,  that  the  same  application  was  made  to  Lord  Londes-      iton.  H.PiS. 
borough  as  myself,  which  any  constituent  might  very  properly  make  to  one,  and  it  would  Smythe. 

have  been  equally  our  duty  to  do  whatever  we  could  without  any  reference  to  his  support,  •"""•  . 

or  whether  he  had  been  our  supporter  or  opponent.  ^^  "^^^7  l^^Z. 

15.036.  Cases  of  that  kind  ai-e  not  exceptional  ? — Certainly  not.  - 

15.037.  When  a  constituent  gets  into  a  scrape,  the  member  does  all  he  can  to  get  him 
out  of  it  ? — Undoubtedly ;  he  ought,  at  least 

15.038.  It  aU  depends,  does  it  not,  on  the  time  when  the  application  is  made,  whether 
before  the  candidate  becomes  a  member  or  after  he  has  become  a  member  ? — It  may 
be  so. 

15.039.  I  wanted  to  ask  a  question  upon  a  portion  of  yoiu*  evidence  which  at  present 
does  not  read  clearly.  I  drew  your  attention  to  the  distinction  between  the  indigent  or 
working  classes  in  Canterbury,  and  what  are  vulgarly  called  the  respectable  classes  in 
the  same  city  ;  did  you  find  much  or  any  distinction  between  those  classes  with  respect 
to  readiness  to  take  bribes  in  the  course  of  your  several  canvasses? — I  never  actually 
came  into  immediate  communication  with  the  lower  classes  upon  the  subject  of  bribery. 

15.040.  From  your  experience  of  your  agents? — I  think  my  eyes  have  been  more 
opened  by  the  evidence  you  have  elicited  than  they  were  ever  before ;  because  it  seems  to 
me  not  only  with  reference  to  myself  but  other  people ;  a  great  deal  of  money  has  stuck 
by  the  way  ;  it  has  not  reached  the  poorer  classea 

15.041.  Did  any  suspicion  that  that  was  so  cross  your  mind  before  the  evidence  was 
taken  before  us  ? — ^Yes,  undoubtedly. 

15.042.  In  1841  ?— In  1841. 

15.043.  In  1847  ?— I  think  not  in  1847. 

15.044.  But  in  1841  ?— Yes. 

15.045.  Have  you  any  objection  to  state  on  what  grounds  your  suspicions  were  founded  ? 
— ^They  were  founded  principally  on  rumours.     I  heard  such  complaints  fi*om  the  lower 
classes  in  the  course  of  my  canvass,  (and  I  had  two  elections  in  that  year,)  stating  that 
the  money  had  not  reached  them,  that  I  naturally  surmised  that  very  much  of  it  had  . 
been  embezzled. 

15.046.  Did  your  suspicion  rest  upon  anybody  ? — No  ;  not  beyond  general  rumour  : 
rumour  pointed  out  people ;  I  had  no  means  of  knowing. 

15.047.  Did  you  inquire  into  the  truth  of  those  rumours? — There  was  no  possibility  ; 
the  persons  whose  names  were  designated  of  course  denied  the  charge. 

15.048.  Who  were  they  ? — There  were  so  many  I  shoidd  hardly  be  able  to  mention 
them. 

16.049.  Can  you  say  whether  any  of  those  whose  names  have  come  out  before  us  were 
any  of  those  ? — Yes,  certainly. 

15.050.  And  others  besides  ? — ^And  others  besides. 

16.051.  Was  there  any  one  instance  in  which  you  ascertained  the  money  had  stuck 
by  the  way,  to  your  own  satisfection  ? — No,  never,  certainly. 

15.052.  In  other  words,  I  wish  to  know  this  ;  supposing  there  were  no  indigent  class 
there,  do  you  think,  from  your  experience  of  the  city,  that  bribery  and  corruption  would 
disappear  ? — Will  you  repeat  that  question  ? 

15.053.  Supposing  there  were  no  indigent  voters,  do  you  suppose  bribery  and  corrup- 
tion would  thereby  disappear  ? — No,  certainly  not. 

15.054.  Do  you  remember  having  any  communication  with  Alderman  Brent  respectinfir 
this  affair  of  Goodwin's  in  1847  ? — ^Yes. 

15.055.  Do  you  remember  writing  to  Alderman  Brent  in  answer  to  a  letter  wliich  you 
had  received  from  him  respecting  Goodwin  ? — Yes,  I  do,  perfectly. 

16.056.  Do  you  remember  what  time  of  the  year  it  was  that  you  answered  the  letter 
you  had  received  from  Alderman  Brent? — In  December  1847. 

15.057.  Do  you  recollect  what  the  purport  of  that  letter  was? — The  purport  of  that 
letter  was  to  state  that  Lord  Albert  and  myself  had  both  applied  on  his  behalf,  but 
that  there  was  very  little  prospect  of  success,  in  fact  no  prospect  of  success. 

15.058.  That  was  in  December  1847  ?— December  1847. 

15.059.  Was  that  application  to  the  Treasury  to  get  the  lOOZ.  off? — No,  certainly  not ; 
I  made  no  application  to  the  Treasury ;  the  Treasury  had  nothing  to  do  with  it 

15.060.  It  might  be,  but  you  knew  nothing  about  applying  to  the  Treasury  ? — No, 
I  did  not  apply  to  the  Treasury.     I  applied  to  the  Excise. 

15.061.  You  mean  you  did  not  go  to  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury? — No. 

15.062.  You  applied  to  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue? — Yes. 


Maurice  Saunders,  recalled  and  examined.  Maurice  Saunders. 

15.063.  About  the  part  of  the  borough  of  Longport  which  is  included  in  the  county 
of  Kent  and  not  in  the  city  of  Canterburj^  can  you  state  wliat  the  population  of  that 
portion  of  the  borough  is  ? — No,  I  cannot. 

15.064.  About  ?— I  cannot  undertake  to  say ;  I  do  not  know  the  exact  limits. 
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Mamrke  8aunder$.       15,065.  Can  you   state   about  liow  many  houses  tliere  ai-e? — There   may  be  fi-oni 

20  to  35  houses. 

9th  July  1853.  15,066.  From  hovek  upwards? — ^Yes;   and  there  are  some  very  respectable  houses 

-  in  the  borough  in  that  district. 


WUUam  Frtendy 
(Eagle  Tayern.) 


William  Friend  recalled  and  examined. 

1 5.067.  Did  you  accompany  Goodwin  when  he  went  to  my  Lord  Londesborough  ?— 
I  did. 

15.068.  What  time  was  it? — It  was  some  time  previous  to  the  election  in  1847. 

15.069.  The  general  election  ? — Yes. 

15.070.  Where  did  you  go  ?— To  Bifrons. 

15.071.  Were  you  present? — I  was  with  his  lordship  in  the  library,  and  with 
Mr.  Goodwin. 

15.072.  Were  you  present  when  tliis  conversation  took  place  about  the  Excise  ? — No  ; 
bis  lordship  called  Goodwin  out  into  an  anteroom.  I  was  with  him  when  the  con- 
versation about  the  Excise  took  place. 

15.073.  Tell  us  what  took  place. — Mr.  Goodwin  asked  his  lordship  if  he  could  render 
him  any  assistance,  and  there  was  some  little  conversation  about  it ;  he  promised  Good- 
win that  he  would  do  so,  and  in  about  five  minutes  afterwards  he  beckoned  him  into 
another  room.     What  conversation  passed  there  I  was  not  privy  to. 

15.074.  Was  anything  said  in  your  presence  by  Lord  Londesborough  with  reference 
to  what  assistance  Goodwin  could  give  him  at  the  next  election  ? — ^No. 

15.075.  Nothing  ? — No.  Mr.  Goodwin  told  me  as  we  were  going  home  together  what 
his  lordship  promised  he  would  do ;  that  he  would  assist  him  if  he  in  return  would 
assist  his  lordship. 

15.076.  Are  you  sure  that  this  was  between  the  single-handed  election  and  the 
general  election  ? — I  think  it  was. 

15.077.  What  makes  you  fix  it  ? — I  do  not  fix  it ;  I  believe  it  was  just  previous  to 
an  election. 

15.078.  Will  you  undertake  to  swear  it  was  previous  to  the  general  election  ? — I  will 
not,  it  was  previous  to  an  election. 

15.079.  In  1847?— In  1847. 

15.080.  Was  it  hot  weather  or  cold  weather  at  the  time? — There  was  a 
the  room  ;  I  think  it  was  coldish  weather. 

Whose  room  ? — Lord  Albert  s,  at  Bifrons. 

Was  he  an  invalid  at  the  time  ? — He  was  ill,  and  he  came  out  in  a  dressing 


large  fire  in 


15,081. 
15,082. 
gown. 
15,083. 
15,084. 


What  o'clock  was  it  ? — Some  time  in  the  forenoon. 

Early  ? — Perhaps  ten  or  eleven  o'clock  ;  I  am  not  certain  as  to  the  time  ;  I  will 
not  charge  my  memory  with  it. 

15.085.  Was  it  in  the  winter? — It  was  coldish  weather,  I  think. 

15.086.  You  must  know  whether  it  was  subsequent  to  the  single-handed  election,  when 
Mr.  Bradshaw  died,  or  whether  it  was  before  that  ? — I  am  not  positive. 

15.087.  Was  Lord  Albert  Conynghara  at  that  time  member  for  Canterbury  ? — That 
I  do  not  remember. 

15.088.  You  say  it  was  coldish  weather  ? — I  think  it  was  ;  there  was  a  large  fire  in 
the  room. 

15.089.  Have  you  any  doubt  it  was  winter  ? — No  ;  I  do  not  think  it  was  winter ;  thei*e 
was  a  large  fire  in  the  room. 

15.090.  What  part  of  the  year  do  you  think  it  was? — I  do  not  know;  I  have  not 
charged  my  memory  with  it ;  I  did  not  expect  I  should  ever  be  called  upon  to 
speak  of  it. 

15.091.  What  makes  you  think  an  election  was  coming  on  ? — I  remember  it  was  just 
previous,  because  Mi*.  Goodwin  said  it  was  likely  his  Lordship  would  render  him 
assistance,  and  as  I  had  always  voted  for  his  Lordsliip  he  asked  me  if  I  would  go 
with  him. 

15.092.  Is  that  the  only  reason  you  have  for  assigning  your  belief  there  was  an 
election  coming  on  ? — I  know  it  was  just  previous  to  an  election  ;  I  recollect  it  was  just 
previous  to  an  election,  but  I  do  not  know  how  long. 

15.093.  How  was  it  you  knew  it  was  previous  to  an  election  ? — I  recollect  the  circum- 
stances of  my  going  over,  and  Mr.  Goodwin  stating  to  me,  now  was  a  very  good  time  to 
ask  his  Lordship  to  assist  him. 

15.094.  Was  any  body  at  that  time  expected  to  come  in  with  Lord  Albert  ? — That  I 
do  not  know. 

15.095.  Was  it  expected  Lord  Albert  was  coming  in  alone  ? — It  was  expected  he 
would  be  a  candidate. 

15.096.  Was  it  expected  that  Canterbury  was  going  to  return  one  member  or  two 
m^nbers  at  that  time  ?—  That  I  do  not  recoUect ;  I  recollect  very  little  about  it,  further 
than  going  there,  and  the  conversation  that  took  place  coming  home. 

15.097.  Do- ypu  know  whether,  when  you  went  to  Lord  Albert  Conygnham  with 
Goodwin,  Goodwin's  trial  had  taken  place  ? — No  ;  I  do  not  think  it  Jiad. 
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15.098.  Do    you   know   whether   the   trial  liad    been  postponed? — That   I    do   not     WilUam  FtentL 
remember ;  I  know  that  it  been  postponed,  but  I  do  riot  know  whether  it  was  previous  — — 

to  that  or  afterwards.  9th  July  1868. 

15.099.  You  do  not  know  whether  it  had  been  postponed  previous  to  your  going  to  ■    - 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham  with  Goodwin,  or  after  ;  is  that  so  ? — Yes. 

15.100.  Do  you  remember  having  heard,  before  you  went  with  Goodwin,  about  his 
naving  got  into  this  scrape  with  the  Excise  ? — Oh  yes. 

15.101.  How  long  before  you  went  with  Goodwin  do  you  think  you  had  first  heard 
that  Goodwin  had  got  into  this  scrape  with  the  Excise  ;  two  or  three  months  ? — I  cannot 
say ;  it  might  be  two  or  tlu'ee  months,  but  I  do  not  know. 

16.102.  Have  you  any  doubt  whatever  that  it  was  some  considerable  •  time  that  you 
had  heard  of  Goodwin  s  having  got  into  this  scrape  before  you  went  with  him  to  Lord 
Albert  ? — It  was  some  little  time  ;  I  am  not  aware  and  I  cannot  tell. 

15.103.  Have  you  any  doubt  it  was  several  weeks  before  you  went  with  him  to  Lord 
Albert  Conjrngham  ? — It  might  be  several  weeks  or  several  months ;  I  cannot  tell. 

15.104.  But  it  was  before  the  election  ? — ^Yes. 

15.105.  It  was  in  anticipation  of  an  election  at  which  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  to 
be  a  candidate  ? — I  believe  it  was ;  I  have  no  doubt  about  it. 


Chables  GtOODWIN  re-called,  and  examined.  Charles  Goodwin. 


15.106.  When  was  the  fraud  discovered  ? — January  the  2d. 

15.107.  1847? — Yes.  I  have  the  l)ook  of  the  particulars:  this  is  the  correspondence 
with  the  Board  [hands  the  same  in  to  the  Commissioners]. 

15.108.  Is  this  a  copy  of  l!he  correspondence  you  had  with  the  Board  ? — Yes. 

15.109.  By  whom  is  this  copy  made  ? — By  my  clerk. 

15.110.  The  first  document  is  a  letter  firom  yourself  to  the  Honourable  the  Board  of 
Excise,  London,  and  is  dated  4th  January  1847? — Yes. 

15.111.  In  which  you  state,  "yesterday  morning,"  that  is  the  3d  January,  "  I  disco- 
"  vered  that  the  Excise  officers  had  been  surveying  the  premises  during  the  night,  had 
"  entered  on  the  specimen,  '  The  cistern  illegally  emptied  and  charged  with  fresh  grain ;' " 
and  then  you  proceed  to  state  the  result  of  your  communication  with  the  collector  at 
Dover  upon  that  subject  ? — I  went  to  the  collector  immediately. 

15.112.  And  you  state  you  respectfully  request  them  to  direct  some  experienced  person 
to  investigate  this  affair,  and  to  cause  the  premises  to  be  surveyed  by  uninterested 
parties  ?— Yes. 

15.113.  Is  that  the  fraud  upon  which  the  proceedings  against  you  were  founded? 
—Yes. 

15.114.  To  what  does  the  letter  of  December  1847  relate? — ^That  must  have  been  to 
get  off  the  100?. ;  that  was  after  the  trial  had  passed. 

15.115.  It  was  not  then  to  get  off  the  l,800f.  or  1,900?.  ?— No. 

15.116.  That  penalty  having  been  already  reduced  to  lOOZ.  ? — ^Yes. 

15.117.  And  having  obtained  so  much  success,  you  applied  a  second  time,  namely,  in 
December  1847,  to  be  relieved  from  the  100/.  ? — Knowing  I  was  innocent  of  the  charge 
I  tried  to  get  the  other  off. 

15.118.  You  succeeded  in  yoiir  first  application,  namely,  to  have  the  penalty  reduced 
from  the  ftdl  amount,  and  you  failed  in  your  second,  to  get  it  remitted  altogether  ? — ^AU 
I  asked  for  was  for  inquiry  ;  I  did  not  ask  for  a  mitigation,  not  to  acknowledge  my  guilt. 

15,119  But  you  did  not  succeed  in  your  application  in  December  1847  as  to  the 
lOOi.  ?— No. 

15.120.  You  had  succeeded  before  that  in  getting  it  reduced  to  lOOt? — I  had  not 
succeeded  in  what  I  wanted  ;  my  object  was  to  get  an  investigation  into  the  affair. 

15.121.  You  succeeded  so  far  that  instead  of  having  to  pay  l,800i  you  had  to  pay 
lOOZ.  ? — I  did  not  succeed  at  all  ;  I  asked  for  an  investigation. 

15.122.  Then  the  verdict  was  taken  by  consent  for  lOOZ.  ? — ^Yes. 

15.123.  It  was  done  after  some  conversation  between  you  and  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  ? — It  was  after  that ;  no  doubt  about  it. 

15.124.  Did  you  apply  to  my  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  at  Bifrons  to  assist  you  in 
having  the  penalty  mitigated  ? — He  is  wrong  there ;  I  asked  him  to  apply  for  an 
investigation. 

15.125.  And  that  was  all? — ^That  was  all  I  wanted,  and  it  was  the  thing  I  could 
not  get 

15.126.  Was  that  the  time  you  went  with  Friend  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  ? — Yes. 

15.127.  You  applied  to  him  for  the  purpose  of  getting  an  investigation? — ^That  was 
what  I  wanted. 

15.128.  When  was  that? — I  cannot  tell  you. 

15.129.  Was  it  before  the  general  election  of  1847  ? — Certainly. 

15.130.  State  what  passed  between  you  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngliam  on  the  occasion 
when  you  went  with  Friend  to  Bifrons  for  the  purpose  of  getting  him  to  interfere  for  an 
investigation  ? — I  went  to  ask  his  lordsliip  to  assist  me  in  getting  an  inquiry,  or  getting 
the  thing  abandoned  altogether,  knowing  I  was  innocent  of  it. 
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Charles  Goodwin.       l^jlSl.  What  did  his  lordship  say  ? — Mr.  Friend  neglected  a  portion  of  his,  because  he 
__^_^^.         *   was  present  and  heard  his  lordship  talk  about  the  Exchequer  thing,  and  all  that ;  he 
Qtfi  July  1863.     went  through  aU  that  in  the  presence  of  Friend,  because  his  Lordship  knew  Friend  and 
did  not  know  me. 

15.132.  Then  his  lordship  took  you  into  a  room  ? — Yes. 

15.133.  What  passed  when  you  were  there  alone? — He  then  asked  me  if  he  had  done 
what  I  wished  him  to  do  ;  whether  I  would  do  all  I  could  for  him  in  his  election ;  and  I 
said  I  would,  and  I  did,  and  I  told  Mr.  Friend  afterwards  when  I  got  out. 

15.134.  What  time  of  the  year  was  this  ?—  I  cannot  tell ;  it  was  previous  to  the 
election. 

15.135.  Was  his  lordship  at  that  time  member  of  Parliament  for  Canterbury  ?— That 
I  forget ;  you  may  judge,  from  the  Exchequer  thing  and  the  election,  and  one  thing  and 
another ;  I  had  quite  enough  to  do  ;  I  cannot  telL 

15.136.  When  were  you  exchequered ;  in  January? — January  the  2d;  and  I  was 
innocent  of  the  charge. 

15.137.  Did  you  go  to  his  lordship  as  soon  as  you  were  exchequered? — Oh  dear, no  ; 
it  vw  some  considerable  time  afterwards.  Had  I  not  written  so  much  of  my  innocence, 
and  all  that  sort  of  thing  to  the  Board,  I  do  not  think  they  would  ever  have  gone  into  it: 
anybody  who  likes  to  investigate  the  thing,  any  practical  man,  will  clearly  see  at  once 
I  was  innocent. 

15.138.  You  cannot  undertake  to  say,  at  the  time  when  this  alleged  conversation  took 
place  between  you  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  that  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was 
member  for  Canterbury  ? — I  cannot  at  the  present  moment. 

15.139.  You  were  exchequered,  were  you,  in  January  1847  ? — Yes. 

15.140.  In  December  1847  you  endeavoured  to  get  rid  of  the  lOOi.  penalty? — There 
is  no  doubt  about  that.  » 

15.141.  Was  the  100?.  penalty  imposed  upon  you  at  the  trial  in  June  ? — I  will  not  say 
when  it  was. 

15.142.  Did  the  trial  come  on  once  or  twice  in  court  ? — It  was  either  two  or  three 
time& 

15.143.  In  court?— Yes. 

16.144.  You  cannot  tell  me  whether  the  verdict  was  given  on  the  25th  of  June,  or 
whether  on  that  day  the  trial  came  on  and  was  postponed  ? — I  cannot. 

15.145.  When  did  you  first  hear  from  the  government  that  you  were  wanted  to  pay 
lOOZ.  ?— That  was  at  the  trial. 

15.146.  The  penalty  was  imposed  on  you  at  the  trial  ? — -Yes. 

15.147.  But  when  did  the  Excise  notify  to  you  that  you  were  called  upon  to  pay  it  ?-^ 
Immediately  after  ;  and  I  said  I  would  not  pay  it. 

15.148.  My  question  is  tliis ;  the  penalty  was  mitigated  down  to  lOOil.  at  the  trial,  was 
it  not  ?— Yes. 

15.149.  When  did  you  receive  formal  application  for  that  money  ? — ^That  I  cannot  tell ; 
it  was  some  considerable  time  after  that,  because  I  tried  hard  to  get  off  it. 

15.150.  You  say  in  your  evidence  that  it  was  after  a  twelvemonth  the  government 
wanted  you  to  pay  it  ? — I  could  not  tell  exactly. 

15.151.  A  letter  was  written  in  December  1847,  asking  to  be  quit  of  it  ? — Yes. 

15.152.  The  money  was  paid  on  the  2d  of  January  1848  ;  is  that  so  ? — I  do  not  know. 

15.153.  You  stated  before  that  you  knew  the  money  was  paid,  for  that  your  friends 
sent  it  to  the  Canterbury  Bank  ? — True  ;  but  I  did  not  know  the  day  it  was  paid. 

15.154.  Was  it  paid  above  a  yeai^  after  you  were  first  exchequered  ? — I  think  so  ;  but 
I  cannot  tell :  I  could  have  got  it  from  the  bank. 

15.155.  Therefore  it  is  probable  the  formal  application  for  the  money  was  made  to 
you  in  December  1847  ? — I  should  think  it  is  very  likely  that  the  lOOi.  was  then 
demanded. 

15.156.  The  trial,  I  suppose,  was  in  point  of  fact  postponed  from  the  21st  of  June 
*                       1847  to  Michaelmas  term  1847,  when  the  verdict  by  consent  for  lOOi.  was  obtained ;  waa 

tbat  so  ? — I  dare  say  it  was. 

15.157.  In  the  beginning  of  the  winter  or  the  end  of  the  autumn,  after  the  general 
election  ? — Yes,  I  dare  say  that  was  so. 

15.158.  And  you  are  quite  certain  that  the  conversation  which  you  had  with  Lord 
Albert  Conjrngham  was  long  before  that  ? — Oh  bless  you,  yes  !  before  the  election. 

Adjourned  to  Tuesday  next  at  Two  o'clock. 
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Royee,  Henry 
Rutter,  Jonathan  F.  J. 

Sdlnne,  Alfred,  sen. 

Saunders,  Maurice 


Scoones,  Thomas 

Seath,  James 

Sell,  Richard 

Sheather,  Thomas   -        -        - 

Sims,  Joseph    -        - 

Smith,  George  Frederick 

Smith,  fVUliam, 

Smithson,  Henry 

Smythe,  Hon.  George,  Percy  S.    - 

Sndler,  John        .        -         . 

Som,erviUe,  Sir  William 

Somerford,  Thomas 

Sotuthee,  Edward  Spear       -    77. 

Sovihee,  John 

Southee,  Jennings  Vnderdoum 

Stone,  William  Edwin 

Stredwick,  Henry 

Street,  Edward 

Styles,  Thomas,  sen. 

Styles,  George  Henry 

Taylor,  Henry 
Taylor,  Thomas  (Turnkey) 
Taylor,  Thomas  (Ostler) 
Taylor,  Thomas  (Shoemaker) 
Terry,  John,  jun.    • 
ThaUsher,  Gtorge 
Thompsett,  John 
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Vance,  John,  M.P. 
Vincent,  John 

Waind,  WiUmm 
Walker,  Robert 

Ward,  Henry 


Warner,  William, 

Watts,  Stephen 

Watson,  William 

Watson,  Edward 

Wetherly,  Matthew 

Weed,  TJwmas 

White,  Charles 

White,  John  (Shoemaker) 

White,  John  (Labourer) 

White,  Thomas  (Baker)    - 

White,  Thomas  (of  Northgaie) 

Wightwick,  T.N.      . 

WUding,  WiUiami 

WHkiTison,  George 

Wilkinson,  Thomas 

Wilcocks,  JEdward 

Wille,  James 

Wilson,  Stephen 

WUks,  Abraham 

Wood,  William 

Wood,  John 

Wood,  CluviUt 

Wood,Hervry     '  - 

Wood,  James  (Carpenter) 

Wood,  James  (Lommnr) 

Woollett,  Jamss 

Wraight,  Henry 
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ANALYSlS^  OF  INDEX. 


Alphabeticax  and  Ci^AssiFiEfD  List  of  the  Principal  '  Headings  referred  to  in  the 
ibilowing  Index,  with  Ihe  Pages  of  the  Index  at  which  they  will  respectively  be 
found : — 


Abduction  OF  VoTSRt  .    ^        •      '^*  • 

Abscondimo  of  Votbrs         . 
Accounts  of  Election  Cxfsnditueb 
Accounts,  Documbnts,  9t  Papbbs^  prodmtd 
jy  wiHmm  wad  ddh$nd  up  ^  Ae  Cam- 


Addrbssbs  of  Candidates  i 

Agbnts  :— 

1 .  Bribery  Agents  . ,    .• 

2.  Legal  Agents  V  .     '       • 
S.  Parliamentarj  Agents 

(See  also  Employment  of  Elbctors, 

COLOURMEN,     MESSENOERSy     CaK^ 
VA8SINO    ClBRKS,,    Sc    COMMITTEE 

Clerks.) 
Audit  of  Election  Accounts 

Band  .  •  / 

Bannbrs.  (See  Colours.) 

•*  Blubs"  .  .  .  . 

Borough  of  Cantbrburt 

Bribbrt  Agents.  (See  Agents.) 

Bribbrt  :— 

I.  Direct  Bribery  :— 

L  Q«De«a%       .  .  .  . 

2.  Pajipents  to  individuals  for  the  par- 

pose  of  bribing  voters, — 
At  tbe  General  Eledtion  of  IS&2 

By  the  Conservative  party 
At  the  General  Election  of  1847 

By  the  Liberal  party 

By  the  Conservative  party 
At  the  Bye  Election  of  1 841 

By  the  Liberal  party       .      . 

By  the  Conservative  party 

3.  Kvidenoe  in  respect  of  particular  cases 

of  bribery, — 
At  the  Greneral  Election  of  1852 

By  the  Conservsftive  party 
At  the  Bye  Election  of  1860 

By  the  Liberal  party 
At  the  General  Election  of  1847 

By  the  Liberal  party 

By  the  Conservative  party 
At  the  Gener^  Ejection  of  1841 

By  the  Conservative  party 
At  the  Bye  Election  of  1841 

By  the  Liberal  party 

l^j  the  Conservative  party 
At  the  General  Election  of  1837 

By  the  Liberal  party 

II.  Indirect  BHbeiy  :— 

1.  Colour     Tickets.      '  (See    Colour 

Tickets.) 

2.  Gratuities  to  voters  (See  Gratuities 

TO  Voters.) 

.  3.  Employment  of  voters.  (See  Exflot- 
ment  of  Voters^  Colourmbn, 
Canvassing    Clerks^    Committeb 

*  Clerks,  Hall-men,  Messen- 
gers, Sec.) 

'  4.  Patronage.  (See  Government  Situ- 
ations, Appointmekt  o^  Magis- 
trates^ Municipal  Chabitibs, 
Local  Appointments,  &c) 

Butter  Market  Tboop'       •       #       •       • 
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464 
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466 


468 
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470 

472 


478 


trvgs 
Candidates,  fob  CAN(iBftBimT./*.(8ae 
Elections.)  .^. 

Canterbury  Incobporation  «    47S 

Canvassing 

Canvassing  Bookb  • 

Canvassing  Clebks 

Chairing  of  Membbbs    . 

Charitable   Donations.      (See    GRATurriES 
to  Voters.). 

Charities  Local.      (See  Municipal  Cha- 
rities.) 

Charity    Trustees.^     (Sxe    Trustees    of 
Municipal  Chabitibs  ) 

Christmas  Gifts  to  Voters.     (See   Gra- 
tuities TO  Voters.) 

Colours  of  Candidates  .     .  .    474 

CoLOURMEN— Actually  employed  to  carry  or 
protect  the  colours  .  .         ^  •      „ 

Do.    Unemploved,   or  nominally  employed. 
(See  Colour  TickxtIb.) 

Colour  Tickets  :— 

I.  Practice  of,  described  r — 

1.  G^enerally 

2.  At  particular  EleetioDs 
At  the  Greneral  Election  of  1862 

By  the  Liberal  party 

By  the  Conservative  party    . 
At  the-EIection  of  1860 

By  tbe  Liberal  party 
.     At  the  General  £leetioB  of  1847 

By  the  Liberal  party  , 

By  the  Conservative  party 
At  die  Bye  Election  of  1847 

By  the  Liberal  party      ... 

By  the  Conservative  party 
At  the  General  Election  of  1841 

By  the  Liberal  party 

By  the  Conservative  'party  ^ 
At  the  Bye  Election  of  1841 

Bv  the  Liberal  party 
At  the  General  ElecUon  of  1836 

By  the  liberal  party^ 
IL  Payments  for  .  -         • 

in.  Opinions  that  the  issue  of  Colour  Tickets 
is  bribery 

Coloured  Tickets 

CoMPENSATKur  TO  VoTERSi    (See  Patmbnts  to 
Voters.) 

Committee  Clerks 

Committee  Rooms 

Committee  of  House  of  Commons  on  Can 
TEBBURT  Election  Petition  1852.  (See 
Select  Committee  of  House  of  Commons 
ON  Canterbury  Election  Petition  1862.) 

Compliments  to  Voters.    (See  Gratuities  to 

Voters.) 
Conservative  Colours.    (See  Colours  of 

Candidates.) 
Conservative  Club  of  Cantebbury  .        .    478 

Corrupt  Practices.    (See  Bribery,  Colour 
Tickets,  Employment  of   Voters,  Pay- 
ments to  Voters,  Travelling  Esp^enses, 
and  Treating.) 
Counsel         •         «  .  .        •    479 

County  Elections  •  •  •    480 
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99 
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Dbpdtations  of  Electors     . 

Documents,  Accounts,  &  Papers,  produced 
by  witnesses,  and  delivered  vp  to  the  Com* 
missioners.    (See  Accounts,  &c.) 

Electors  of  Canterbury.  (See  also  Voters.) 
Election  Committees,  for  management  of  the 

Elections.    (See  Elections.) 
Elfx;tion  Committees   of   House  of  Com- 
.  MONs.    (See  Select  Committee  of  House 

OF  Commons  on  Election  of  1852.) 
FiLECTioN  Petitions 
LicnoNS  FOR  Canterbury: — 
1 .  General  Election  of  1 852 


2.  Bye 

5.  General 
^  Bye 

5    General 

6.  Bye 

7.  General 

8.  „ 


1850 

1847 
1847 
1841 
1841 
1837 
1835 


Employment  of  Voters  :— 

1.  Generally 

2.  As  Colourmen 

3.  „  Canvassing  Clerks 

4.  „  Committee  Clerks 

5.  „  Messengers 
Excise  Prosecutions 
Expenses  of  Election  Petitions 
Expenses  of  Electors.     (See  Travelling 

Expenses.) 
Expenses  of  Elections: — 
L  Generally         .  . 

il.  At  particular  Elections  : — 

1.  At  the  General  Election  of  1852 

By  the  Liberal  party  • 

By  the  Conservative  party 

2.  At  the  Bye  Election  of  1850. 

By  the  Liberal  party  • 

By  the  Conservative  party  • 

3.  At  the  General  Election  of  1847 

By  the  Liberal  party 

By  the  Conservative  pai-ty 

4.  At  the  Bye  Election  of  1847 

By  the  Liberal  party  * 
By  the  Conservative  party 

5.  At  the  General  Election  of  1841 

By  the  Liberal  party 

By  the  Conservative  party 

6.  At  the  Bye  Election  of  1841 

By  the  Conservative  party 

7.  At  the  General  Election  of  1837 

By  the  Liberal  party 

By  the  Conservative  party 

8.  At  the  General  Election  of  1835 

By  the  Liberal  party 

Flags.     (See  Colours  of  Candidates.) 
Flag  Bearers.    (See  Colourmen.) 
Freemen  .  ... 

Funds  for  Election  Expenses 

General  Elections.    (See  Elections.) 
grovernment  situations 

Gratuities  to  Voters  : — 

1.  Complimentary  presents  for  services 

rendered 

2.  Charitable  Donations 

3.  Christmas  Gifts 

Hall^xen         .... 

Householders 

House  of    Commons,  Select  Commits  of,  on 

JSection{flS52.  (See  Select  Committee,  &c.) 

EiDNAPPiMO  OF  Voters.     (See  Abduction  of 
Voters.)    ^ 
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486 
488 

491 

491 

99 

492 

99 
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503 
504 

505 


505 


506 


506 
508 


Legal  Agents.  (See  Agents.) 
Legal  Advisers  .  .  «    499 

Liberal  Colours  (See  Colours  of  Candidates.) 
Local  Charities.  (See  Municipal  Charities.) 
Loss  of  Time,  Payments  to  voters  for  «    502 

Magistrates,  aUepmi  appointment  rf^  for  (he 
promotion  (f political  in^uence.        .  .      ,, 

Messengers      •  •  .  .  • 

Municipal  Charities  •  « 

Out-voters  .  . 

Paid  Agents.  (See  Agents.) 

Parishes,  List  0^  within  the  I\irlia$neniary 
Borough  • 

Papers,  Accounts,  &  Documents,  produced 
by  witnesses^  and  delivered  up  to  the  Com- 
missioners,   (See  Accounts,  He) 

Patronage.  (See  Government  Situations, 
Municipal  Charities,  and  Municipal  Ap- 

POINTBiENTS.) 

Payments  to  Voters  : — 

1 .  For  Actual  Services     (See  Employ- 

ment OP  Voters.) 

2.  For  Nominal  Services.  (See  Bribery, 

Colourmen,  &c.) 

3.  For  Travelling  Expenses.    See  (Tra- 

velling Expenses.) 

4.  Loss  of  Time.   (See  Lioss  of  Tims.) 
Petitions  to  the  House  of  Commons  : — 

1.  Against  Mr.  Villiers'  return  in  1835 

2.  Against    Lord   Albert  Conyngbam's 

return  in  1837 

3.  Against  Messrs.  Gipps  and  Bradshaw's 
return  in  1852         .         » 

"  Pinks."  (See  also  Colours  of  Candidates.)  . 

Poll  Books  .  •  .  . 

Poll  Clerks     .  .  ,  ,  >      n 

Polling  Places  .  .  .      „ 

Presents  to  Voters.  (See  Gratuities  to 
Voters.) 

Processions  .  .  .  .513 

Qualification  of  Electors  .  .      „ 

"Reds."  (See  also  Colours  of  Candidates.)  .      „ 
Recommendations  for  Colour  Tickets        .      „ 

(See  also  Colour  Tickets.) 
Refreshment  Tickets 
Refreshments.    (See  Treating.) 
Registration  of  Electors 
Registration  Expenses 
Ribbons,  Bows,  and  Favours 
**  Roughs" 

Select  Committee  of  House  of  Commons 
ON  the  Election  of  1852  .  .    518 

Sheriff's  Expenses                .             »  .  513 

"Swiss"        .                                   •  .  522 
Sub-Agents.    (See  Agents.) 

Tampering  with  Voters              .  ,  522 

Tavern  Bills,    (See  also  Treating.)  .  „ 

Travelling  Expenses  of  Voters  .  523 

Treating              .                .               .  .  524 

Trustees  of  Municipal  Charities  •  „ 

Under  Sheriff          .                   .  •  » 
Unpaid  Agents.    (See  Agents.) 

Voters  .  .  .  ,524 

Witnesses^  List  of          .              *  ,  537 
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INDEX. 


[Note.— In  the  following  Index  the  figures  refer  to  the  questions  in  the  Minntet  of  Evidence  where  page  is  not  prefixed.] 


Abduction  of  Voters  : — 

Was  always  taken  away  by  the  blues  to  prevent  him 
from  voting.  Busker,  12,842 — Has  always  been  carried 
off  by  force  at  every  election,  ib.  12,843.-— Was  firat 
made  drunk,  and  tnen  carried  off,  ib,  12,845. — ^The 
blues  always  gave  hrni  plenty  of  rum  and  once  nearly 
kiUed  him,  ib.  12,851. 

Abrahams,  Abraham.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Is  a  voter  for  the  city  for  14  years,  and  a  liberal,  9020. 
— Voted  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe  in  1847,  9022. — 
Never  gave  a  colourman's  ticket,  nor  ever  ate  or  drank  at 
the  cost  of  any  candidate,  and  with  one  exception  had 
nothing  to  do  with  money  matters  in  respect  of  elec- 
tions, 9024. — Exceptional  case  described,  and  the 
circumstances  which  induced  witness  to  break  through 
his  ordinary  rule,  9027. — Paid  Beckford,  a  popr  voter, 
3/.,  by  authority  firom  Mr.  Pilcher,  9033.— Beckford 
had  voted  without  any  promise  having  been  given,  but 
got  the  money  after  he  had  voted,  90;i3. 

Absconding  of  Voters  :— 

John  Whit€  and  Thomas  Brown  absconded,  and  dis- 
obeyed the  Speaker's  warrant,  Aris,  335-341. — ^The 
warrants  were  served  upon  them,  but  when  they  endea- 
voured to  notify  them  they  could  not  be  found,  ib.  No 
proceedings  taken  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  punish  them  for  contempt  of  it,  ib.  343. — Wit- 
ness was  engaged  in  defending  the  seats  of  the  sitting 
members  at  the  last  election,  and  gave  general  instruc- 
tions to  his  clerks  to  do  anything  that  was  necessary  in 
furtherance  of  that  business,  and  said  if  any  one  wanted 
change  of  air  they  were  to  be  allowed  to  go,  Kingsford, 
5354. —  Mentioned  this  to  Scoones,  witnesses'  clerk, 
5356. — Does  not  know  who  managed  the  change  of 
air  business,  ib.  5540,  5541. — Having  given  general 
authority  to  his  clerks  to  manage  this  business,  witness 
admits  ms  responsibilitj,  ib.5565. — ^Went  away, to  avoid 
getting  himself  and  Mr.  Bligh  into  trouble  about  his 
voting.  White,  9084. — Ck)n^ted  with  Mr.  Friend  on 
the  subject,  and  went  away  with  him,  ib.  9084-5. — 
Friend  paid  all  the  expenses,  ib.  9087. — Had  nothing 
to  do  with  Broi^n's  going  off;  will  swear  that  he  had 
nothing  to  do  with  it,  Holland,  3935. — ^Was  not  en- 
gaged in  Brown's  business  at  all ;  knew  from  rumour 
and  from  the  papers  that  he  was  off,  but  nothing  more, 
ib,  3937-3947-3966.— Had  nothing  to  do  with  White's 
or  Browne's  going  away,  Scoones,  507-517. — ^When 
witness  heard  they  were  missing  he  thought  it  was  the 
best  thing  for  them,  Kingsford,  5565.— Received  10/. 
from  Mr.  Pout  to  go  away  with  John  White,  or  for 
John  WTiite  to  go  away  with  Friend,  7621. — Got  10/. 
afterwards  from  Mr.  Scoones  for  the  same  purpose,  and 
20/.  after  that  also  from  Mr.  Scoones,  making  40/. 
altogether,  ib.  7640.— Thinks  he  put  10/.  in  his  own 
pocket  out  of  this  money  after  paying  the  exuenses,  ib. 
7648. — Evidence  explanatoiy  of  a  letter  adoressed  by 
Thomas  Scoones,  clerk  to  Alessrs.  Kingsford,  solicitors 
for  the  sitting  members,  to  a  Mr.  James,  of  London, 
Scoones,  435-450,  47S;  Aris,  410-^14;  Cooper,  430- 
434. — ^This  Mr.  James,  supposed  to  be  Mr.  James  Kel- 
son, who  was  absent  from  the  inquiry  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  Aris,4\4;  Scoones, 
439. — Witness  told  Scoones  that  he  was  to  be  found  in 
the  Isle  of  Man ;  left  his  direction  with  Mr.  Pilcher,  a 
clerk  in  Mr.  Kingsford's  office,  Kelson,  421-423.-- Was 
employed  on  behalf  of  the  sitting  members  in  inves- 
tigating the  allegations  against  them,  and  was  necessa- 
ri^  brought  into  communication  with  many  persons 
who  were  likely  to  appear  before  the  committee, 
Scoones,  468. — Saw  Kelson,  amongst  others,  about 
three  weeks  before  the  inquiry  before  the  committee 
commenced,  ib.  471. — Haa  no  communication  with 
Kelson  in  reference  to  his  goin^  away,  ib.  454. — Made 
up  his  mind  to  go  away,  to  avoid  appearing  before  the 
election  committee,  not  wishing  to  see  the  members 


Absconding  op  Voters — continued. 

unseated.  Kelson,  6316.— Applied  and  got  10/.  fi^m 
from  Mr.  Pout  to^i'ards  his  expenses ;  had  two  5/.*s 
while  away,  making  20/.  altogether,  ib.  6316-6325. — 
Does  not  know  where  the  two  five  pound  notes  came 
from ;  wrot«  to  Mr.  Pilcher,  Mr.  Kingsford's  clerk,  for 
them,  ib.  6326.— Witness  told  Mr.  PUcher  that  he  was 
going  to  the  Isle  of  Man,  ib.  6334.— Informed  Mr.  Hol- 
lands also  that  witness  and  Brown  were  both  going 
off,  ib.  6340. — Left  Canterbury  for  two  or  three  weeks 
in  1841,  to  avoid  appearing  before  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  Hollands,  7331. 

Accounts  op  Election  Expenditure  : — 

Election  of  1852. — Has  had  no  account  rendered  of 
the  expenses  of  this  election,  Johnston,  2589. — Has 
never  seen  the  details  of  the  expenditure,  ib.  2390. — 
No  accounts  have  been  rendered  of  the  expenditure  for 
the  purposes  of  this  election,  Gipps,  2732. — Knows 
nothmg  of  the  details  of  the  exuenditure,  2732.— The 
accounts  of  the  expenditure  by  the  Conser\'atives  were, 
from  prudential  motives,  all  destroyed  after  the  notice 
of  the  petition  was  lodged.  Pout,  4260. — Had  authority 
from  Mr.  Kingsford  to  destroy  these  papers,  ib.  4269, 
10,009.— Mr.  Kingsford,  Mr.  William  Dehnar,  and 
Dr.  Lochee  audited  and  allowed  all  the  accounts, 
Kingsford,  5448. — Examined  the  accounts,  compared 
them  with  the  receipts,  but  cannot  tell  any  single  it«m 
contained  in  them,  Delmar,  10,211;  Lochee,  10,170- 
10,178. —  Believes  these  accounts  all  came  from  Mr. 
Pout,  Delmar,  10,212. — ITiinks  Pout's  bill  of  expenses 
amounted  to  about  17,000/. — Cannot  tell  the  particu- 
lars of  the  expenditure,  Lochee,  10,182. — (considered 
them  all  legal  expenses,  tradesmen's  biUs,  Delmar, 
10,222. — Did  not  see  any  bribery  payments  in  these 
bills ;  must  have  noticed  it  if  there  had  been,  ib.  10,240. 
— Admits  that  a  portion  of  the  accounts  of  the  expen- 
diture of  the  Conservative  party  delivered  to  the  Com- 
missioners in  1852  are  incorrect,  having  been  inten- 
tionalhr  made  so  for  the  parliamentaiy  inquiry,  CoUard, 
11,31/. — ^The  account  of  the  expenditure  of  50/.  by 
witness,  as  originally  made  out,  contained  items  not 
strictly  legal  expenses ;  these  were  all  struck  out,  and 
a  new  account  prepared  of  a  similar  amount,  ib.  11,329. 

General  Election  of  \S47  (Accounts  of  the  Liberal  Can- 
didates). — ^The  accounts  of  the  expenditiu'e  by  the 
Liberal  committee  for  the  purposes  of  the  election  were 
submitted  once  or  twice  to  the  committee  and  allowed. 
Brent,  990. — ^The  accounts  were  prepared  by  Mr.  Rut- 
ter  and  submitted  to  the  committee  of  wmch  witness 
was  chairman,  and  passed,  ib.  985-992. — Attended  the 
meeting,  not  knowing  that  any  bribery  had  taken 
place,  when  these  bills  were  produced  and  passed, 
Phmmer,  2100. — Did  not  see  any  accounts  of  the 
expenditure  until  after  the  election,  and  then  it  was  a 
summary  of  the  expense,  Smythe,  2394. — Never  saw 
them  in  detail  at  all,  ib.  2394. 

General  Election  of  1847  (Accounts  of  the  Conserva- 
tive Candidates). — Clinton  and  Vance's  accounts  were 
all  sent  to  Mr.  Gridley,  Pout,  9,947- — Denies  that  these 
accounts  were  sent  to  him,  Gridley,  10,091,  10,092. — 
Never  saw  any  of  the  bills  relating  to  the  expenses  of 
the  Conservative  party  at  this  election,  Clinton,  4815. 
No  accounts  of  the  expenditure  of  the  2,000/.  remitted 
by  witness  for  the  purposes  of  this  election  were  ren- 
dered, Vance,  11,263. 

Bye  Election  of  1847. — ^llie  accounts  of  the  expendi- 
ture for  this  election  were  furnished  to  witness  but  he 
has  not  kept  them,  Gipps,  2741. 

General  Election  of  1841. — Has  not  any  accounts  of 
the  expenses  of  this  election  by  the  Conservative  party, 
Pout,  4055. 
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Accounts  of  Elbction  Expbnditurb — cmUinued, 
Bye  Election  of  1841. — All  the  documents  relating 
to  witness's  expenditure  on  account  of  this  election 
were  burnt,  by  the  advice  of  Mr.  Lushington,  Smythe, 
2399,  2416. — Thinks  the  accounts  of  this  election  were 
kept  by  the  Conservative  Club,  of  which  Mr.  Gumey 
Crossdale  was  chidnnan,  ib.  2523. — Does  not  recollect 
anything  of  this  matter;  thinks  if  th^ jeece  badLftCr. 
counts  he  very  likely  advised  that  they  should  be  burnt, 
Lduhington,  5021. — ^The  accounts  of  this  election  were 
passed  first,  through  Mt.  Partiidge,.  now  dead,  and 
Mr.  Kingsford,  and  they  were  afterww^s  submitted  to 
Mr.  Lushington,  by  whose  advice  they  w»e  all  burnt. 
Pout,  4031. — The  accounts  did  not  disclose  any  bribery 
transaction,  Kingsford,  7736. 

General  Election  of  1835. — Has  the  accounts  relating 
to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  expanses  at  this  election; 
the  banker's  book,  to  show  the  money  received,  and 
the  accounts  and  vouchers,  showing  in  detail  all  the 
disbursements.  Pitcher,  2843. 

General  Election,  1837. — ^The  accounts  of  the  expen- 
diture of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  at  this  election  were 
remitted  to  London  to  be  audited.  Pitcher,  2885. — 
Mr.  Bradshaw's  accounts  were  all  audited  by  himself. 
Pout,  4010. 
Accounts,  Documbnts,  and  Papers  (produced  by 
Witnesses  and  delivered  over  to  the  Commissioners): — 

Relating  to  the  General  Election  of  1852.— Produces 
and  delivers  in  to  the  Commissioners  a  small  marble- 
paper  covered  book,  containing  the  details  of  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Liberal  committee  on  account  of  the 
general  election  of  1852,  Brent,  1128-1134.— This 
book  is  copied  from  the  original,  in  the  possession  of 
Mr.  Rutter,  ib.  1234,  1235.— The  original  paper  pro- 
duced from  which  Mr.  Brent  copied  the  particulars  of 
the  expenditure  for  1847,  Rutter,  1531-1533.— Pro- 
duces also  the  vouchers  in  support  of  the  expenditure, 
ib,  1551. — Produces  and  delivers  to  the  commissioners 
the  election  papers  of  1 852,  on  the  blue  side  (marked 36.) ; 
briefs  and  papers  connected  with,  and  in'support  of  the 
election  petition  of  1852  (marked  37);  the  poll  books 
from  1830  to  1852  (marked  38),  Aris,  9529-9531  .—Pro- 
duces and  delivers  to  the  Commissioners  a  large  parcel  of 
papers  relating  to  the  petition  to  the  House  of  Commons 
against  the  return  or  the  ntting  members,  Kiuyrford, 
7705,  fV.  C.  Kingrford,  7710-7718.— Produces  and  de- 
livers to  the  Conuaissioners  fmHther  papers  relating  to 
the  petition,  Kingsford,  7953. — Produces  and  delivers 
in  accounts  of  the  expenditure  of  the  mon^  entrusted 
to  witness  for  the  purposes  of  the  election  of  Messrs. 
Gipps  and  Johnston  in  1852,  Pout,  12,501. 

Relaiina  to  the  Election  of  1850.— Produces  and  de- 
livers to  the  commissioners  a  small  black  covered  book, 
containing  the  details  of  the  expenditure  by  the  Liberal 
committee  on  account  of  the  election  of  1850.  Brent, 
885. — This  book  was  made  up  by  witness  immediately 
after  the  election,  ib.  1232. — ^Produces  the  can\tLssing 
book  of  1850,  containing  an  alphabetical  list  of  all  the 
voters,  Aris,  2059-2060. 

Relating  to  the  General  Election  qf  1847.— Produces 
and  delivers  to  the  Commissioners  a  small  red  covered 
book,  showing  the  expenditure  of  the  Liberal  committee 
on  account  or  the  general  election  of  1847,  Brent,  978- 
980. — ^Also  the  election  papers  (marked  35)  relating  to 
the  blue  party,  Aris,  9530. 

Relating  to  the  General  Election  of  1835. — Produces 
and  dehvers  to  the  Commissioners  a  small  marble- 
paper  covered  book  containing  detailed  account  of 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  expenditure  on  account  of 
this  election.  Pitcher,  2856. 


AoMANS,  Henry.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman  of  Canterbiiry  linng  at  Seasalter,  7770-7703. 
— ^Was  a  "  confidential,"  and  entrusted  with  money  to 
do  business  with,  77/8-7780.— Can  give  an  account  of 
the  money  expended,  7783-7791. — Received  67/.  fi'om 
Mr.  Pout  a  day  or  two  after  the  election,  7793-7795. — 
Saw  Mr.  Pout  before  the  election,  and  told  him  there 
were  so  many  freemen  at  Whitstable  who  were  to  be 
had,  if  an  allowance  were  given  to  each  and  something 
for  witness  for  his  services,  7802. — Did  this  quite  by 
rule,  7803. — Gave  Mr.  Pout  the  names  of  these  voters, 
who  limited  him  to  10/.  each,  7807. — Richard  Admans, 
a  relation  of  witness's,  got  7/.  for  his  vote ;  John 
Gardner,  3/. ;  Richard  Friend,  7/. ;  Charles  Evans,  7/. ; 
William  Watson,  7/. ;  Thomas  Barnes,  10/.,  7810-7831. 


Admans,  Hbnry — coniimied. 

—Could  not  get  Barnes  under  10/.,  7832.— The  6laeKp 
lots  not  always  honourable,  7832. — ^Witness's  an 
honourable  lot,  7832. — Somerford  had  notldng  for  his 
vote  beyond  eating  and  drinking,  7837.-^11  had 
nothing ;  he  joined  company  free,  7839. — With  witness 
the  party  made  nine,  7840. — Paid  6/.  for  breakfrist, 

.  andJ5/c  foiLjdinner,  7841,  7842.— Witness  took  20/.  for 
his  own  vote  and  services,  7846. — Always  took  care 
not  to  lose  money  when  he  had  the  hftTiHling  of  it. 
.  7845.-T«^  not  try  to.  do  Gardner  oi:tt  of  his  3L,  7847. 
— Paid  him  the  3/.  a  day  or  two  after  the  election,  7854. 
— Refused  at  first  to  pay  him,'bieau8e  witnese  fowid 
that  he  had  already  promised  to  vMe,  7B57. — Further 
evidence  relative  to  the  money  paid  .Gardner,  and  the 
promise  made  on  account  of  the  vote,  7858. — Witness 
ordered  a  dinner,  and  drink,  and  aU  that  was  neoeaeaiy 
for  his  voters,  at  the  Builder's  Arms,  787  L — Doeenot 
know  of  any  persons  who  received  money  and  did  not 
account  for  it,  7875. — Witness's  voters  cot  all  the 
money  he  imdertook  to  pay  them,  7877. — ^Witness  got 
no  more  than  67/.,  and  gave  an  aceount  diowing  who 
had  the  money,  7879-7882.— Received  it  all  in  gold, 
7884. — Cannot  recollect  what  money  the  Whhstable 
voters  got  m  1847,  7889,  7895.--Took  up  Admans, 
Gardner,  Friend,  and  Barnes,  and  polled  them  for 
CUft»n  and  Vance  in  1847, 7896-7906.— Paid  Gardner 
3/.,  and  a  trifle  to  each  of  the  others  for  their  votes  in 
1847,  7907,  7912.— Did  not  clear  20/.  for  his  own  vote 
and  expenses  in  1847 ;  cannot  recollect  how  much, 
7914-7922. — Cannot  recollect  any  other  person  except 
Mr.  Pout,  who  gave  witness  money  to  bribe  voters, 
7925-7941. 

Admans,  Henry.  (His  Examination  resumed,) — ^Wit- 
ness retained  20/.  for  his  own  services  out  of  the  67/. 
he  got  from  Mr.  Pout,  11,654,  11,655.— Charsed  6/. 
for  bringing  up  voters  from  Whitstable,  for  their  break- 
fast, dinner,  and  drink,  11,657. — Did  business  at  the 
last  election  as  on  former  occasions,  but  not  to  the 
same  extent,  1 1,662. — ^They  did  not  go  to  so  much  ex- 
pense, 11,662. — Had  money  from  Mr.  Smithson  in 
1847,  but  cannot  say  how  much,  11,671,  11,672.— Got 
about  15/.  for  his  own  services  in  1847^  1 1,674  > — 
Thomas  Barnes,  William  Friend,  Richard  Friend,  and 
Richard  Admans,  the  persons  bribed  by  witness 
in  1847,  1 1,679-1  l,682._Cannot  lemembec  any  one 
else,  11,683.— Paid  Barnes  10/^  Friend  7/.,  Gardener 
3/.,  11,683-1 1,687  .—Does  not  kpow^  £van»ar  Wat- 
son, 11,690,  11,691.— Som^ordhi^i  his  eatinff  and 
drinking,  but  0ot  no  money,  nor  any  promise  of 
money,  11,692. — Cannot  recollect  what  sum  he  re- 
oeh«d  from  Mr.  Smithson,  11,697. — Never  received 
any  mon^  for  election  matters,  exeept  from  Mr.  Pout 
and  Mr.  Smithson,  11,705. — Made  no  bary^^  with  an 
innkeeper  for  the^  expense  of  the  Whitstable  voten  at 
the  last  election  at  Is,  6d,  a  head,  11,708,  11,700.— 
Agreed  with  Goodwin  to  pav  Is.  6d.  a-head  to  these 
men  for  their  brealdast,  11,715.— Paid  Lt.  6d,  a  head, 
but  this  included  some  who  w»e  not  voters,  11,718- 
11,721.— Goodwin^s  bill  amounted  to  1/.  12*.  lid.,  but 
witness's  charge  of  6/.  included  dinner  at  Mr.  Vinceofs 
at  Is.  9d.  a  head,  about  1/.  more,  11,731. — Paid  also  a 
shopkeeper  for  ribbon  for  colours,  11,732. 

Admans,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
fr'ceman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Romillv  and  Somer- 
ville;  got  no  money  for  his  vote,  12,611-12,614. — 
Voted  in  1847  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham,  and  got 
1/.  for  two  colour  tickets  from  Davey,  12,615-12,621. 
— Did  not  get  3/.  frt)m  Davey ;  nothing  more  than  the 
1/.  for  the  tickets,  12,623-12,629.— [George  Davey.— 
BeUeves  he  gave  Thomas  Admans  3/. ;  put  his  name 
down  on  the  paper  at  the  time  for  tliat  sum,  12,630.] 
— George  White  was  present  when  Davey  gave  witness 
the  1/.,  and  can  prove  it,  12,631-12,632. 

Addresses  of  Candidates  : — 

Mr.  Vance  in  his  address  to  the  electors,  announcing 
his  retirement  from  the  election  of  1850,  stated  as  the 
reason  for  his  retirement  that  he  found  success  impos- 
sible without  bribery,  Romilly,  1807. 

Agents  : — 

Bribery  Agents. 

The  briberv  business  usually  done  unknown  to  the 
chairman  ana  committee,  by  anxious  and  zealouspar- 
tisans,  forming  an  under-current.  Brent,  958. — ^These 
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Ao BNT8 — Bribery  AgenU — contiimed, 
over  zealous  individuals,  in  the  heat  ot  a  contest/fre- 
qftently  comnnt  a  com^ttee,  not^thstanding  the 
'  strictest  injunctions  to  avoid  im()roper  ^nractices,  ib, 
960. — These  persons  wotild  report  to  the  treasurer,  or 
to  some  member  of  the  committee,  the  result  'of  their 
"labours  in  canvassinp^,  and  act  according  to  instruc- 
tions, i&.  llGO.^Each  agent  produces' a  list  of  the 
persons  alleged^^to  have  l)een  bribed,  ^th  the  sums 
paid  to  each  voter,  but  no  other  voucher,  Rutter,  1542 ; 
Pout,  4257, — Bribery. not  confined  to  bribeiy  agents ; 
any  member  of  the  committee,  who  took  an  interest 
in  the  election,  might  render  his  services  in  procuring 
and   bribing  voters,  I^Wcti^,  7408. — Was  a  btibcacy 
agent,  but  does  not  think  he  was  appointed  by  ,any 
one.  Kelson,  61  to. — ^Witness's,  services  were  SLlways  at 
the  dispossd  of  his  party  when  they  were  required. 
Friend,  7401, —'Whs  not  employed  by;any  one,  inas- 
much as  he  never  got  anytning  for  his  services,  t6. 
7402. — ^The  pat^  paving  away  money  to  bribeiy  agents 
has  no  check  over  its  expenditure,  n6r  any  certainty 
that  the  money  will  be  65q)ended  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  is  given^  Pout,  4253. — Is  compelled,  on  these 
occasions,  to  trust  entirely  to  the  word  of  the  agent, 
ib.  4252.^Has  no  doubt  that  the  parties  are  upon  the 
square  with  each  other,  ib.  4256. — No  vouchers  are 
ever  furnished  in  silpport  of  the  agenf  s  expenditure 
fcft  bribery.  Brent,  1 161  .^-Thinks  the  persons  intrusted 
with  money  for  bribeiy,  deduct  a  sum  as  commission 
for  their  services.  Tout,  4718. — Had  some  money  to 
do  business  with,  to  bribe  with,  in  fact,  and  might 
have  kept  it  if  he  had  not  been  honourable,  Admans, 
7782. — It  has  always  been  well  understood  in  Canter- 
bury, that  anv  man  bringing  up  a  mmiber  of  voters 
ana  polling  them,  was  entitled  to  payment  for  them, 
BUnks,  7277.— Mr.  Sladden  brought  a  list  of  140  or 
150  names  of  voters,  and  wished  witness  to  take  the 
contract  for  the  whole  number  at  5/.  a  head,  Goodwin, 
2136. — Declined  at  first  to  have  anything  to  do  with 
it,  but  finally  took  30  names  and  polled  them,  ib, 
2137,  2138. — Names  of  some  of  the  parties  usually 
acting  as  bribery  agents  for  the  liberal  party.  Brent, 
1152,  1153,  1164. — Names  of  some  of  the  agents 
employed  by  the  Conservatives,  Pout,  4429-4442. — 
Goodwin  was  an  ajy^^nt  of  the  liberal  pwrty  at  the 
election  of  1847,  tot  the  purchase  of  thirty  votes, 
Rutter,  1552.-— Received  firom  Mr.  Sladden  a  list  of 
thirty  voters,  and  was  promised  150/.  if  he  could  get 
them  to  vot€  for  Conyngham  and  ^mythe,  Goodwin, 
2177. — ^Ascertained  that  the  men  whose  names  were 
in  the  list  were  tp  be  bought  and   entered  into  the 
contract,  t*.  2174: — Polled    the    tbirbr  voters,    and 
received  150/.  from  Mr.  Rutter,  ib.  222S,  2229.— Did 
not  see  all  the  parties  himself;  communicated  directly 
with  some  of  them,  and  indirectly  with  the  others,  io. 
2179. — Goodwin  well  Iqiown  to  the  working  classes  as 
disposed  to  assist  them  in  o31  cases  of  distress  and 
difficulty,  and  they  would  apply*  to  him  to  get  the 
best  pnce  he  could  for  their  votes,  Southee,  2323. — 
Heara  comphunts  from  many  of  the  thirty  voters,  that 
they  got  little  or  nothing  out  of  the  150/.  paid  to 
Goodwin  for  them ;   some  of  them  ^aid  they,  only 
received  1/.,  Brent,  969. — It  was  agreed  to  pay  Gdod- 
win  150/. ;  the  distribution  ^vas  entirely  in  his  hands, 
Rutter,  1549-1552.— Cavell,  one  of  the  thirty  voters, 
voted  for  Conyngham  apd  Sraythe,  but  was  not  pwd 
anything  for  his  vote;  paid  5/.  to  some  one  in  Cavell*s 
name,  but  cannot  tell  who  had  it,  Goodwin,  2156. — 
Was  intrusted  with  money  in  1847,  for  bribery  pur- 
poses ;  recerv'ed  the  money  from  Mr.  Rutter,  and  ac- 
counted for  its  expenditure  to  him,  Saunders,  3220- 
3225. — The  men  were  sent  to  witness  for  the  money, 
ib.  3223. — It  was  perfectly  understood  by  them  that 
the  money  was  paid  to  them  in  consideration  of  their 
votes,  ib,  3223. — Was  employed  by  Mr.  Pout  to  secure 
votes  at  the  last  election,  and  had  90/.  from  him  for 
this  purpose,  Munns,  7970-7973-7985.— Is  a  confi- 
dential, and  had  monev  from  Mr.  Pout  to  do  business 
with  at  the  last  election,  Admafis,  7779. — Gave  Mr. 
Pout  a  hst  of  voters,  and  was  told  to  make  the  best 
arrangements  he  could  with  them,  but  limited  to  10/. 
a  man,  ib,  7802-780?.-  Had  67/.  from  Mr.  Pout  to 
settle  this  business,  ib.  7793,   7794.— Paid  Admans 
between  70/.  and  80/.  for  bribing  the  Whitstable  voters, 
Pout,  4305. — Upon  his  oath,  did  not  receive  more  than   i 
67/.,  Admans,  7/80.— Paid  six  voters  41/.,  6/.  for  tra-   | 
veiling  expenses;  and  took  20^.  for  his  own  ^•ote  and   j 
services,  xb.  7846. — ^Witness's'  lot  not  a  cheap  but  an 
honourable  lot,  the  cheap  lots  not  always  honourable, 
ih,  7a32.-^Mr.  Rmithson  had  between  200*.  and-^m)/. 


A0BNT8 — Bribery  Agenis^-conOnued, 
in  1847,  to  disburse  for  the  Conservative  candidates, 
but  cannot  say  how  much  was  spent  in  faiibay,  pimt, 
4177.— OiBwnMd  iipiMi  Goodwin  in  1847;  was  not 
euaged  upoa.tHe.geiteanl  canvass,  but  speoiaUy  in 
refeBenoe-HaTanovs.'^roteraQoniiected  with  witness  in 
business,  and  so  on,  Southee,  659&-6598.— Had  very 
little  to  do  with  the^  dirty  part  of  the  business,  ii, 
6682. — Admits  ikeA  he  was  present  when  Goodwin 
paid  money  ta  certain  persons  for  their  votes  and 
asmsfced  him,  -ift.  6633.— -Witnesa  denies  that  he  acted 
other  as  agent  or  sub-agent ;  acted  only  as  aa  ele<4or 
desirous  of.  Hhe  suooess  of  his  party,  Davey,  3389- 
3390.-tiPoundin  1847  that  ^e  men  would  not  vote 
without  money,  and  was  obliged  to  do  as  others  were 
doing,  give  them  money  to  vote,  ib.  3395,  3396.— Was 
sub-oommitlee  man  under  Mr.  Rutter  for  the  blues  in 
1B47,  and  paid  some  money  awi^,  but  not  for  bribeiy, 
Wedls,  3479-3485^ — ^Adtsanced  some  mon^to  a  mes- 
senger, and  pidd  some  travelling  expenses,  ih,  3486- 
3502.— Denies  that  any  part  of  the  mone^.paid  by 
witness  was  for  bribtty,  or  UsaX  he  was  a  bribery  agent, 
ib,  3607.— Had  no^iing  to  do  witii  bribeiy,  16.— Went 
to  Mr.  Pout,  and  told  him  that  there  was  a  certain 
number  of  freemen  at  Whitstable  who  could  be  had  if 
it  were  considered  necessary,  and  leas  empowered  to 
do  the  best  he  cduld  with  them,  but  limited  to  10/.  a 
man,  Admans,  7802.— ^After  he  had  got  them  and 
polled  them,  there  was  an  i^owance  for  each  voter, 
and  something  over  for  witness's  own  services, 
t*.  7802. — Did  this  all  according  to  rule,  ib, — 
CuUen,  a  bribery  agent  for  t^e  liberals  in  1847,  who 
it  has  been  alleged  promised  money  to  voters  and 
refused  it  after  they  had  voted,  Saunders,  13,091- 
13,903. — Mr.  Bennett,  a  general  canvasser  for  Canton 
and  Vance  in  1847,  represented  to  witness  that  he 
could  get  such  a  number  of  votes,  and  he  did  get 
them.  Pout,  4135. — ^Advanced  Bennett  monej^  from 
time  to  time  during  the  canvass  and  after  the  election, 
amoimting  to  about  400/.,  ib.  4127. — Suspected  that 
this  money  was  for  bribery,  ib.  4137. — Received  a  list 
of  voters  bribed,  and  the  sums  paid  to  each,  and  paid 
the  money  on  the  production  of  the  list,  ib.  4141. — 
Kelson,  a  Duilder,  gave  witness  the  names  of  voters, 
certain  voters  whom  he  had  canvassed  and  thought 
could  be  had,  but  did  not  think  at  the  time  that 
Kelson  meant  that  they  were  to  be  bought.  Pout, 
4230. — Had  no  doubt  it  would  come  to  that,  but"  did 
not  know  it,  ib.  4233. — Vincent,  another  buUder,  was 
also  activehr  engaged  in  canvassing,  and  brought  in  a 
bill  of  7  J/,  or  901.  after  the  election  for  bribeiy 
expenses.  Pout,  4275. — Received  60/.  from  Mr.  Pont, 
15/.  of  which  was  in  payment  of  witness's  services  as 
canvassing  clerk  for  five  or  six  weeks,  and  the  remain- 
der was  spent  in  bribeiy,  Vincent,  6723. — Was  not 
previously  authori«ed  by  Mr.  Pout  to  bribe  voters,  and 
was  in  fact  a  volunteer,  ib.  6725. — ^Was  satisfied  that 
Mr.  Pout  would  pay  the  expenses  incurred  by  witoess  in 
briberyv  ib,^729.'^Blinkis^  llw*.— Was  employed  by  Mr. 
Holland  to  procure  votes  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone,  at 
the  last  election,  Blinks,70S9. — Saw  various  persons  and 

■  arranged  with -them  "ttie  prices  of  their  votes,  and  took 
their  name»  to  Mr.  Holland,  ib:  7093. — Mr.  Holland 
took  the  list  ta  the  committee,  but  did  not  pay  witness 
any  money  on  account  of  it,  ib.  7095. — Names  of  ihe 

*  voter*  in  witness's  list,  ib.  7096. — Understood  the 
committee  refttsed  to  take  witness's  list,  thinking  they 
could  get  the*  votes  cheaper  themselves,  ib.  7215. — 
Voted  for  RomiDy  and  Somtenille  on  account  of  this 
treatment  by  the  **reds,"  ib.  7088.— Would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  Blinks'  list,  the  voters  named 
therein  having  already  promised  their  votes  to  Gipps 
and  Johnstone,  Ho/Zone/,  3B15-3875.— Told  Holland  to 

•  have  nothing  to  do  with  Blinks,  as  he  had  blinked 
them  before.  Pout,  4368. — Blinks  sometimes  voted 
red  and  sometimes  bhie,  and  from  the  character  of  the 
man,  thought  he  was  laying  a  trap  for  the  Conserva- 
tive candidates,  ib.  4380. — Is  of  opinion  that  Blinks 
endeavoured  to  obtain  money  for  himself  under  the 
pretext  of  paying  it  awav  for  votes,  ib.  4686. — ^Was 
employed  by  the  blues,  after  he  had  voted  blue,  and 
the  blue  party  heard  how  badlv  he  had  been  treated, 
in  getting  up  evidence  against  the  Tories,  Blinks,  7225. 
— Expected  to  have  been  paid  for  his  trouble  in  pro- 

■  curing  votes ;  considers  a  man  ought  to  be  well  paid 
'  for  doing  dirty  work,  ib.  7252. — Should  not  think  10/. 
'  handsome  payment   for  such  services;   thinks  20/. 

.'would  have  been  about  the  mark,  ib.  7257-7261. — 
^Bxpected  to  be  paid  in  proportion  to  his  services  and 
-Ae  -risk  of  T!Hwti*>n,  ».  7*^.  -    ' 
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Agents  : — 

Legal  Agents. 

Mr.  Walker  acted  as  witnees's  legal  agent  at  the  bye 
elecnon  ot  1847,  Gtpp»,  2748. — Denies  that  he  acted 
as  an  agent,  or  otherwise  than  as  a  member  of  the 
committee,  at  the  bye  election  of  1847,  Walker,  8922, 
^923. — ^Witness's  services  on  this  occasion  were  strictly 
gratuitous,  ib.  8925. — Was  legal  affent  to  the  Liberal 
candidates  in  1852,  Aris,  59. — Discluurged  the  routine 
duties  of  legal  agent,  in  preparing  the  lists  for  the 
committees,  the  inspectors*  books,  &c.,  ib,  61. — Was 
altogether  unpaid ;  did  not  get  even  a  glass  of  wine 
at  the  expense  of  ^e  candidates,  ib.  75. — Mr.  Gridley 
came  down  with  Mr.  Vance,  and  acted  as  sohcitor  at 
the  general  election  of  184/,  Poo/, 4099. — Denies  that 
he  was  agent  to  Mr.  Vance ;  was  the  friend  and  profes- 
sional advber  to  Lord  Thomas  CHnton,  and  for  him 
alone ;  was  scarcely  an  agent  in  the  business,  Gridley, 
10,091. — ^Witness's  charge  for  expenses  amounted  to 
150/.,  75/.  of  which  he  paid  himself  bv  deducting  that 
amount  from  the  remittance  of  625/.  by  Mr.  Vance, 
leaving  75/.  due  and  unpaid,  ib. 

Parliamentary  Agents. 

Mr.  Brown,  a  parliamentary  agent,  intrusted  to 
defend  the  seat  against  the  petition  of  1852,  Johnstone, 
2631. — ^The  same  Mr.  Brown  present  when  Mr.  Vance 
received  the  deputation  from  the  (Conservative  party 
in  1850,  to  induce  him  to  become  a  candidate,  Farley, 
5049. — Mr.  Brown  attended  Mr.  Vance  to  Canterbury 
on  this  occasion,  and  left  with  him,  ib.  5201. 

Allwright,  John.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Voted  at  the  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps ; 
got  4/.  from  Kelson  for  his  vote,  14,305-14,309.— 
Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  and  got  61.  for 
his  vote  from  Henry  Allwright,  14,310-14,314. — Voted 
at  the  general  election  in  1841  for  Bradshaw  and 
Smythe,  and  got  5/.  for  his  vote,  14,315-14,320. 

Anderson,  William.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is 
a  fiieman;  voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance, 
13,441-13,443. — Was  paid  35s.  for  seven  days  as 
messenger ;  had  no  money  from  Mr.  Bennett,  13,444- 
13,446. 

Anderson,  William.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance;  got  8/.  from 
Mr.  Bennett  for  his  vote,  14,6^36-14,641. — Voted  in 
1847  for  Bradshaw  and  Smythe ;  got  nothing  for  his 
vote,  14,642-14,644.— Voted  for  Mr.  Smythe,  against 
Mr.  Wilson ;  got  nothing,  lost  his  labour  and  spent 
his  own  money,  14,645,  14,646. 

Andrews,  William.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Is 
a  freeman ;  voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance;  got 
6/,  for  his  vote  from  Mr.  Bennett,  13,481-13,487.-— 
Voted  last  year  and  got  16«.  as  messenger,  13,489- 
13,491. 

Aris,  Mr.  John. — {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  clerk 
to  the  magistrates  of  the  city  and  borough,  38. — ^The 
candidates  for  Canterbiuy,  at  the  last  election,  were  Mr. 
Johnstone,  Sir  William  Somerville,  Colond  Romilly, 
the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe,  and  Mr.  Gipps,  41. — 
Previously  (4th  March  1850),  Colonel  Romilly  was 
returned  in  lieu  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  created  a 
peer,  41,  42. — There  was  no  opposition  at  that  time; 
MT.  Vance  canvassed  the  electors  in  the  Conservative 
interest,  but  did  not  go  to  the  poll,  42-49. — ^At  the 
general  election  in  1847  the  candidates  were  Lord  A. 
Conyngham,  the  Hon.  G.  P.  S.  Smythe,  Lord  Clinton, 
and  ^&.  Vance,  50,  51. — Conyngham  and  Smythe 
were  returned,  53. — Statement  of  numbers  polled  in 
1850  and  in  1852-53, 57.— Was  agent  for  Romilly  and 
Somerville  at  the  last  election,  58.— A  committee,  with 
Mr.  Alderman  Brent  as  chairman  and  Mr.  Alderman 
Plummer  as  deputy  chairman,  managed  the  election  for 
their  candidates,  61-63. — Witness,  as  agent,  had  no 
frinds;  has  never  been  connected  with  funds,  64. — 
Alderman  Brent  takes  an  active  part  in  elections,  and 
is  generally  the  chairman  of  the  hberal  interest,  66,  67, 
— ^Blue  is  the  liberal  colour,  and  purple  and  orange 
the  conservative  colours,  68. — ^llie  purple  and  orange 
and  red  refer  to  the  same  interest,  the  conservative, 
70,  71. — ^AVitness  never  saw  the  accounts,  and  has 
never  been  guilty,  directly  or  indirectly,  of  any  bribeiy 
whatever,  74. — Was  not  paid  for  lus  services  at  the 
last  election,  75. — Colour  tickets  not  issued  at  the  last 
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election,  77. — Duties  of  oolourmen;  their  pay  and 
mode  of  appointment  described,  78-85. — ^TTie  appoint- 
ment of  colourmen  made  on  the  reconmiendation  of 
voters,  78,  79. — ^This  recommendation  held  to  be  equi- 
valent to  a  pledged  vote  and  booked  accordingly,  SO, — 
The  ticket  holders  receive  5s.  a  day  as  long  as  the 
election  lasts,  88,  90. — Mr.  George  Cooper  usually 
manages  the  colourmen  in  the  hbml  mterest,  and  Mr. 
George  Smith  in  the  conservative  interest,  91-96. — Mes- 
sengers are  pidd  5s.  a  day  from  the  date  of  theapplication 
for  Uieanpointment,  usually  afew  days  before  the  election. 
Hcket  holders  or  colourmen  are  paid  during  the  time 
the  election  lasts,  99-103. — Has  no  personal  know- 
ledge that  payments  for  their  service  extend  over  any 
len^hened  period,  104. — ^Thinks  the  practice  may  be 
carried  to  greater  lengths,  but  not  with  witness's 
knowledge,  105,  106. — ^The  person  appointed  messen- 
ger may  recommend  two  colourmen,  Iw. — Messengers 
are  generally  electors,  but  colourmen  are  not,  110,  111. 
— Some  messengers  have  really  arduous  duties  to  p^- 
form,  while  others  have  none  at  all.  Duties  of 
messengers  described,  1 14. — Is  not  aware  of  an  appoint- 
ment of  a  freeman  as  a  colourman,  120. — Practice  of 
the  ap])ointment  of  colourmen  more  particularly 
described,  121. — Has  heard  of  the  colour  tickets 
hanng  been  sold,  124,  125. — ^This  practice  existed 
prior  to  the  imssing  of  the  Reform  Act,  127-131. — 
The  7  &  8  Geo.  IV.  intended  to  stop  this  practice, 
132. —Colour  tickets  still  demanded  by  the  freemen 
as  a  right,  notwithstanding  this  Act,  133. — ^The  practice 
of  granting  head  money  or  colour  tickets  very  general 
on  both  sides  pre\'iou8  to  1850.  It  was  discontinued 
by  the  hbei-al  mterest  at  the  last  election,  143. — Col. 
Romilly,  and  Sir  WiUiam  Somerville,  knowing  it  to  be 
illegal,  refused  to  sanction  it,  144. — ^These  gentlemen 
publicly  intimated  their  refusal  to  pay  more  than  the 
legal  expenses,  146. — ^This  intimation  given  in  conse- 
quence of  the  receipt  from  the  electors  of  large  niunbers 
of  recommendations  for  colour  tickets,  148-151. — 
Produces  and  delivers  in  a  large  packet  of  their  recom- 
mendations, 152. — ^'I'he  minority  of  the  liberal  commit- 
tee were  anxious  to  discontinue  the  issue  of  colour  tickets 
before  the  declaration  of  Sir  W.  Somerville,  and  Col. 
Romilly,  157,  158. — Cannot  recollect  the  names  of 
those  members  of  the  committee  jvho  opposed  the 
abolition  of  the  system,  160. — ^Witness  was  himself 
always  against  the  practice,  165. — In  former  elections 
has  assisted  in  carrying  out  the  system,  spoke  against 
it,  and  stated  its  illegality,  but  had  no  power  to  stop 
it,  167-176.— First  acted  as  agent  and  attended  to  the 
legal  department  in  1837,  was  concerned  as  such  in  the 
management  of  colourtickets,  but  alwaysexpressed  him- 
self averse  to  it,  and  ceased  altogether  to  have  anything 
to  do  with  it  since  1847,  177,  178. — ^The  preparations 
for  the  expected  contest  in  1850  did  not  involve  the 
issue  of  colour  tickets  in  consequence  of  Col.  Romilly's 
objections.  The  parties  carrying  colours  at  the  elections 
of  1850  and  1852  were  especially  selected  by  Mr. 
Cooper,  185. — Thinks  the  refusal  to  issue  colour  tickets 
in  1852  caused  the  loss  of  the  election,  192. — Between 
200  and  300  electors  went  over  to  the  other  side  in 
consequence  of  this  refusal,  194,  195. — Both  house- 
holders and  freemen  sent  in  recommendations  for  colour 
tickets,  197.— The  tickets  have  been  sold,  but  not  the 
recommendations,  200-202. — Colourmen  carry  the 
flags  on  the  day  of  nomination  and  election,  203. — 
Several  hundreds  are  engaged  on  either  side,  but  they 
do  not  all  carry  colours,  204,  205. — Men  not  carrying 
colours  have  no  duties  to  do,  206. — ^They  are  supposed 
to  be  required  to  attend  in  the  processions  and  protect 
the  coloiurs,  207. — Disturbances  sometimes  caused  by 
the  processions,  208-210. — Colonel  Romilly  and 
Sir  William  Somerville  had  colours  at  the  last 
election,  212. — An  immense  number  of  men  attend- 
ed their  colours,  214. — Colour  tickets  were  issued 
by  Mr.  Cooper  to  a  particular  class  of  persons, 
but  not  to  all  who  followed  the  colours,  215-219. — 
Does  not  know  what  money  was  paid  for  colour 
tickets  at  this  election  on  account  of  Romilly  and 
Somerville,  220. — Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  the  chairman 
of  their  committee,  paid  for  the  colours,  221,  222. — 
Hie  man  applyinff  for  a  colour  ticket  considered  as  a 
pledged  vote  and  booked  as  such,  223. — Has  known 
several  instances  of  this  understanding  having  been 
violated,  224. — Colour  tickets  have  in  some  cases  been 
issued  by  both  parties  to  one  man,  225,  226. — 
Never  heard  of  any  money  havinur  been  paid  after  the 
election  had  been   secured,  22$. — No  gratuities  at 
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Christmas  nor  at  any  other  time,  231,  232.— In  addi- 
tion to  the  system  of  colour  tickets  there  were  several 
cases  of  direct  money    bribery,    235.— These    cases 
specified  in   the  last    petition,  236.— List  of   cases 
delivered  to  Mr.  Coppock,  237.— Witness  was  engaged 
in  getting  up  the  evidence  of  these  cases,   239. — 
Hayward  bribed  by  Kelson  at  the  Malt  Shovel,   one 
of  these  cases,  240.— Hayward  himself  rei>orted  this  to 
witness,  242. — Henry  W  hite  was  bribed  with  6/.  by  his 
son,  John  White,  246.— William  Hadley   was    also 
bribed,  24?.- These  cases,  all  direct  money  bribes 
without  reference  to  colours  or  messengers,  248. — 
Thomas  Brown  was  bribed  with  IO5.  first,  and  3/.  10*. 
afterwards,  257.— Has  heard  from  Hills  that  James 
Burt  and  John  Twynam  Bui-t  were  bribed,  258-261. — 
Dennis  Jeanes  said  to  have  been  bribed  with  5/.,  265. 
— These  parties  both  householders  and  freemen,  266, 
278. — Thomas  James  and  William  H.  Finn,  all  free- 
men,reportedto  have  received  bribes;  Edward  Jennings, 
a  freeman,  also  bribed  by  Kelson,  286,  287.— Some  of 
these  parties  have  a  double  qualification  as  occupiers 
of  10/.  houses  and  as  freemen,  288-292.— The  system 
of  registering  voters  varies  in  different  parishes  accord- 
ing to  the  opinion  and  judgment  of  the  overseers 
making  the  lists.     In  some  lists  all  persons  entitled  to 
vote  are  inserted,  in  others  freemen  are  included  and 
only  10/.  householders  inserted,  300,  301.— List  of 
persons  said  to  have  been  bribed  recapitulated,  ;^3- 
326. — This  list  prepared  for  the  committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  327,  328.— ITie    colour   ticket 
cases   are  those  described  in  the   list  as  bribed  by 
Dr.  Lochee  or  George  F.  Smith,  329.— Further  e\ddence 
of  direct  bribery  in  money ;  John  Gardner,  with  1/.  by 
Admans;  Thomas  Brown,  with  3/.  10*.  and  41.  lOs.  by 
Kelson;  Henry  White  with  5/.,  and  Charles  White 
with  3/.    John  White  and  ITiomas  Brown  absconded, 
and  disobeyed  the  Speaker's  warrant,  335-341.— No 
proceedings  taken  in  these  two  cases,  342,  ^43. — 
Witness  has  in  his  possession,  papers  relative  to  the 
employment  of  voters  as  messengers,  345.— About  14 
or  16  persons  employed  as  messengers  on  the  liberal  side 
at  the  last  election,  348.— These  persons  were  voters, 
350.— The  colourmen  men  were  put  on  by  Mr.  Cooper ; 
cannot  tell  their  number,  354-357.— Hobday  furnished 
the  band,  and  wvls  paid  50/.  for  the  two  days,  361, 
366.— At  the  last  election  there  were  five  candidates, 
368.— Mr.  Smythe  polled  the  smallest   number   of 
votes,  369.— Romilly  and  Somerville's  chances  of  suc- 
cess were  lessened  by  Mr.  Smythe's  becoming  a  candi- 
date,  376.— They  were   further   lessened  m  conse- 
quence of  their   determination    not  to  issue  colour 
tickets,  376-378.— In  anticipation   of  their  failure  it 
was  determined  to  watch  the  proceedings  of  their 
opponents,  and  unseat  them  on  petition,  387. — ^Their 
determination  not  to  issue  colour  tickets  made  known 
before  their  failure  was  anticipated,  388. — Brent  vma 
the  chairman,  and  Plummer   the  deputy  chauman 
of   Romilly    and  Somer\nlle*s  committee,    395.— No 
formal  committee    appointed,  any  persons    casually 
attending  the  committee  room  considered  as  members 
of  the  committee,  394.— A  barrister,  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Elliott  ^'as  Col.  Romilly's  professional  adviser,  4()3, 
404.— Thinks  the  failure  of  Romilly  and  Somerville 
consequent  upon  the  non-issue  of  colour  tickets  and 
the  appearance  of  Mr.  Smythe  as  candidate,  406.— 
Knows    Thomas    Scoones,    he    is  derk  to    Messrs. 
Kingsford,  solicitors  to  the  sitting  members,  407- 
410.— Evidence  explanatory  of  a  letter  addressed  by 
Scoones  to  a  Mr.    James  of   London,    414.— This 
Mr.  James  supposed  to  be  Mr.  James  Kelson,  who 
^'as  absent  from  the  inquiry  before  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  414. 

Abis,  Mr.  John.  {His  Examination  resumed.)— T^^ 
pencil  marks  in  the  canvassing  book  are  the  remarks 
of  the  canvassers,  the  result  of  their  canvass,  in  fact, 
transferred  to  the  general  canvassing  book  of  the  com- 
mittee, 2072,  2073.-1116  dashes  indicate  promises, 
2075.— The  requests  of  the  voter  on  the  canvass  are 
put  down  when  no  promise  is  given,  2078.— There  is 
no  list  of  the  promises  for  1850 ;  there  was  no  tune  to 
get  up  the  usual  papers,  2080.— The  information  given 
in  the  cam-assers'  book  is  transferred  to  the  committee 
book,  2083.— Has  no  other  canvass  book  than  that 
given  in,  2086.— Took  down  all  the  information  given 
m  the  private  books  of  the  canvassers  and  transferred 
it  to  the  committee  book,  2091-2095. 


Aris,  Mr.  John.  (His  Examination  r««tmt«</.)~Has  pre- 
pared a  list  of  the  voters  on  the  register  of  1852,  dis- 
tinguishing freemen  from  householders,  3301. — ^lliere 
are  946  fmmen,  and  635  householders,  making  a  total 
of  1581  who  could  vote  in  1852,  3332. 

Aris,  Mr.  John.  (His  Examination  resumed.) — Has 
the  papers  relating  to  the  canvassing  books  of  1850 
and  1852;  cannot  find  the  list  of  promises  of  1850, 
3987. — Has  made  the  strictest  search,  but  cannot  find 
the  papers  the  Commissioners  require,  3988-3991. 

Aris,  Mr.  John.  (His  Examination  resumed.) — Delivers 
in  various  papers  connected  with  the  elections — ^the 
election  papers  of  1847  on  the  blue  side  (marked  35), 
of  1852  (marked  36).  Briefs  and  papers  connected 
with  the  dection  petition  of  1852  (marked  37),  and  the 
poU  books  from  1830  to  ]S52  (marked  38),  9529, 9530. 
— Does  not  recollect  any  applications  for  colour  tickets 
in  1850,  produces  a  bundle  of  1852,  9531. 

AsHENDEN,  Mr.  Thomas.    (Analysis  <^  his  Evidence.) 
— Is  the  son  in  law  of  Mr.  Ward ;  receivfed  the  envelope 
containing  money  referred  to  in  Mr.  Ward's  evidence, 
8256,  8257. — Does  not  know  the  amount  enclosed  in 
the  envelope ;  did  not  know  at  the  time  that  it  was 
money,  8258. — ^Took  the  letter  and  dropped  it  into 
Mr.  Bligh's  window,  8263,  8264. — Did  not  see  any 
one  in  the  room  at  the  time,  8267. — Was  committee 
clerk,  and  suspected  it  was  a  confidential  communi- 
cation because  none  of  the  messengers  were  sent,  8270. 
— Did  not  know  that  there  were  other  monies  going  out 
the  same  way,  8272. — People  came  into  the  committee 
room  and  told  witness  they  wished  to  arrange  about 
their  votes,  8274. — One  man  of  the  name  of  White 
told  witness  that  he  wanted  to  make  arrangements 
about  his  vote,  as  he  had  been  offered  money  on  the 
Blue  side,  8275. — Burt,  a  tinman,  also  wanted  an 
arrangement   made,    8281. — ^Told  these   persons    to 
apply  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  8285-8287. — 
Did  not  know  of  any  bribery  going  on,  8290. — Saw 
about  2/.  paid  to  the  messengers  by  Mr.  Holttum, 
8295, 8300. — Supposes  this  was  bribery,  8306. — Knows 
nothing  beyond  what  he  has  already  stated  of  any 
bribery,  8314. — Remembers  William  Pickering  coming 
into  the  committee  room,  and  asking  for  a  messenger's 
place,  8317-8319. — Asked  him  if  he  had  promised  his 
votefor  Gipps  and  Johnstone,  8320. — He  said,  if  witness 
would  promise  the  place,  he  would  promise  the  vote, 
8321.— Referred  him  to  Mr.  Taylor,  who  had  charge 
of  the  messengers,  8326. — Believes  Pickering  was  ob- 
jected to  in  some  way,  8327. — Saw  him  again  in  the 
committee  room,  but   he  did  not  give  witness  any 
recommendation  forcolourmen's  tickets,  8336, 8337. — 
Has  seen  Pickering's  evidence  before  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  relating  to  his    application 
for   colourmen's   tickets,    8341. — Got    a    memoran- 
dum  from   Pickering,    which   was  put  on  the  file, 
8347. — Several  other  persons  applied  for  colourmen's 
tickets,  and  promised  their  votes,  8352. — Filed  all  their 
applications ;  many  of  them  without  even  looking  at 
them,  8355. — Knows  Moore,  of  Lamb  Lane,  a  brick- 
layer ;  does  not  recollect  his  coming  into  the  committee 
room  before  the  election,  nor  whether  he  was  employed 
as  a  messenger,  8356-8358. — He  was  not  the  messen- 
ger employed  at  the  committee  room,  8359. — ^Pilcher 
and  Brown  were  the  messengers  generally  employed 
at  the  committee  room,  8360,  8361. 

Ashenden,  Mr.  (His  Examination  resumed.) — ^^^''as 
entrusted  to  deliver  the  packet  to  Mr.  Bligh,  9463. — 
Cannot  say  whether  it  was  an  adhesive  envelope  or 
sealed  with  wax,  9464. — It  did  not  leave  witness's 
hands  until  he  dropped  it  in  a  chair  in  Mr.  Bligh's 
room,  9467. — ^The  envelope  had  not  been  opened 
before  it  was  given  to  witness,  nor  was  it  opened  while 
in  his  charge,  9468. 

Attwood,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is 
a  f^reeman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Romilly  and  Somer- 
ville; got  nothing  fo>  his  vote,  11,995-11,998.— Voted 
in  184/  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  p'ad  got  3/.  for 
his  vote  from  Goodwin,  11,999-12,005. 

Audit  of  Election  Accounts  : — 

Denies  that  he  audited  the  bribeiy  accounts  at  the 
election  of  1847,  Smythe,  2554.— Mr.  William  Delmar, 
Dr.  Lochee,  and  Mr.  Kingsford  audited  the  accounts  of 
the  Conservative  expenditure  on  account  of  the  electioD 
in  1852,  Kingsford,  5448, 
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AusTBN,  MiNTKit.  (Afidfysis  of  his  Evidence,) — ^Voted 
for  the  Tories  at  the  last  election,  and  got  41.  for  his 
vote  from  Kelson,  10,721-10,726.— Voted  for  the 
Tories  in  1B47,  and  got  6/.  for  his  vote  from  AUwright^ 
10,727-10,731. 

Austin,  George.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^Voted 
in  1B52  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  got  4/.  for  his 
vote  from  Kelson,  10,800-10,804.— Voted  in  1847  for 
Clinton  and  Vance,  and  got  6/.  for  his  vote,  10,805- 
10,808.— Is  a  freeman,  10,809. 

Andrews^  William.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence,) — 
Voted  at  the  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  RomiUy ; 

,  got  no  money  for  his  vote,  14,662-14,664. — Recom- 
mended his.Drother  tp  Johnstone's  committee  for 
a  colour  ticket,   14,665. — VibS   not  employed  as    a 

.  messenger,  14,666. — ^Voted  for  the  Tories  in  1847 ;  got 
two  colour  tickets,  but  no  money,  14,669. — 14,672, 

Austen,  William,  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)-^U  a 
freeman,  and  voted  for  the  Blues  in  1852;  got  nothing 
for  his  vote,  12,015-12,018.- Voted  for  Conyngham 
and  SmjTtbe  in  1847,  and  was  paid  3/.  by  Goodwin, 
12,019-12,021.— Got  10/.  for  his  vote  at  the  single- 
handed  contest  in  1841, 12,027. — Cannot  say  who  gave 
witness  this  10/.,  12,028.— Voted  for  Bradshaw  and 
Smythe  at  the  general  election  in  1841,  but  got  no- 
thing for  his  vbte,  12,029-12,033. 

Austen,  Edward  Jsffery.  (Analysis  of  his  Evi- 
dence,)— Is  a  freeman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Romillj 
and  Somerville;  got  nothing  for  his  vote,  12,292- 
12,295.    Voted  in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe ; 

.  got  nothing  for  his  vote,  12,29()- 12,301. — Did  not  get 
amy  money  from  Mr.  Rutter,  12,302-12,305. — Has  a 
brother  a  voter ;  got  no  money  from  Mr.  Rutter  for  his 
brother,  12,307-12,313.— Mr.  Vincent  offered  witness 
5/.  at  the  last  election  to  vote  for  the  Tories,  which  he 
declined  to  take,  and  voted  for  the  Blues,  12^314- 
12,319. 

Badcock,  James.  (Awdysis  of  his  Evidence,) — Voted 
in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe ;  got  no  money, 
and  had  no  tickets,  14,512-14,51 7.— Was  with  Mr. 
CuUen  at  this  election  keeping  a  few  voters  together, 
14,518. — Did  not  see  CuUen  bribe  or  promise  money 
to  any  one  in  1847,  14,519,  14,520. 

Bailey,  Edward.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Took 
an  active  part  in  the  election  of  1847, 12,669-11,671. — 
Fetched  Wood  from  Maidstone  and  polled  him  for  the 
Reds,  12,673. — Paid  him  1/.  for  his  time  and  expenses, 
12,677. — ^Wood  said  he  would  not  vote  unless  ne  was 
paid,  12,682. — ^I'old  hin>  he  might  get  more  after,  he 
nad  vote4,  12,679. — Brought  no  other  person  from 
Maidstone  to  vote,  nor  from  any  other  place,  12,687. — 
Wood  is  now  living  at  Maidstone,  12,691. — Canvassed 
other  voters,  but  cannot  recollect  their  names,  12,693. — 
Paid  no  other  persons  for  travelling  expenses  in  1847 
except  Wood,  12,695. — Has  perhaps  spent  a  few 
shilhngs  in  treating,  but  not  more,  12,696. — Voted  for 
the  Reds  in  1847,  and  was  paid  3/.,  his  expenses  and 
time,  12,702. — Had  four  journeys,  going  and  coming, 
and  lost  four  or  five  days,  12,703-12,706. — Was  work- 
ing at  Tonbridge  Wells  at  the  time ;  went  from  thence 
to  Canterbury,  and  was  then  engaged  to  go  after  Wood 
at  Mudstone ;  brought  Wood  to  Canterbury  in  a  horse 
and  gig,  in  the  midme  of  the  night,  and  paid  all  the 
expenses,  12,706. — Had  3/.  for  his  trouble,  and  II,  to 
go  to  Maidstone  with,  12,708,  12,709.— Got  this 
money  after  the  election,  when  he  made  out  his  account, 
12,710-12,716. 

Bailey,  Edward.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  for  Gipps  in  1852 ;  got  nothing  for 
his  vote,  12,061-12,064.— Voted  for  Smvthe  m  1847, 
and  got  61. ;  31.  for  himself,  and  31,  for  his  son,  John 
Bwley,  12,065-12,070. 

Bailey,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,)— \s  a  free- 
man, and  voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps ;  got 
no  money  for  his  vote,  12,071-12,074.— Voted  m  1847 
for  Smythe  and  Conyngham ;  got  3/.  for  his  vote  from 
his  father,  12,075-12,079. 

Bailey,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — Is  a 
freeman ;  voted  at  the  last  election  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps;  got  nodiing  for  his  vote,  neither  moHey,  colour 
tickets,  nor  messenger's  place,  14,d73r  14^683.    ^ . 


Baines,  Thomas.  {Analysis  of  his  Bvidenccy-^ydbtA 
at  the  last  election  for  Jc^mstone  and€^p|>8;  was 
employed  as  messenger  eighteen  days,  and  was  paid 
1/.  2s„  14,321-14,;i31.— Voted  in  1847  for  Clint<mMd 
Vance,  and  got  bs.  a  day  as  messenger,  canryini;  out 
circulars,  &c.,  14,332-14,337.  . 

Band  : — 

The  Liberal  jiarty  paid  60/.  for  the  music  at  the  last 
election,  Aris,  365.— j^25  a  day  for  two  days,  ib. — 
People  would  apply  to  play  in  the  band  who  knew 
nothing  of  music,  and  pome  came  as  voters,  and  gave 
much  trouble.  Brent,  887.— At  the  last  election  Hob- 
day,  a  musician  in  the  town,  contracted  to  supply  the 
band  for  2bL  a  day.  Brent,  887.— The  Blue  committee 
paid  m.  for  the  band  in  1847,  Brent,  1008. 

Ban.ners  (see  Colours  of  Candidates.) 

Barber,  George.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Vft^ 
canvassed,  but  refrised  to  vote  for  either  party  at  the 
last  election,  12,480.— Voted  for  the  Reds  in  1847; 
got  no  money  for  his  vote,  but  was  paid  1/.  for  ex- 
penses of  the  previous  election,  12,482-12,488.— Got 
this  money  from  Watts,  by  order  of  Mr.  Pilcher, 
12,489.— Is  quite  sure  he  did  not  get  2/.,  12,493.— Got 
1/.  from  the  Blue  party,  and  then  voted  Red,  12,498. 

Barnet,  James.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence,) — ^Voted 
for  Conyngham  and  Smythe  in  1847,  got  no  money 
for  his  vote,  11,169-11,171.— Spent  between  41,  and  5/. 
in  treating  electors,  11,174.— Was  instructed  by  Dray, 
Goodwin,  and  others,  of  the  party,  to  keep  certain 
voters  together,  and  spent  this  money  in  ooinff  so, 
11,176-11,179.— Was  repaid  by  Mr.  Stredwick,  11,186, 
11,187. — Had  the  money  on  the  morning  of  the  elec- 
tion, 11,189.— ITie  voters  witness  was  tokeep  together 
we^re  his  two  brothers-in-law,  11,191.— Received  about 
41.,  11,195. — ^The  two  voters  had  various  half-crowns; 
if  witness  had  not  dropped  them  half-a-crown  or  ^ve 
shillings  occasionally,  they  would  have  bolted,  11,198-- 
The  two  voters  were  Thomas  Stredwick  and  Thomas 
Tookey,  11,199-11,203. 

Barnes,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Bvidence,y-AB  a 
freeman,  and  voted  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  in  1852; 
got  9L  lOs.  from  Admans  for  his  vote,  11,757-11,761. 
—Agreed  for  10/.,  but  Admana  stopped  10*.  for  his  ser- 
vices, 11,762-11,769.— Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and 
Vance,  and  was  paid  91.  \0s,  by  Admans,  under  s\mi- 
kr  circuipstances,  1 1,770-1  l,77o. 

Barton,  Robert.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vaijce; 
got  5/.  from  Mr.  Marsh  for  the  vote,  13,638,  13,643. 

Barker,  Robert.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,}— Is  dark 
in  the  bank  of  Hammond  and  Co.,  10,254.— Remem- 
hers  Mr.  Pout  changinff  a  check  for  661,  odd,  the  day 
before  the  election  of  1852,  the  3rd  July,  10,256.— 
'Vhe  check  was  drawn  by  the  Rev.  Edward  Penny  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Pout,  10,260,  10,261.— Numbers  and 
description  of  the  notes  paid  Mr.  Bligh,  10,263.— One 
of  the  20/.  notes  was  brought  back  to  the  bank  on 
the  6th  July  by  Mr.  Bligh,  10,264,  10,265.— Endence 
of  the  practice  of  the  bank  in  changing  notes,  10,267. 
10,284. 

Bean,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,)-r-la  a  free- 
man, and  voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and 
fot  41.  from  Thomas  Marsh  for  his  vote,  12,432- 
2,438.— Voted  in  1847  for  Smjrthe,  and  got  3/.  from 
Goodwin,  12,439. — Has  not  received  money  for  his  vote 
at  any  other  election,  12,449. 

Beck,  Stephen.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,)— Voted 
at  the  last  election  for  Johnstone  and -Gipps;  got 
nothmg  for  his  vote ;  had  neither  colour  tickets  nor 
messenger's  place,  14,591-14,596.— Voted  in  1847  for 
Clinton  and  Vance ;  got  notiiing  for  his  vote,  was  not  a 
messenger,  and  got  no  colour  tickets,  14,602-14,605.- 
Witness's  son  was  a  messenger  in  1852,  14,606. 

Bbckford,  Mrs.  Anne.  (Analysis  of  her  Evidence,) 
— Denies  that  Abrahams  the  Jew  gave  witness's 
father  31.  on  Somerville's  election,  as  he  stated  in  his 
evidence,  14,789.— Witness's  fether  is  mnce  dead,  and 
she  was  always  present  with  hinv  as  Imb  wm  not  £t  to 
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Beckford,  Mrs.  Anne — eontifmed'^ 

r  ht  leftftloQe,  and  ahe  can  be  upon  her  oaih  that  he  did, 
not  get  a  farthing  at  the  election,  14,7^9-14,793.— 
Witness  went  up  with  him  to  vote,  14,791.— Neither 
witness  nor  her  &ther  got  any  money  from  Abrahams 
for  the  vote,  14,795-14,797.— Was  told  by  Johnstcme 
the  mill^  that  Abrahams  said  he  had  got  31,  from 
Mr.  Rutter  and  did  not  know  who  to  pitph  it  upon, 
and  he  was  told  to  pitch  it  upon  "a  dead  man," 
14,799-14,803. — ^Abrahams  says  that  he  gave  the 
money  to  witness's  father  at  the  door ;  but  this  is  not 
true,  as  he  could  not  spenk,  14,804,  14305. — ^Witness 
and  her  mother  could  understand  her  fiftUier^  but  no  one 
else,  14,806,  14,807.— He  was  diildish  in  1847>  but 
not  bed-ridden,  14,813. — Her  father  could  not  have 
received  any  money  without  the  knowledge  of  witness 
or  her  mother,  as  one  of  the  other  were  always  with 
him,  14,814-14,822. 

Bennett,  Edward.  (Analysis  of  his  l?t)iefcfice.)— Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  m  1847, 13,240, 13,241.— Received 
357/.  from  Mr.  Pout,  13,244.— Has  prepared  a  list, 
showing  the  expenditure  of  this  sum  as  correctly  as 
he  could  from  memory,  13^245-13,254. — Delivers  in 
list  of  names  of  persons  to  whom  witness  gave  money 
on  account  of  the  election  of  1847,  with  the  sums  set 
against  eachname,  13,255. — ^The  list  contains  47  names, 
showing  an  expenditure  of  304/.,  13,225. — Gave  money 
to  three  persons  to  bribe  other  parties,  and  not  for 
their  own  votes,  13,259. — Gave  George  Corthall  11/.; 
James  Kelson  between  40/.  and  50/.,  and  Robert  Hare 
Morris  10/.  or  12/.  for  the  purpose  of  bribing  other 
persons,  13,261-13,268.    [Edward  Pierce  denies  having 

,    received  5/.  of  Bennett,  13.380.] 

Best,  Thomas.  (Anatysis  of  kU  Evidence,) — Is  a  hee- 
man,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  ana  Gipps,  and 
got  a  present  of  a  1/.  six  days  aefter  the  election,  by 
Kelson,  10,767-10,773.— Told  Kelson  that  he  had 
promised  his  vote,  10,774. — Never  got  a  present  of  a 
soveveigrn  before  by  Kelson  or  any  one  else,  10,775- 
10,777. — Kelson  had  spoken  to  witness  dx)ut  his  vote 
previous  to  the  election,  10,778,  10,779.— Voted  for 
the  Bhie  party  in  1847,  and  got  a  odour  ticket,  for 
which  he  was  paid  1/.,  10,785-^10,791. 

Best,  Joseph.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a  free- 
man; voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vanee;  got  41 
for  his  vote  from  Mr.  Bennett,  13,592-13,596.— Voted 
in  1852  for  Johnston  and  Gipps ;  got  one  colour  ticket, 

.  and  was  paid  lOs,  for  it,  but  no  money  nor  messenger's 
place,  13,598-13,606. 

BiRT,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — Is  a 
freeman ;  voted  in  184/  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  ai^d 
got  5/.  for  his  vote,  13,607-13,611.— His  son  had  a 
colour  ticket  on  witness's  recommendation,  13,607- 
13,614.  [Edward  Bennett.  Paid  William  Birt 
cither  7L  or  8/.  for  his  vote  in  1847.  cannot  recol- 
lect which,  13,617.]  Did  not  get  a  farthing  from 
Mr.  Bennett  for  his  vote  in  1847;  got  the  money 
from  Thomaa  Friend,  who  paid  it  to  witness's  wife, 

,  13,618-13,620,  [Edward  Bennett.— Is  ouite  cer- 
tain he  gave  William  Birt  the  money  for  nis  vote, 
13,621. — Statement  of  his  reasons  for  believing  so, 
13,622. — Birt  was  elected  chairman  of  a  committee  of 
16  or  18  persons,  and  offered  10/.  for  their  votes 
round,  13,622.— Gave  Birt  either  71  or  8/.  in  the 
street,  13,627. — Did  not  give  the  money  to  Friend ; 
had  nothing  to  do  with  Friend  at  that  eledion,  13,628.1 
Was  chiurman  of  a  party  who  offered  their  votes  for  10/! 
apiece  to  Bennett,  13,629. — Saw  Mr.  Bennett  and  told 
him  of  this  resolution,  which  Bennett  declined ;  did 
not  speak  to  Bennett  again  until  after  the  election, 
13,629. 

Bligh,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.y^ln  a  plas- 
terer, and  a  voter  of  Canterbury  srace  1820 ;  generallv 
on  the  conservative  side,  8108-8111. — Received '2/. 
from  Pout  at  the  election  of  1852,  to  pay  two  voters 
from  Favershara  for  their  expenses,  81 13.^ Witness 
paid  John  White  who  absconded  15/.  for  three  votes ; 
nis  ftiher's,  brother's,  and  his  own  vote,  812fr-8134. — 
Got  the  money  from  Mr.  Henry  Ward,  and  paid  it 
after  the  election,  8135-8159. — Had  nothing  to  do 
with  White's  going  away,  8161.— Had  bribed  White 
at  a  former  election,  8163.-^-Paid  him  3/.  10s.  for  his 
vote  in  1841,  8166,  8172.— Had  nothing  to  do  with 
White  at  the  election- of  1847^  nor  any  other  person  in 
respect  of  bribery.  May  have  reoommended  wt  colour 
tickets  or  messengers,  8178-8180. 


Bligh,  Mr.  (Examination  resumed.)— Upon  his  oath 
received  only  15/.  from  Mr.  Ward,  8368.— ^Received  it 
in  the  envelope  referred  to  in  Ashenden's  evidence  as 
having  beeiuoropped  into  witness*8  window,  8369. — 
Did  not  receive  15/.  from  any  other  party,  8373. — Did 
not  ask  for  any  specific  sum ;  did  not  ask  for  30/.,  8377. 
— ^The  mode  of  (lelivering  the  money  was  suggested  by 
Mr.  Ward  himself,  8378. — ^Witness  sent  his  httle  girl  to 
watch  for  the  parcel,  8383-8388. 

Bligh,  Mr.  James.  (His  Examination  resumed.) — Has 
.  heard  Mr.  CoUard's  evidence,  stating  that  he  put 
30/.  in  an  envelope,  sealed  and  directed  to  witness, 
and  caused  it  to  be  dropped  into  the  window  by 
Ashenden,  9360. — ^The  packet  contained  15/.  only, 
a  10/.  and  a  5/.  note,  9364. — Upon  his  oath  this  was  all 
it  contained  when  opened  by  witness,  9364. — 'Vhe 
packet  was  brought  to  witness  by  liis  daughter,  a  girl 
of  14  years  old,  who  laid  it  upon  the  table,  and  left 
the  room  before  it  was  opened,  9365, 9366. — ^Witness's 
wife  was  present  when  he  opened  the  packet,  9367. — 
Paid  White  14/.  out  of  the  money,  ana  changed  both 
notes  for  that  purpose  at  the  Canterbunr  bank,  9372, 
9373. — Does  not  know  the  numbers  of  either  of  the 
notes,  9374. — Changed  the  notes  to  take  1/.  out, 
which  witness  had  advanced  White  to  go  to  Ash  ford, 
9378. — Changed  both  notes,  and  paid  in  gold  to  pre- 
vent the  transaction  being  traced,  93J)0,  9391. — Only 
changed  two  notes  at  the  Bank  in  that  week,  9399.— 
— Has  changed  many  since,  9400. — If  30/.  were  put 
into  the  envelope,  it  must  have  been  altered  beforfe  it 
cameto  witness^  house,  9405-9409.— Tdld  Mr.  Ward 
on  the  same  night  that  he  only  got  15/.,  and  Mr.  Ward 
s^d  he  should  nave  more  by  and  bye,  as  Vincent  and 
Kelson  wanted  some,  9411,  9412. — Keeps  an  account 
with  the  Canterbury  bajik,  and  has  no  objection 
to  any  inquiry  bdmg  made  respecting  the  notes  paid 
in  exchange  by  witness  since  the  election,  9422-9425. 

Bligh,  Mr.  James.  (His  Examination  again  resumed^ — 
Thinks  the  envelope  containing  the  15/.  from  Mr.  W^, 
was  sealed  when  it  came  to  witness's  hands,  9440-9404. 
•*-It  was  not  sealed  with  sealing  wax,  but  fastened 
with  an  adhesive  envelope,  9445-5447. — ^The  envelope 
opened  easily ;  it  was  loose,  but  neither  wet  nor  torn, 
9446-9453. 

Bligh,  Mr.  James.  (His  Examination  resumed.)— T6idL 
Mr.  Ward  on  the  same  dav  as  that  on  which  he  re- 
ceived the  money,  snd  tola  Mr.  Pout  the  next  day  that 
he  only  got  15/.,  9527,  9528. 

Bligh,  Mr.  James.  (His  Examination  resumed,) — ^Wit- 
ness bribed  his  two  nephews,  Geor^  and  Federick  with 
21'  apiece,  John  White  15/.  for  himself,  brotlier,  and 
fathcar,  deducting  1/.  for  money  owing  by  White  to 
witness,  9788-9790.r--Pwd  no  naoney  to  any  other 
party  for  their  vote,  9/93,  9794. — ^Paid  no  other  per- 
sonally, but  caused  money  to  be  paid  through  other 
parties,  9796. — Received  15/.  from  the  committee 
which  was  dropt  into  witness's  window,  9798. — Had 

.    20/.  from  Mr.  rout  and  gave  13/.  to  Thomas  Marsh  ; 

.  5/.  and  4/.  for  the  votes  of  Bean  and  Sayer,  and  41, 
for  Marsh  himself,  9800-9812.— Gave  Willwm  Cogger 

.  //.  for  Ebenezer  Master's  vote,  9817-9821.— Got  this 
20/.  from  Mr.  Pout  on  the  6th  July,  two  days  before 
the  election,  982()-9829. — Is  not  certain  whether  his 
daughter  brought  him  the  envelope  with  the  notes,. on 

.  the  nomination  or  on  the  day  ne  got  the  20/,  from 
Mr.  Pout,  9831. — ^This  money  from  Mr.  Pout  was  a 
20i.  note,  which  witness  changed  at  the  hank  on  the 
Basae  day,  9836. — Has  ascertained  at  the  bank  that  he 
changed  a  20/.  on  that  day,  98^6. — is  still  quite 
certain  that  the  envelope  dropt  into  witness's  window 
contained  only  15/.,  a  10/.  and  5/.  note,  9839,  9B45;~ 
Did  not  tell  any  one  what  sum  of  money  he  wanted  to 
bribe  the  Whites  with,  did  not  tell  Mr.  Ward,  9848.— 
Attended  Mr.  Collard's  district  committee,  but  did  not 

.  speak  to  Mr.  CoUard  about  this  business,  9851-98^1. 
— Mr.  Pout  Paid  witness  money  for  bribring  other 
voters,  9863.— Paid  Packman  31,  lOs,  for  colour  polls, 
the  balance  on  an  old  bill  of  1847, 9871.— The  original 
bill  was  5/.,  and  1/.  lOs,  had  been  paid ;  the  ix>lls  were 
made  by  Packman's  son,  9874-98/8. 

Bligh,  Mrs.  (Analysis  of  her  Evidence,)^B  the  wife 
of  James  Bli^  94/2. — ^Was  present  when  her  daughter 
brought  a  letter  to  her  husband,  9475.-«-It  contained 
10/.  and  a  5/.  note,  both  of  the  Caoterbuiy  Buik, 
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Blioh  Mrs. — continued. 
9478-9480. — Cannot  say  whether  the  envelope  was 
sealed  or  not,  9481.-— Witness's  little  gu-l  took  it 
up  as  it  was  dropped  into  the  window,  and  gave  it 
to  her  father,  948/,  9488.—  Saw  her  hushand  open  the 
note,  who  said  when  he  saw  the  contents,  "This  is 
little  enough,"  9498,  9499.— Suspected  her  hushjmd 
was  to  receive  money  when  she  heard  him  tell  her  little 
girl  that  he  expected  a  note.  9503-9500.— Was  fetched 
by  a  messenger  of  the  court.  Was  not  told  what  she 
was  wanted  for,  9507,  9508. — Her  husband  opened  the 
letter  in  her  presence,  and  showed  that  both  notes 
were  of  the  Canterbury  bank,  9522-952(). 

Blinks,  Samubl.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Uosvoted 
as  a  householder  since  1847,  7079.— Voted  then  for 
Clifton  and  Vance ;  in  1852  for  Romilly  and  Somer^'ille, 
7083,  7084. — Did  not  promise  Gipps  and  Johnstone ; 
worked  for  them  at  the  election,  out  left  them  and 
voted  for  the  other  party,  7087.— Was  employed  by 
Mr.  HoUand  to  get  voters  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone ; 
7090. — Was  to  find  out  how  much  money  would  be 
wanted  for  voters,  and  take  the  names  to  Mr.  Holland, 
7093. — Supposes  the  voters  were  to  have  been  paid 
for  their  votes,  7094. — Did  not  get  any  money  to  pay 
them,  7095. — ^Witness  saw  all  the  voters  whose  names 
are  in  the  list  except  two,  7096. — George  Ells  first 
asked  6/.,  and  subsequently  refused  to  vote  without 
10/. ;  Edward  Hayward  of  the  Military  Road  wanted 
5/.,    7102. — William    Anderson,    a    shoemaker,    in 
Broad  Stneet,  promised  for  Mr.  Gipps,  as  a  situation 
had  been  procured  for  his  daughter,  but  refused  to 
vote  for  Johnstone,  7105. — GeorgeParsons  of  Chaimtry 
Lane,  had  half  a  sovereipi  when  he  was  canvassed,  by 
Thomas  Taylor,  but  said  he  wanted  6/.  for  his  vot^ 
7108-7114.— Finn,  of  Selling,  a  voter,    not  seen  by 
witness,  but  spoken  to  by  a  grocer  of  the  same  place ; 
wanted  money  for  his  vote,  but  named  no  price,  7115, 
7121. — ^James  WooUett,  of  Ivy  Lane,  also   wanted 
money,  but  named  no  sum ;  gave  both  names  to  Mr. 
Holland,  7122-7129. — James  Birt  was   spoken  with 
through  his  father,  who  went  to  Mr.  Holland,  71307 
7137. — George  Woollett,  or  Ivj  Lane,  expected  some- 
thing, but  named  no    price,   7138-7142.— Promised 
John  Carpenter,  of  the  Militant,  either  51.  or  61.  for  his 
vote,  7143,  7144. — Edward  Watson  wanted  money, 
but  appeared  to  hang  off  to  see  if  he  could  not  get  more 
money  from  Mr.  Smithson,  who  he  said  had  known 
him  many  years,  7145-7158. — Henry  Royce,  a  shoe* 
maker,  promised  his  vote  if  5/.  were  sent  him  in  a 
letter,   7159-7162. — Cannot   give  much    information 
respecting  the  names  in  the  second    list,  which  is 
Mr.  Marsh's,  7163. — Spoke  with  three  men  only  in 
Marsh's  list,  7163.— Marsh  polled  his  men  in  1847  at 
10/.  each,  and  gave  a  list  of  the  parties,  which  witness 
gave    to  Mr.    Holland,    7165. — ^These  parties   were 
William  Lemar,  Ruttington  Lane,  John  Ratoliffe,  and 
Edward  March  himself,  to  have  10/.,  but  no  price  was 
put  down  in  the  list  of  Longport ;  John  Wood,  Rut- 
tington   I.Ane,  would  not  vote  for  less  than   10/.; 
Charles  Wood  and  Richard  Wood,  both  of  Ruttington 
Lane,  Millgate,  Dargate,  and  Parsons,  conclude  the 
list,  7170-7187.— Handed  witness's  own  list   and  a 
copv  of  Marsh's  list  to  Mr.  Holland,  7191.— Holland 
saia  the  committee  would  not  take  either  witness's 
list  or  Marsh's,  7192,  7193.— The  list  shown  to  witness 
by  the  commissioners  as  Mr.  Holland's  list  includes 
names  not  given  in  by  witness,  7196. — Points  out  the 
names  in  this  list  wnich  witness  had  given  in,  7197- 
7202. — This  list  prepared  by  Mr.  Holland  for  the 
committee  from  information  given  by  witness,  so  hr 
as  r^^ards  the  names  not  copied  out,  7203-7208. — 
Gave  in  several  names  of  voters  with  whom  he  had  no 
direct  communication ;   only  heard  that  they  wanted 
money,  7212. — ^Witness  was  not  paid  for  his  services, 
721 7. — Ceased  to  act  for  the  Reds  on  the  Monday  before 
the  election,   7218. — ^Was  dissatisfied  because  he  was 
not  paid  for  his  services,  7221. — Had  no  remuneration 
whatever  from  the  Blues,  but  voted  for  them  notwith- 
standing, 7224. — ^Was  afterwards  employed  by  them, 
and  procured  evidence  against  the  Tories,  7225. — ^At 
the  time  witness  prepared  the  list  of  voter?  to  be 
bribed,  expected  a  petition,  7229. — Did  not  prepare  the 
list  as  a  trap  for  the  Tories  to  form  a  petition  upon 
afterwards,  7231. — Got  no  part  of  Hayward's  bnbe, 
7233. — Did  not  send  him  to  Kelson,  7234. — ^Expected 
Mr.  HoUand  would  have  handed  witness  the  money 
to  psY  the  voters  in  his  list,  7238. — Did  not  intend  to 
interfere  with  Marsh's  list,  7241,-'Expected  to  be  paid 


Blinks,  Samuel. — continued. 
for  his  trouble;  should  have  been  satisfied  with  1/.  a 
head  if  he  had  taken  up  20  voters ;  thinks  a  man 
ou^ht  to  be  paid  who  does  dirty  work,  7260,  7251. — 
Witness  would  have  left  the  payment  for  his  services 
to  the  generosity  of  the  committee,  7254. — Expected 
to  have  been  handsomely  paid,  7255. — Should  not  have 
thought  10/.  handsome  pavment,  7258. — Would  rath^ 
have  had  20/.,  7261. — Did  not  go  over  to  the  Blues  on 
a  split  for  20/.,  7262.— Uft  the  Reds  because  he  did 
not  like  the  system,  726;i — Did  not  tell  the  Blues 
that  he  had  been  bfidly  treated  by  the  Reds,  7264. — 
Does  not  know  what  Marsh  expected,  7266. — Mr. 
Goodwin  bribes  more  in  a  wholesale  way  than  witness,, 
and  no  doubt  makes  a  better  thing  of  it,  7268. — 
Should  have  been  well  paid  at  1/.  a  head  for  every 
vote  polled,  7274. — It  has  always  been  understood  in 
Canterbury  that  the  man  who  brought  voters  to  the 
poll  should  be  paid  for  his  services,  7277- — Does  not 
know  any  more  bribery  agents  except  Goodwin,  7279. 
— ^Thinks  Holland  the  tailor  would  have  done  so,  but 
he  was  afraid,  and  got  witness  to  do  the  dirty  work, 
7283. — ^ITiere  was  no  understanding  on  the  subject 
between  witness  and  Holland,  7285. — Expected  pay- 
ment in  proportion  to  the  risk  of  detection,  7289. — 
Did  not  write  to  the  conservative  committee,  nor  to 
any  person  on  the  committee,  nor  to  any  other  person, 
for  confidential  employment,  7291-7294. — Considered 
himself  very  Ul  used  by  the  Reds,  and  voted  in  revenge 
for  the  Blues,  7296. — ^Witness  is  aware  that  he  has 
done  wrong  in  the  bribery  business,  and  is  veiy  sony 
for  it,  7298. — Should  have  considered  himself  bound 
to  have  voted  for  the  Reds  if  they  had  accepted  his 
agency,  and  taken  his  list,  7299. — Did  not  attempt 
to  seU  his  list  to  the  Pinks,  7300,  7301.— Does  not 
know  Wood's  Christian  name;  Marsh  can  tell,  7304. — 
Marsh  is  at  present  in  Canterbury,  7307. — Has  no 
further  information  to  give,  7308. 

Blinks,  Samubl.  (His  Examination  resumed.) — 
Got  SI.  only  from  Mr.  Bennett  on  account  of  the 
election  of  1847,  and  not  10/.,  13,269-13,271.— 
[Edward  Bennett  can  swear  that  he  gave  Blinks  10/., 
13,272.]— Received  8/.  from  Mr.  Bennett,  and  not  10/., 
13,273-13,277. 

Blogo,  William  Waters.  (Analysts  of  his  Evidence.) 
— ^Voted  in  1847  as  a  freeman  for  Clinton  and  Vance; 
got  5/.  from  Mr.  Finch  for  his  vote,  13,278-13,286.— 
[Edward  Bennett  gave  Blogg  5/.  himself,  13,287.]— 
Got  the  5/.  from  ^fr.  Fmch,  13,288.— Voted  in  1852; 
got  no  money  for  his  vote,  13,289-13,290. 

Blogg,  George  Robert.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) 
— ^Voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  got  two 
colour  tickets,  14,431-14,436. 

Blogg,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^Voted  in 
1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  got  two  colour 
tickets,  and  kept  them  for  himself,  14,464-14,469.— 
Voted  in  1847  for  Smythe  and  Vance,  and  got  nothincr, 
14,470-14,475.  ^ 

Blogg,  Charles.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Voted 
at  the  last  election  for  Somerville  and  Romilly ;  got 
nothing  for  his  vote,  14,684-14,688.— Voted  in  1847 
for  Conyngham  and  Smythe ;  was  employed  as  mes- 
senger and  paid  1/.  4*.  for  actual  sendees,  hut  neither 
money  nor  coloiur  tickets,  14,690-14,694. 

Blogg,  James  [St.  Peter's.]  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) 
— Voted  in  1852  for  RomiUv  and  Somerville,  but  got  no 
money  for  his  vote,  14,695-"l4,697.— Voted  in  1847  for 
Smythe  and  Conyngham ;  got  1/.  4s.  for  actual  services 
as  messenger,  but  no  money  for  his  vote,  14,698- 
14,703. 


"  Blues "  :— 

The  designation  of  the  Liberal  party  in  Canterbuiy, 
from  their  using  blue  colours,  Aris,  68. 

BooRMAN,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  in  1852, 
and  got  5/.  from  Kelson  for  his  vote,  10,732-10,737.— 
Voted  for  Clinton  and  Vance  in  1847,  and  got  1/.  from 
Kelson  to  pay  his  travelling  expenses,  twelve  miles. 
10,738-10,742.  e      1-       ,  ^ 
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BooRMAK,  Thomas.  (His  ExaminiUum  rentmed,y-U  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1847;  ffot  51.  for  his  vote 
from  Mr.  Kelson,  not  from  Mr.  Bennett,  13,436- 
13,439. 

BoRBK,  Jambs.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidenee.y-Votetd  in 
1852  for  Romillyand  Somcrville,  and  in  1847  for 
Conyngham  and*  Smythe,  14,221-14^5. — Never  re- 
ceived any  money,  14,226. 

BoREB,  Charles.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  184/  for  Conyngham  and 
Smythe,  and  got  2/.  for  his  vote,  11,079-11,084.— Got 
\l,  from  Robert  Collard  an4  1/.  from  Mr.  Rutter, 
11,085. 

Borough  of  Canterbury  : — 

The  parliamentaiv  borough  consists  of  14  parishes  in 
the  city,  and  10  or  12  parts  of  parishes  in  tne  county 
now  annexed  to  the  borough,  Arts,  301. — The  parlia- 
mentary borough  consists  of  23  parishes,  14  within  the 
city,  and  6  entire  parishes  and  3  parts  of  parishes  with- 
out the  city  boundary,  Saunders,  14,827. — ^ITie  popu- 
lation of  the  city  at  the  last  census  was  nearly  16,(XX), 
Saunders,  14,831. — Cannot  tell  the  })opulation  of  the 
portion  of  the  borough  without  the  city,  ib,  14,833. — 
I'Unks  the  entire  population  of  the  borough  is  about 
19,000,  ib,  14,835.— List  of  parishes  in  the  borough, 
with  the  number  of  voters  in  each  parish  as  10/.  house- 
holders, ib,  14,838. 

Bourne,  Edward.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Voted 
(as  householder)  at  the  last  election  for  Johnston  and 
Gipps,  13,687-13,690.— Got  5/.  from  Mr.  Taylor  for 
his  vote,  13,691-13,695.— Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton 
and  Vance,  and  lived  at  Monastery-street,  13,969- 
13,700. 

Bradford,  Edwin.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence,) — Is  a 
freeman  of  Canterbury,  10,407. — Knew  Oakenfdll,  now 
dead,  who  formerly  kept  the  Bell  public-house  in  Can- 
terbury, 10,413-10,417.— Voted  m  1847  for  CUnton 
and  Vance,  10,418.— Got  7/.  from  OakenfuU  for  his 
vote  at  the  election,  10,422-10,426.— Voted  at  the  last 
election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  got  7/.  from 
Kelson  for  witness's  vote,  10,427-10,431.— Has  three 
brothers  of  the  name  of  Bradford,  10,437. — Henry 
Bradford  got  71-  from  Oakenfiill  for  voting  for  Chnton 
and  Vance  in  1847.  10,437.— Hemy  Bradford  got  71. 
from  Kelson  for  his  vote  at  the  last  election,  10,443- 
10,445. — Does  not  know  whether  he  got  this  money ; 
knows  it  was  agreed  he  was  to  have  it  for  his  vote, 
10,446,  10,447.— William  Bowers  "Bradford  got  7L  for 
his  vote  in  1847  from  OakenfuU,  10,448-10,454.— 
Believes  he  got  71*  at  the  last  election  from  Kelson, 
for  voting  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  10,456-10,459. — 
Francis  Hammond  Bradford,  anotner  brother,  voted  in 
1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  10,460. — Does  not  know 
whether  he  got  any  money  for  his  vote,  10,461,  10,462. 
— ^Thinks  he  voted  for  Rjomilly  and  Somerville  at  the 
last  dection,  but  does  not  know  whether  he  got  any 
money  for  it  or  not,  10,465,  10,466. — Witness  and  aU 
his  brothers  vote  as  freemen,  10,469. — Knows  Edward 
Marsh,  he  voted  in  1847  for  CUnton  and  Vance, 
10,471-10,473.— Thinks  he  got  7L  for  his  vote  from 
Mr.  OakenfuU,  10,474-10,476.— Marsh  and  aU  wit- 
ness's  brothers  were  present  when  OakenfuU  paid  this 
money,  10,478-10,486.— John  Hart  Ratdiffe,  James 
Coppms,  also  voted  for  Clifton  and  Vance  in  1847, 
ana  witness  beUeves  both  got  71.  apiece  for  their  votes, 
10,492-  10,505. 

Bradford,  Henry.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Voted  at  the  last  election  and  got  71-  for  his  vote,  got 
7/.  also  for  his  vote  m  1847,  from  OakenfuU,  10,506- 
10,512. 

Bradford,  William  Bower.  (Analysis  of  his  Evi- 
dence.)—\oied  for  the  Reds  in  1852,  and  got  71  from 
Kelson  for  his  vote ;  got  71.  from  OakenfuU  for  his  vote 
in  1847,  10,513-10,122. 

Bradford,  Anthony.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.) — 
Is  a  freeman,  and  voted  last  year  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  and  got  7^.  from  Kelson  for  his  vote,  10,821- 

10,827. 


William,  Bradley.  (Analysis  of  Ids  Evidence.) — 
Voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps ;  got  three 
colour  tickets,  but  no  money,  14,251-14,257. — Gave 
the  tickets  to  his  two  sons  and  brother,  14,258. — 
Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  and  got  7/.  10». 
for  his  vote  from  Harding,  14,260-14,264.— Witness's 
relations  got  IO5.  each  on  their  tickets,  14,268. 

Brent,  Mr.  Alderman  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) 
— Is  an  alderman  of  Canterbury  since  1830,  and  a 
freeman,  793-796.— Always  has  voted  as  a  freeman, 
and  not  as  a  householder,  and  on  the  Uberal  interest, 
797. — Was  chairman  of  the  liberal  committee  at  the 
election  in  1850,  and  acted  as  ftuch  in  1847,  although 
there  was  at  that  time  no  regular  chidrman,  798,  799. 
^-Has  generaUy  acted  as  chairman  without  any  formal 
i^jpointment,  802. — ^Mr.  Rutter  was  treasurer  in  1847. 
and  witness  was  chairman  and  treasurer  in  1850  and 
1852.    Mr.  PUcher,  the  Marchioness  of  Conyngham's 
steward,  was  treasurer  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham, 
804.— There  was  a  large  expenditure  at  the  election 
when  Mr.  WUson  and  Mr.  Smythe  were  candidates, 
805.— This  was  previous  to  the  general  election  in  1841, 
808-815.— Mr.  Edward  PIxunmer,  now  dead,  acted  for 
Mr.  Wilson  on  this  occasion,  817-819. — Agrees  with 
Mr.  Ans*s   evidence  in  respect  of  the  practice   of 
issuing  colour  tickets,  822. — ^'I'his  system  generaUy  pre- 
valent at  aU  elections  at  Canterbury,  823. — Did  not 
know  that  the  system  was  iUegal  until  informed  by 
GiU,  an  agent  from  London ;  afterwards  witness  re- 
fused to  have  anything  more  to  do  with  it,   823-825. 
— Gill  came  down  in  consequence  of  Mr.  Plumptree 
Gipps*s  petition  against'  Ix)rd  Albert  Conyngham  in 
183/,  826.— The  system  was  changed  when  found  to 
be  illegalj.  and  the  voter  nominated  two  friends  for 
coloiur  tickets  instead  of  taking  them  himself,  828, 
829.— Never  heard  that  the  latter  practice  was  wrongs 
8.'i0.— Head  money  never  given  in  this  borough,  831. — 
Has  heard  that  Lord  Clifton  compUmented  each  voter 
with  half  a  guinea  at  Christmas,  832.— lliis  practice 
long  since  mscontinued,  834. — At  that  time  there  were 
no  colour  tickets,  835. — Cannot  reooUect  the  particulars 
of  any  election  proceedings  prior  to  1847, 83/. — Thinks 
Alderman  Hennr  Cooper  can  give  earlier  information, 
842. — BeUeved  that  all  voters  toking  monev  for  service 
were  disqualified,  and  that  their  votes  would  be  struck 
off  on  a  scrutiny,  but  did  not  consider  colour  tickets 
bribery,  843, 845. — ^The  practice  of  issuing  colour  tickets 
common  on  both  sides,  and  was  done  without  any  con- 
cealment, 848, 849 — ^llckets  were  issued  to  prevent  any 
persons  obtaining  payment  except  the  parties  performing 
the  services,  850.    Thinks  the  voter  who  nominated 
the  ticket  men  may  in  some  cases  have  received  the 
mone^,  851. — Admits  that  this  was  very  irregular,  851. 
— Thmks  the  voters  themselves  and  not  their  nominees 
would  receive  the  money,  855.— The  nominees  often 
members  of  the  voter's  fanuly,  frequently  his  chUdren, 
855. — Did  not  consider  this  bribery,  857. — Has  alwavs 
avoided  anything  like  direct  bribery,  857. — During  the 
last  four  or  five  years  they  have  thought  and  acted 
differently  in  respect  of  colour  tickets,  861,  862. — 
Found  great  difficulty  in  making  any  change  or  im- 
provement,   on    account   of  the  prevalence  of  the 
practice,  814. — ^Always  considered  tne  issue  of  colour 
tickets  an  inducement  to  vote,  866. — ^The  iUegality  of 
the  practice  proclaimed  by  Col.  RomiUy  in  1850,  868. 
—Since  that  time,  it  has  been  altogether  discontinued 
by  the  Liberals,  870. — Was  not  surprised  at  hearing  the 
system  declared  iUegal,  871. — Dia  not  commumcate 
this  opinion  to  their  opponents,  8/2. — Tlie  fact  of  the 
Uberal  party  ha^ing  ceased  to  issue  colour  tickets  soon 
known  to  the  other  party,  873. — Did  not  calculate 
upon  unseating  their  opponents  on  petition  on  the 
ground  of  bribery  by  colour  tickets,  874. — The  cost 
of  a  petition  usually  sufficient  to  deter  them  from  such 
a  proceeding,  874. — Mr.  Smythe  offering  himself  as  a 
candidate  ii\jurious  to  the  liberal  cause,  875. — ^The 
canvass  commenced  21  days  before  the  election,  and 
it  was  announced  to  aU  appUcants  for  coloiur  tickets 
during  the  canvass  that  none  would  be  issued,  876. — 
Does  not  know  how  many  appUcations  were  received, 
878.— ITiinks  from  150  to  200  poUed  for  their  oppo- 
nents, in  consequence  of  the  Blues  refusing  the  re- 
commendations, 879. — None  of  their  applications  were 
booked,  no  notice  was  taken  of  them,  880. — At  the 
earUer  elections  the  party  recommending  was  booked 
as  a  pledged  vote,  882. — Was  treasurer  at  the  election 
in  1852,  and  received  for  the  Joint  expenses  of  the  two 
candidates  436/.  6ff.  \\d,    iDelivers  in  the  account 
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BRBNt,  Mr.  AldermAii  JottN>--«ofi/Mi(Ml. 
book  ihowimg  particulars,']    Evidence  explanatory  of 
some  of  the  items  thereiD,  887»  888. — Pud  Burgess,  a 
voter,  25/.,  for  hire  of  committee  room  for  30  days, 
and  Hobdar,  a  musician,  251.  a  day  for  the  band, 
887-890. — Knows  of  no  cases  of  bribtty  of  any  sort 
since  1850, 894.. — Has  heard  that  there  was  bribery  at " 
Mr.  Smythe's  election  against  Mr.  Wilson,  and  again 
in  18179  but  witness  knows  nothing  of  these  matters 
of  his  own  knowledge,  894. — Undovtands  the  object  of 
the  inquiry  and  of  ute  Act,  and  is  willing  to  declare  all 
he  knows  of  the  election  practices  without  reserve,  895- 
897.— Thinks  bribery  aid  not  prevail  to  any  great 
extent  on  the  liberal  side  in  184  7»  899. — Knows  nothing 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  oppcwHe  party,  899. — Heard 
Mr.  Smythe  say  on  the  hustmgs,  tnat  nis  contest  with 
.  Mr.  Hennikdr  Wilson  cost  him  7»000/.,  899. — Inferred 
from  this  statement  that  there  must  have  been  bribery , 
to  a  large  extent,  899. — Witness's  transactions  for  Mr. ' 
Smythe  were  in  1847,  901. — ^Thinks  the  direct  bribery 
in  1847  amounted  to  about  400/.,  906. — ^Thc  expenses 
foreach  candidate  amounted  to 900/.,  908.— The  colour- 
men  cost  about  500/.,  and  the  other  expenses  400/., 
911-917. — Does  not  know  of  any  person  who  received 
a  money  bribe,  only  heard  of  these  things  after  the 
election,  920. — Mr.  Goodwin  and  Mr.  Southee,  who 
were  employed  to  obtain  votes,  more  competent  than 
witness  to  give  evidence  on  this  subject,  921. — And 
Mr.  Rutter  m  respect  of  the  election  of  1^47,  926. — 
Thinks  if  1850  election  be  found  pure,  the  inquiry 
should  not  go  tother  back»  927. — Only  one  member . 
returned  at  the  election  in  1850;  there  was  no  contest, 
it  was  decided  by  show  of  hands,  933-9«S5. — Admits 
that  a  contest  was  expected  in  1850,  and  that  Mr. 
Vance  only  retired  the  evening  before  tbe  election,  • 
937-939. — Does  not  know  why  Mr.  Vance  retired, 
.     heard  that  he  was  paid  1,000/.  for  retbing,  940,  943. 
— Believea  that  bribeiy  was  committed  in  1847  from  \ 
statements  made  before  the  committee,  952. — Some 
parties  received  as  much  as  150/.  upon  their  under- 
taking to  pro<mre  a  certain  number  of  votes,  but 
witness  never  heard  what  was  paid  fbr  each  vote,  953. 
— It  was  managed  by  selling  a  taDy,  954. — ^ITiis  plan 
quite  new  in  practice,  nev»  heard  of  it  before,  and  now  • 
only  knotrs  oif  it  by  report,  955-967, — ^Wae  chiorman 
of  the  committee  which  adopted  this  practice,  968. — ^The 
150/.  paid  fofr  procuring  votes  went  out  of  the  1,800/. 
before  referred  to  as  the  cost  of  the  election,  and ' 
was  pwd  to  Mr.  Goodwin,  964. — Goodwin  received  at 
the  rate  of  5/.  a  head,  but  did  not  pay  more  in  some 
eases  than  1/.  a  head,  the  difference  was  his  profit,  965- 
969. — Mr.  Goodwin  is  a  brewer,  and  always  an  active 
partisan,  970,  971.--^Cullen  and  Southee  both  received 
tnoney  in  like  manner  for  obtaining  votes,  972. —  ! 
Goodwin  got  his  150/.  early  in  the  canvass,  981. —  ; 
.     [fVUness  produces  and  delivers  in  a  red  covered  memo-  j 
rtmdum   Book,    cowtatning  entries   of  sums  paid   to  : 
•certain  persons  for  obtaining  votes  at  the  election  in 
1847,  delivered  to  him  by  Mr,  Rutter,  the  Treasurer. 
978-983.]— The  entries  are  in  Mr.  Butter's  handwritog,  , 
'    985. — ^The  accounts  wwe  submitted  to  a  meetingof 
the  committee  once  or  twice,  and  allowed,  990. — The 
first  two  pages  and  a  half  in  the  red  book  refer  alnlost 
entirely  to  money  bribes,  amountmg  to  463/.  10*.  4(/., 
then  follow  some  legitimate  expenses,  and  then  t^n 
-    other  bribes,  amounting  to  62/.  6*.  6d,,  993. — ^This  , 
expenditure  irrespective  of  479/.  \5s,  for'colourmen's 
ticKets,  994. — ^The  exact  amount  of  the  total  expense 
is  1,785/.  lis.  2d.y  stated  by  witness  in  round  numbers 
as  1,800/.  between  the  two  candidates,  994. — ^There  is 
also  an  entry  in  the  red  book  of  272/.  \3s.  (id,  for 
tavern  bill,  ti«ating,  &c.,  and  100/.  \2s,  9d,  for  sheriff's 
expenses,  995-997. — Detailed  statement  of  the  entries 
in  the  three  first  pages  in  the  red  book,  997. — Caimot 
tell  the  exact  number  of  voters,  on  account  of  the  • 
double  voteft,  they  are  about  1500  absolute  voters,  998. 
— ^l^e  sheriff's  expenses  usually  amount  to  about  100/., 
999.— The  money  was  paid  to  the  under  sheriff,  1002. 
Further  e^adence  in  explanation  of  the  entries  in  the  , 
red  book,  relating  to  direct  bribery^  1006,  1007. — Also 
explanatory  of  the  tavern  bill  and  treating,  1009. — 
And  also  in  respect  of  eleven  entries  under  uie  head  of  ^ 
gifts,  1010-101/. — ^These  last  payments  all  for  services  . 
rendered,  1016. — Description  of  services  for  whidi 
these  payments  were  made,  and  whether  to  voters  or 
not,  1018-1026.— Klchafd,  steward  of  Lady  Conyng- 
hain,  entered  as  having  given  2/.  10s.  probably  to  a 
voter  for  his  vote,  1Q26-1033.— Explanation  of  the 


payments  for  flag»  and  ribbons,  unoun^ng  to 
1051. 4*.  7rf.,  1036- 104».— The  payments  to  out  voters 
probably  their  travelling  expenses,  1050. — ^Thinks  the 
payment  of  20/.  on  account  to  Jacobs  was  for  obtaining 
votes,  1052.-^Thinks  the  4^/.  \0s.  4(/.,  the  {Oculars 
of  which  are  not  given,  was  all  paid  for  the  same 
purpose,  1054.-y-The  payments  under  the  head  of  gifts 
were  for  special  and  extraordinaiy  services  during  the 
progress  of  the  election,  1055. — Sen'ices  in  canvassing, 
preparing  lists,  &c.,  and  other  works  of  considerabliB 
tabcmr,  1055. — Head  money  ha^  never  been  paid  at 
elections  in  Canterbury,  1056. — ^\\^ftncssliad  very  little 
to  do  witli  elections  before  1847,  1057. — ^The  custom 
of  paying  freemen  prior  to  the  Reform  Bill  as  colour- 
men,  not  considered  head  money,  1006. — Understands 
by  head  money  an  annual  payment  to  an  elector,  and 
not  only  during  an  Section,  1063. — Cannot  teU  when 
the  change  was  made,  and  non-voters  employed  on 
the  reeommendation  of  voters,  instead  of  voters  them- 
selves as  formerly,  1067. — ^ITiis  change  took  place  20 
years  ago,  1068. — ^This  evasion  of  the  Act  demised  in 
1832,  1072.— The  system  thus  altered  in  force  until 
1850,  1073.— It  was  then  finally  abandoned  by  Colonel 
RomUly  and  the  Liberal  party  in  the  borough,  1074- 
1079. — The  Liberal  party  were  not  prepared  for  a 
contest  in  1850,  1082.— Thinks  if  Mr.  Vance  had  gone 
to  the  poll,  it  would  have  gone  against  the  Liberals, 
1082. — Did  not  then  calculate  upon  unseating  the 
sitting  member  on  petition  if  the  election  had  gone 
against  them,  1082. — The  expense  of  a  petition  con- 
sidered a  bar  to  such  a  proceeding,  1082.— Mr.  Vance 
retired  on  the  Satiu:day  evening  before  the  election  fix«i 
for  Monday,  1090. — Mr.  Vance  called  at  Colonel 
RomiUy's  Hotel  at  12  o'clock  on  Saturday  night,  and 
informed  him  of  his  intention  to  retire  from  the  contest, 
1090-1091.— is  not  aware  that  ady  person  was  present 
at  that  interview ;  ^inks  most  probably  not,  1098.— Is 
confident  Mr.  Vance's  retirement  was  not  owing  toisny 
private  understanding  with  Colonel  RomiUy,  1106. — 
K^orby  arrangement '^th  tiieir  iagnyers,  U09.-^Tbe 
reports  of  a  comipt  und^staading  or^nated  with 
Mr.  Vance's  otm  coiiunittee,  1100*^1103.— Has  heard 
that  Mr.  VanCe  left  many  election  uills  unpaid,  1117. 
Has  acted  as  treasurer  on  twb  elections,  and  received 
money  f);em  the  candidates  on  both  occasions,  1 1 18, 
1119. — In  1850  received  the  money  two  days  before 
the  election,  but  in  1852  received  a  part  -during  the 
election,  and  the  remainder  subse^endy,  112l.~^At 
this  time  received  no  part  before  the  election,  1 122. — 
The  sum  paid  to  witness  in  1850  was  prior  to  Mr. 
Vance's  retirement,  1125. — -Received  on- 28th  February 
450/.  firom  Colonel  Ronrilly ;  the  election  was  oh  the 
4th  or  5th  March,  and,  as*  it  cost  only  210/.  \5s,  Bd,, 
witness  paid  back  the  bahmee,  1127^1133.— On  this 
occasion  the  sherifi^  expenses  were  66/.  14s,  bd„  1134. 
—The  hire  of  oonunittee  room  10/.,  1138.— .£5  11*.  9d, 
to  Rutter  for  various  disbnrsements  previous  to  the 
election,  1139-1145.— ^  for  colomtnen,  1148.— The 
cormption  at  the  election  in  1847  was  all  mansged  by 
a  sort  of  sub-committee  or  under  cuirent,  consisting 
of  Goodwin,  Jacobs,  D817,  Cullen,  and  others  whose 
names  have  been  given  in,  1 152-1 156.-^'nui^iiib- 
committee  not  formally  appointed,  1156.— Thinks  those 
persons  produced  no  vouchers  in  support  of  tfaenr  alleged 
disbursements,  1161. — The  committee  should  have 
.  audited  these  accounts,  butwitness^  as  chairman,  knew 
nothing  about  them,  1163. — ^Hiinks  Mr.  Stnythehim- 

'  self  looked  after  these  proceedings  on  his  own  be^lf, 
and  for  Lord  A.  Conmgham,  1 167. — Cannot  teH  what 
part  Lord  A.  Conyngham  took  in  this  business,  1169. 
— Witness  knows  very  little  about  the  election  in 
1841 J  was  not  then  chairman,  1170.*-^Has  no  pitpers 
or  accounts  respecting  any  elections  previous  to  1847; 
1174-1177.— Heard  Mr.  Smythe  say  that  his  first 
election  cost  him  7,000/.,  1178,— Heard  Mr.  Smythe  at 
the  .last  election  daim  the  red  colour  borne  by  his 
opponent  as  his  own,  11/9-1187. — Evidence  as  toihe 
payment  of  an  account  for  printing  incurred  by  *the 

■  Pnnting  Reform  Association  for  the-libaml  party, 
1 188. — Mr.  Rutter  can  tell  who  were  paid  as  colourmen 
in  1847;  they  were  usually  poor  votov,  1193. — Nearly 
^  the  poor  have  votes,  1193.*— Has  no  accounts  or 
papers  referring  to  the  election  of  1847,  1194. 

Brbnt,  Mr,  Alderman  John.— (Ht*  E^tamintUion  re- 
sumed) — Very  few  reoommendations  recei\''ed  in  1860 ; 
these  came  in  about  the  middle  of  the  canvass,  1197, 
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Brbnt,  Mr.  AldcirmaA  Sons-HimHnHed, 

1198. — ^In  caarasung  the  yoUn  were  told  that  no 
colourmen  would  be  paid,  1200. — More  recommenda- 
tions came  ip  1852  than  in  1850,  because  the  opposite 
party  issued  more  tickets  than  usual,  1201.— -It  was 
generally  believed  that  the  refusal  of  colour  tickets  in 
1S52  would  cause  the  loss  of  the  election,  1208.— The 
report  of'  2000  colourmen's  tickets  having  been  issued 
by  the  Red  party  the  cause  of  so  Kiany  recommendations 
being  sent  in  to  the  Blues,  1214.— The  colourmen, 
whether  freemen  or  otherwise,  all  verv  indigent,  1216. 
Thinks  more  than  200  freemen  usually  receive  colour 
tickets,  1216. — Many  voters  not  in  actual  want  form- 
erly in  the  habit  of  taking  tickets,  1220.— When  colour 
tickets  were  freely  issued,  about  one  half  of  the  con- 
stituency might  take  them,  1221.— ITiinks  about  700 
or  800  might  take  them,  1222. — Men  would  apply  for 
tickets,  ^Wio  were  uot  all  indigent,  1223. — Colonel 
Romilly  in  1850  determined  to  use  no  illegal  means 
directly  or  indirectly  to  secure  his  election,  1224. — 
Received  450^.  during  the  canvass  for  the  expenses, 
1225.— Particulars  of  witnesses  interview  with  Colonel 
Romilly  in  London  previous  to  the  election,  1226. — 
Thinks  none  of  the  committee  expected  anything  from 
Colonel  Romilly  beyond  the  legal  expenses,  1228. 

BBENTjMr.  Alderman  John.  {His  Examination  resumed,) 
T-Has  no  colour  tickets  in  his  possession,  1230. — [Pro- 
duces  books  relating  to  the  elections  in  1847»  1850,  and 
1852, 1230.]— The  book  referring  to  1850  was  made  up 
immediately  after  the  election,  1232.— The  book  of 
1847  is  »  copy  made  from  Mr.  Rutt^s  book  deUvered 
to  witness  as  chairman  after  the  election,  1233. — 
Returned  the  original  to  Mr.  Rutter  a  few  davs  tdtet- 
wards,  1236. — Hto  never  been  concerned  in  orflbery ; 
did  not  consider  the  issue  of  colourmen's  tickets  bribei^, 
1242.— Heard  that  bribeiy  had  taken  uhce,  but  was 
never  personally  concerned  in  it,  1242-1244. — Received 
appointnenta  to  Govemmant  Bituations  for  his  four 
sons^  in. oonsequuence  of  his  exertions  generally  for  the 

,  libewAcwwe^andiwtforaajjwrticvlw  service  at  elec- 
tions,  1246-1253.— Knows  Thomas  Admans^  a  baker, 
1257.— Has  no  recollection  of  ever  having  paid  him 
money  for  Ini  rote,  1258. — Evidenoeexnlaiiatoiy.ofihA 
value  of  the  appointments  obtained  for  hit  sons,  12^ 
1263.  — Never  procured  any  situations  for  his  sons-in- 
law,  1265. — Knows  Baldookr  has  some  feint  recQUeation 
of  having  through  Lord  A.  Conrngham  procoied  a 
situation  for  him  in  the  excise,  1268.-^Consider8  this 
legitimate  influence,  1268.— In  1850  and  1852  no 
cdourmen*^  ticiceto  were  issued,  except  ta  those  who 
actually  discharge  the  duties  they  were  hired  for, 
127L — ^Never  gave  James  Busher  money  for  his  vote, 
may  have  given  him  a  shilling  for  drink  to  get  ndjof 
him,  1272.— Certainly  never  gave  him  31.,  1273.— 

.  Bakiock,  for  whose  son  witness  got  a  place  in  the  ex- 
cise, always  a  voter  on  the  blue  side,  1274» — ^There  was 
no  understanding  about  the  fether's  vote  when  tiie 
appointment  was  got  for  the  son,  X277. — Considered 
the  app<^tment  as  a  reward  for  past  senoces,  1280. 
— Should  never  think  of  rewarding  any  but  those 
who  were  friends  to  the  cause,  1283. — Abraham 
Abrahams,  voted  for  Conyngham  and  Sn^ythe,  in 
1847,  1287.— Does  not  know  what  he  got,  nor  what 
he  was  promised  for  his  vote,  1288. — Had  no  cpn- 
versation  with  Mr.  Pilcher  about  Abrahams,  nor 
promised  him  31,  for  his  vote,  1293.— Knows  Blinks, 
the  was  employed  for  the  reds  at  the  first  part  of 
the  canvass  in  1852,  but  voted  for  the  blue  partf, 
1295,  1296.— He  got  no  mon^  for  his  vote,  1301- 
1303.— .One  of  ^ritnessee  sons  iq>pmnted  to  a  Govern- 
ment situiition  seventeen  years  ago,  1306.— Witness 
voted  as  early  as  1820,  but  did  not  take  any  active  part 
in  elections  as  regards  money  matters  until  1836  and 
1837,  1306-1308.— Was  a  member  of  Lord  Clifton's 

■  committee  in  1820,  and  proposed  him,  1313. — From 
that  time  took  an  active  peat  in  canvassing  voters  and 
publks  speaking,  but  not  with  the  finances,  1313.— 
Farticulara  ofuie  various  elections  in  Canterbury  since 
1820.  Lord  Clifton  had  two  or  three  contests,  which 
cost  him  between  17,000Z.  and  18,000/.,  1315.— Acted 
as  chairman  of  the  liberal  committee  in  1831  and  in 
1832,  1319.— Took  no  part  in  the  dection  of  1841, 
except  voting,  1320.— But  was  actively  engaged  again 
in  liH7  as  chairman,  and  in  canvassing  and  doing  the 
out  of  door  work,  1320.— Admits  that  anterior  to  the 
election  of  1832  there  was  a  tacit  understandm^  ihat 
every  freeman  who  asked  for  it  should  receive  some- 
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thing  for  bra  vote,  1321. — After  having  ]»omised  hii 
i    vote,  the  fireeman  would  send  for  his  colour  tickets, 
but  no  application  or  promise  was  ever  made  in  can* 
i    vassing,  1322.— Admits  that  this  was  the  general  prac- 
i    tice,  1324. — ^W'as  first  connected  with  the  financial 
business  of  elections  in  1850,  1327^ — The  practice  of 
colour  tickets  was  carried  out  at  the  eleetions  1832, 
'    1835,  1837,  and  at  two  elections  in  1841,  and  two  in 
^    1847»  1329. — Has  no  powers  or  books  relating  tothe 
elections  of  1831,  1B32, 1835,  and  1837,  1332,  1333. 
—Took  no  part  in  the  election  of  1841,   1334.— 
Heard  that  there  was  a  good  deal  of  direct  bribery  at 
the  two  elections  of  1841. — But  not  in  1837,  nothing 
beyond  colounnen,  1336,  1337.— In  1835  Mr.  Villiers 
was  unseated  upon  a  scrutiny,  1341. — ^Thinks  there 
%vas  not  much  direqt  bribery  in  1837,  1343. — ^Was  not 
personally  concerned  in  the  expenditure  at  the  election 
m  1847 ;  copied  the  expenses  from  a  book,  but  knew 
nothing  about  those  expences,  1344-1346. — Has  no 
Df^nage  connected  with  the  local  charities,  1348. — 
His  friends  have,  and  it  is  probable  that  he  may  in 
canvassing,  have  promised  to  ask  for  Lovejoy's  chant^jT, 
which  is  fOs.  at  Christmas,  1350. — May  have  done  this 
at  any  or  every  election  up  to  1850,  and  1852,  1351- 
1353. — ^The  charity  bribes  too  small  to  be  of  any  use 
j     in  1847,  1358. — At  other  elections  if  asked  for,  they 
would  be  promised  and  given  to  the  friends  of  the 
cause,  1361,  1362. — Never  heard  of  a  10/.  sandwich, 
1363. — Knows  the  Styles  femily,  they  are  in  very  low 
>     circumstances,  their  votes  vaiy  from  eight  to  ten,  in- 
cluding the  daughters  husbands,  1365. — Th^  votes 
never  promised  nor  given  to  the  blue  interest,  1369.^ 
'     Explanation  of  the  mon^  paid  for  hire  of  two  com- 
i     mittee  rooms  m  1850,  1369^1381.— The  local  eharititt 
;     since  the  passing  of  the  Municipal  Act  in  1835,  under 
the  management  of  trustees  app<mited  by  the  Lord 
i     Chancellor,  1383-1385.— The  pditics  of  the  trustees 
originally  about  equal,  tkt  present  the  blues  are  as  fi^e 
\     to  three,  1387-1389.— Has  heard  of  complaints  fimm 
disappointed  persons  about  the  chimties,  out  nothing 
'      against  the  trustees  in  reference  to  party  polities,  1389. 
— Believes  the  trustees  have  idways  acted  with  striet 
integrity  and  impartiality  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties,  1390. 
Brent,  Mr.  Alderman  John.    {His  Examination  con- 
tinwBdJ)-^HBa  no  banker's   book   relating  to   1850, 
1999. — His  banker's  book  would  not  show  from  whom 
the  450/.  jMiid  to  his  account  for  the  election  was  paid, 
2000. — Paid  the  balance  to  Mr.  Coppock  personal^, 
2003. — Evidence  explanatory  of  certain  payments  on 
account  of  the  election  for  1850,  the  orders  for  which 
were  endorsed  by  witness,  2009-2035. — Martin  was 
ordered  to  be  paid  tluree  guineas;  this  quite  a  case  of 
charity,  2009-2012. — Does  not  know  who  canvassed 
Martin ;  probably  Col.  Romilly  and  the  party  with  him, 
2016.— Tliinks  Martin  always  voted  in  the  Blue  in- 
terest, 2020-2022.— These  and  shnilar  accounts  handfed 
to  witness  as  one  of  the  comnuttee,  and  by  him  in- 
dorsed for  payment,  as  a  matter  of  course,  without 
knowing  the  merits  of  every  case,  2026. — Explanation 
of  witness's  knowledge  of  the  several  payments  to 
persons  of  the  name  of  White,  2030,  2035. 
Brknt,  Mr.  Alderman  John .  {His  ExaminatUvn  resumed.) 
— Handed  over  the  balance  of  the  money  witness  re- 
coved  for  Col.  Romilly's  election  to  Mr.  Coppock,  48l6. 
— Cannot  recollect  what  induced  witness  to  pay  it  to 
Mr.  CoppodL ;  suspected  he  was  acting  for  Col.  Ilomilly, 
4817.-.Was  not  told  by  Col.  Romilly  to  pay   the 
balance  to  Mr.  Coppock,  4818.— Did  not  pay  the 
balance;  paid  only  100/.  and  retained  the  diirerence 
(108/.)  to  meet  registration  expenses  and  other  contin- 
gencies, 4819-4822.— Lord  Albert  Conyngham  sug- 
gested that  the  entire  balance  should  not  be  paid  in, 
but  that  a  sum  should  be  reserved  to  pay  expenses, 
4822.— Thinks  also  it  was  Lord  Albert  who  suggei^d 
to  witness  that  the  balance  should  be  paid  to  Mr.  Cop- 
pock, 4822.-— Has  always  been  ui  the  habit  of  consulting 
with  Lord  A.  Conyngham  on  election  matters,  and 
asked  his  opinion  as  to  what  should  be  done  witii  the 
balance,  48z7.— Thinks  it  was  Lord  A.  Conyngham 
who  told  witness  to  take  the  money  to  Mr.  Coppock, 
4832. — Had  no  communication  with  any  other  than 
Lord  Albert  relative  to  the  disposal  of  the  balapice, 
4834.— Received  from  the  Lonaon  and  Commercial 
Bank  150f.,  4837.-^This  mcmey  was  placed  to  witness's 
aredit  by  order  of  CbLBomilly,  Aa  he  believe8,.484P.— 
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Did  not  see  Mr.  Coppock  at  all  before  the  election, 
4843.— Is  sure  that  Lord  A.  Conyngham  told  witness 
that  he  had  better  pay  the  balance  to  Mr.  Coppock, 
4j^5.__Did  not  pay  the  balance  to  Mr.  Ck)ppock ;  paid 
him  100/.  out  of  150/.  and  retained  the  residue  for 
contingent  expenses,  4848.— Expected,  in  consequence 
of  witness's  conversation  about  election  expenses  in 
London,  that  between  400/.  and  500/.  would  be  paid 
by  Col.  Romilly,  486G.— Thinks  he  might  have  men- 
tioned that  he  banked  with  the  London  and  County 
Bank,  and  that  the  money  would  probably  be  paid 
there  to  witness's  account,  4867,  4868.— Saw   Lord 
Albert  Conyngham  on  the  subject  of  finding  a  successor, 
4SJG, — Upon  his  oath  he  did  not  know  before  he  left 
Canterbury  that  Lord  Albert  was  to  find  the  funds, 
487S,___I^rd  Albert  said  that  money  would  be  furnished, 
and  wished  witness  to  take  the  chief  management  of 
the  election,  4880.— This  was  two  or  three  months 
before  the  election,  4881. —Lord  Albert  did  not  say 
from  what  source  the  funds  would  come,  4882.— Thought 
Col.  Romilly  would  supply  the  funds,  4886. — Saw  both 
Lord  Albert  and  Col.  Romilly  in  London  after  the 
election,  4886.— Had  no  conversation  with  Col.  Romilly 
at  that  time  on  the  expenses  of  the  election,  4889. — 
Consulted  Lord  Albert  because  he  had  always  been  in 
the  habit  of  speaking  to  him  on  these  matters,  4893. — 
Did  not  consider  exactly  that  the  money  was  Col. 
Romilly's,  as  he  said  he  was  not  a  rich  man,  but 
thought  it  was  from  some  fund  or  subscription,  to  pro- 
mote his  election,  4895.— Treated  it  as  Col.  Romilly 's 
money,  but  thought  that  Lord  Albert  had  been  the 
means  of  obtaining  it,  4897. — Cannot  tell  why  he  con- 
sulted Lord  Albert  as  to  the  disposal  of  the  money  in 
preference  to  Col.  Romilly,  4901.— Paid  100/.  to  Mr. 
Coppock,  and  retained  50/.  at  Lord  Albert's  suggestion, 
4903,  4904. — Evidence  recapitulating  witness's  previous 
evidence  relative  to  his  coming  to  London  in  search  of 
a  candidate;    the  axrangement  then  made,  and  the 
result,  4907. — ^Witness  does  not  think  his  character  is 
at  all  at  stake  in  this  business,  4907.--lTiink8  the 
manner  of  his  examination  tends  to  cast  suspicion  upon 
a  very  simple  and  plain  transaction,  4907.— TThe  Com- 
missioner reverts  to  Mr.  Brent's  previous  evidence  where 
he  stated  that  he  had  paid  the  balance  to  Col.  Romilly, 
and  to  the  present  e^'idence,  by  which  it  appears  that, 
instead  of  a  balance  of  upwards  of  200/.,  only  100/.  was 
paid,  and  that  not  to  Col.  Romilly  at  all,  and  thinks 
that  these  contradictions  must  affect  witness's  character 
imless  explained,  4908,  4909.]— Witness  does  not  think 
that  his  evidence  would  bear  such  an  interpretation, 
4910.— Thinks  it  very  Ukely  that  he  mentioned  to  Lord 
Albert  the  amount  of  the  balance,  4911. — Did  not  teU 
Mr.  Coppock  what  the  balance  was,  nor  that  he  was 
retaining  50/.  5  merely  said  that  he  had  to  pay  him  100/. 
out  of  the  fund  witness  had  received  on  account  of  the 
election,  4912-4918.— The  balance  not  quite  all  ex- 
pended ;  there  is  about  30/.  left,  4921,  4922.— Cannot 
furnish  an  account  of  the  expenditure  of  the  difference 
between  the  30/.  and  the  original  balance,  4924. — 
Thinks  he  paid  30/.  to  Goodwin  for  something  in  1847, 
4924. — Goodwin  was  bribery  agent  for  the  Liberal  com- 
*  roittee  in  1847,  4928.— Lord  Albert  particularly  recom- 
mended that  all  the  outstanding  accounts  should  be 
pwd,  4929.— Did  not  pay  Lord  Albert's  bills  with  Col. 
Romilly's  money,  4930. — Thought  it  very  hkely  that 
Lord  Albert  had  contributed  very  largely  towards  the 
election  fund,  and  he  should  be  right  in  attending  to 
his  directions,  4933.— JTiinks  Lord  Albert  did  contri- 
bute to  the  election  fund  of  1852,  but  has  no  reason 
for  thinking  so,  4937,  4938. — Witness  knows  nothing 
of  the  accounts  of  the  dection  of  1847 ;  he  tendered  a 
copy  of  a  book  which  had  been  handed  to  him,  4940. — 
Has  stated  that  he  believed  all  the  expenses  of  1847 
had  been  paid,  4941. — All  the  committee  admitted  that 
the  accounts  for  1847  were  audited  and  discharged 
before  the  election  of  1850,  4949.— Explanation  of  the 
payment  of  the  30/.  to  Goodwin,  4949. — Paid  it  at  the 
request  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  to  whom  all  the 
circumstances  were  explained,  4949.— Goodwin  claimed 
the  30/.  of  the  committee  of  1847,  but  his  clwm  was 
refused,  4949. — Paid  tliis  30/.  bdbre  the  election  of 
1850,  or  during  the  time  of  the  election,  4954. — Con- 
siders this  payment  reduces  the  balance  of  the  fund  of 
1850,  4955,  4956.— lliinks  this  30/.  was  paid  at  the 
time  witness  saw  Lord  Albert  in  London  regarding  the 
disposied  of  the  balance,  4962. — Never  spoke  of  the 
150/.  witness  took  to  liOndon  as  a  balance,  4963.— Wit- 
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ness  had  no  funds  in  his  hands  from  the  election  of 
1847,  4967.— The  30/.  paid  to  Goodwin  had  no  reference 
whatever  to  Col.  Romilljr's  election,  4971. — ^When 
witness  saw  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  in  London,  after 
the  election  of  1850,  regarding  the  disposal  of  the 
surplus,  the  bills  were  not  all  paid,  4973. — Ascertained 
the  total  amoimt,  and  found  there  was  150/.  more  than 
would  be  wanted,  4973. — Knows  Abraham  Abrahams 
of  Northgate  very  well,  4975. — Has  no  recollection  of 
authorizing  Abnmams  to  pay  a  voter  3/.,  4977- — ^The 
paper  may  have  been  put  before  witness  as  chairman, 
and  passed  as  a  matter  of  course,  as  in  the  case  of 
Busher,  but  he  has  no  recollection  of  the  circumstance, 
4977* — Has  been  in  the  habit  of  making  small  pay- 
ments for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  which  have  been 
subsequently  settled  either  by  Lord  Albert  himself,  or 
by  his  steward,  4978-^982.— Has  paid  Lord  Albert's 
household,  in  his  absence  abroad,  for  months  together, 
4983. — ^These  disbursements  always  settled  immediately 
after  his  lordship's  return,  4984. — ^Thinks  he  has  in- 
formed Lord  Albert  of  the  payment  of  the  30/.  to 
Goodwin,  4985. — As  the  election  of  1850  cost  so  little, 
it  was  thought  desirable  to  act  liberally  to  their  Mends 
who  had  assisted  them  on  previous  occasions,  to  gra^ 
tuities,  &c.,  4985.— Told  Lord  Albert  that  the  30/.  to 
Goodwin  was  paid  out  of  monies  in  witness's  hands, 
but  does  not  recollect  whether  he  stated  what  monies, 
4989,  4990.— Told  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  that  450/. 
had  been  paid  to  witness's  account  for  the  election 
expenses,  which  amounted  to  about  300/.,  and  that  he 
had  a  balance  of  150/.  to  pay  back,  4994.— Paid  Mr. 
Coppock  100/.  and  retained  50/.  to  meet  contingencies, 
4994. — Considers  he  was  acting  imder  proper  authority 
in  retaining  the  50/.,  4996. — Is  a&aid  that  he  has  by 
his  previous  evidence  conveyed  an  erroneous  and  inju- 
rious impression  of  his  conduct  in  respect  of  this 
money,  4997-4999. 

Brent,  Mr.  Aldaman  John.  {His  ExandnaHon  returned.) 
Procured  the  paper  now  produced,  relative  to  the 
Excise  fraud,  from  Mr.  Avis,  and  forwarded  it  to  Lord 
Londesborough,  14,926,  14,927. 

Brent,  Mr.  Alderman  John.  (His Exafnmation  resumed,) 
Desires  to  coirect  his  former  evidence,  relative  to 
conversations  with  Lord  Londesborough  relative  to 
election  funds,  15,026. — Did  not  intend  to  say  that 
Lord  Londesborough  promised  or  intended  to  furnish 
fimds  for  Col.  RonuUy's  election,  15,026,  15,027. 

Brent,  Mr.  John,  junior.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence,)— 
Is  the  eldest  son  of  Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  a  voter;  both 
householder  and  freeman,  3068, 3071. — Has  taken  part 
in  the  elections  of  1852,  1850-1847,  and  1841,  3078. 
— Always  supported  the  Blues,  3080. — Is  clerk  to  the 
Canterbury  Incorporation,  and  formerly  engaged  in 
conunercial  pursmts,  3083. — Never  held  any  ofiice  un- 
der Government,  3084. — At  the  election  in  1852  spoke 
at  pubUc  meetings,  and  went  out'  canvassing,  3085. — 
Was  a  member  of  the  committee,  3088. — Had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  employment  of  messengers  or  colour- 
men,  nor  with  the  financial  part  of  the  election,  3090- 
3093. — If  asked  for  colour  tickets  when  canvassing, 
always  refused  them,  and  referred  to  the  conunittee  ap- 
plications for  employment  as  messengers,  3094. — Never 
heard  that  freemen  were  engaged  as  messengers  whose 
services  were  not  required,  3Cfo6. — Never  was  appUed 
to  for  money  when  canvassing,  3099-3101. — Assisted 
at  the  election  of  1850,  seconded  Colonel  llomilly  and 
was  on  his  committee,  3102,  3103. — First  heard  of  Mr. 
Vance's  retirement  either  on  the  Sunday,  the  morning 
previous  to  the  election,  or  on  the  morning  of  the  elec- 
tion, 3104-^106. — ^Was  much  astonished  at  his  retire- 
ment, 3108. — Does  not  beheve  the  report  ihsA  Mr. 
Vance  received  money  to  induce  him  to  retire,  3109. — 
Does  not  know  whether  any  of  his  expenses  were  left 
unpaid,  3113. — Was  on  the  committee  and  canvassed 
in  1847 ;  does  not  know  of  any  case  of  bribery,  3116. 

Bribery  Agents  (sec  Agents;  and  under  Bribeiy;  Pay- 
ments of  sums  of  money  to  individuals  for  the  piupose 
of  bribing  voters). 

Bribery. — I.  Direct  Bribery  :-r 
1.  Generally. 
Has  been  connected  poUtically  with  Canterbuiy  for 
nearly  50  years,  and  represented  the  city  in  five  Par- 
liaments, and  has  no  reason  to  doubt  that  money  bribery 
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Bribery — 1.  Dibkct  Bribkry — continued, 
to  a  very  considerable  extent  has  prevailed  for  many 
years,  iMshington,  5002-5009.— There  has  been  a  lavish 
expenditure  for  colourmen,  hall-men,  exorbitant  pay- 
ments to  messengers,  and  for  the  travelling  expenses 
of  out-voters,  Lushington,  5004. — ^The  expenditure 
under  these  heads  so  large  at  the  election  in  1818  that 
witness  took  the  opinion  of  Sir  Nicholas  Undal,  then 
Attorney-General,  on  its  legality,  ib,  5010. — Has  no 
doubt  bribeiy  has  been  practised  on  both  sides  at 
every  election,  Kingsford,  5505. — Any  person  who 
took  an  interest  in  the  election,  and  rendered  his 
services  in  procuring  votes,  would  become  an  agent, 
French,  7408. — Bribery  not  confined  to  bribery  agents, 
ib.  7402.— The  voter  who  would  not  promise  his  vote 
to  either  party  was  turned  over  to  some  one  of  the  com- 
mittee who  knew  him  to  manage  him,  to  give  him  money 
for  his  vote  if  he  would  not  vote  without  it,  ib,  7408. — 
In  the  time  of  Lord  Clifton  and  Mr.  Ludhington  lOi. 
would  be  paid  for  a  split  vote,  and  II.  for  a  plumper. 
Cooper,  1515. — Prior  to  the  Reform  Act  there  was  a 
tacit  understanding  that  every  freeman  on  recording 
his  vote  should  be  paid  something  for  it.  Brent,  1321. 
— Never  voted  without  receiving  money  or  colour  tickets, 
Josslyn,  10,846. — ^Believes  there  was  no  direct  bribery 
to  any  great  extent  on  either  side  until  1841,  Brent, 
1344.— Was  not  aware  of  any  corrupt  practices  bv  the 
Liberals  at  any  election  for  Canterbuiy  until  1847, 
Pitcher,  2963. — ^No  money  was  spent  until  1847  in  what 
was  then  considered  bribery,  ib.  9587. — Mr.  Vance,  in 
his  address  to  the  electors  announcing  his  retirement 
from  the  contest  in  1850,  gave  as  his  reason  for  retiring 
his  belief  that  success  was  impossible  without  bribery, 
RomiUy,  1807. 

At  the  Election  qf  1852  {by  the  Liberal  Par<y).— Sir 
William  Somerville  and  Colonel  RomiUy  gave  particular 
directions  that  no  act  should  be  commitiked  which  would 
endanger  their  election.  Cooper,  608. — They  would  not 
allow  any  colour  tickets  to  oe  issued,  or  anyHiing  done 
which  could  be  construed  into  bribery,  ib.  603. 

At  the  Election  of  1852  (6y  the  Conservative  Party). 
— Gave  particular  directions  that  no  act  of  bribery 
should  be  committed,  as  the  ''Blues**  had  given  out  that 
they  were  laying  a  trap  to  unseat  them  on  petition, 
Johnston,  2590. — Knew  a  trap  was  laid,  but  did  not 
know  until  the  presentation  of  the  petition  that  it 
referred  to  bribery  and  colour  tickets,  to.  2599. — Upon 
his  oath  was  not  co^^nizant  of  one  single  act  of  bribery, 
treating,  or  corruption,  except  in  resect  of  the  colour 
tickets,  while  he  was  a  candidate,  Johnston,  2701. — 
Witness  does  not  know  from  his  own  knowledge,  nor 
from  the  statements  of  any  parties  intrusted  by  him 
with  the  management  of  tne  funds,  that  any  of  those 
funds  were  spent  in  direct  moner  payments,  Gipps, 
2/38. — ^There  was  not  near  so  much  brioery  in  1852  as 
in  1847,  and  there  ought  not  to  have  been  any.  Pout, 
4309. — The  Conservatives  were  strong  enough  to  beat 
their  opponents  without  bribery,  w.  4302. — Bribed 
several  persons  fbr  the  Conservatives  at  this  election. 
Friend,  7462. 

At  the  General  Election  of  1847  (by  the  Idberal 
Party). — Is  aware  that  there  was  bribenr  at  the  general 
election  of  1847  by  the  Liberal  party,  P/ttmmcr,2041.— 
Thinks  the  bribery  would  be  about  4001.,  Brent,  906. — 
— Does  not  think  it  would  amount  to  800/.,  ib.  918. — 
— Is  of  opinion  that  bribery  had  been  committed,  from 
statements  submitted  to  the  committee.  Brent,  952. — 
Admits  that  there  was  some  very  improper  expedition, 
particularly  at  the  close  of  the  election,  PUcher,  2929. 
— ^The  direct  bribery  amounted  to  463/.  IO5.  Ad.,  Brent, 
994-l(X)0,  Butter,  1537.— The  bribery  business  managed 
by  an  **  under  current  *'  consisting  of  certain  members 
of  the  committee  forming  themselves  into  a  sub-com- 
mittee. Brent,  958-1157. — ^The  business  of  the  sub- 
committee not  transacted  in  the  jpublic  committee  room, 
but  at  their  ovra  homes,  ib.  1 159, — ^The  accounts  of  the 
expenditure  of  the  sub-committee  would  be  audited  by 
the  general  committee,  ib.  1164. — Witness  as  chairman 
knew  nothing  of  their  proceedings,  ib,  1163. — ^Thinks 
Mr.  Smythe  superintended  and  revised  the  proceedings 
of  the  sub-committee.  Brent,  1164. — Believes  he  was 
in  communication  with  parties  who  not  feeling  confident 
in  the  result  of  the  canviiss,  thought  it  desirable  to 
obtfdn  a  number  of  votes,  ib.  1168. — Considers  that 
Mr.  Smythe  acted  for  himself  and  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham  in  these  transactions,  ib.  1167. — Has  no  doubt  that 
Mr.  Smythe  can  give  information  as  to  the  working  of 
the  "under  current"  in  1847,  «6.  1187. — Denies  the 
correctness  of  Mr.  Brent's  statement  that  the  persons 
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employed  in  bribery  accounted  to  witness  and  to  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham,  Smythe,  2435. — Knew  nothing 
whatever  of  any  bribery  transaction ;  it  was  altogether 
without  witness's  cognizance,  ib.  2436. — Did  not  see 
any  of  the  accounts  connected  vvith  bribery,  ib.  2437. — 
It  was  reported  in  Canterbury  on  the  morning  of  the 
election  that  large  sums  had  come  down  either  from 
Lady  Conyngham  or  Mr.  Denison  to  support  the 
Liberal  candidates,  CUnton,  4779.-^5,000  reported  to 
have  been  sent  down,  and  firom  that  time  the  liberal 
candidates  gained  upon  their  opponents,  and  finally 
beat  them,  ib.  4778-9.— Anecdote  of  one  of  the  sup- 
porters  of  the  Liberal  candidates  when  parading  the 
town  in  procession,  addressing  witness  and  his  com- 
panions, and  showing  in  triumph  a  bag  of  money,  and 
asserting  that  that  had  won  the  election,  and  that  if  the 
reds  had  done  the  same  they  might  have  got  in,  Clinton, 
4781. 

At  the  General  Election  of  1847  (by  the  Conservative 
P«r/y.)— Admits  that  there  was  bribery  on  the  part  of 
the  Conservatives  at  this  election.  Pout,  4116. — Would 
not  have  become  a  candidate  if  he  had  known  the  prac- 
tice resorted  to  to  procure  votes,  Clinton,  47/4. — 
Bribed  a  few  persons  at  the  general  election  of  1847, 
but  not  many.  Friend,  7431. 

At  the  Bye  Election  of  1847  {by  the  Liberal  Party.) 
— Does  not  think  there  was  any  bribery  at  the  bye  elec- 
tion of  1847, -Ri«//<t,  1596. 

At  the  General  Election  of  1841  {bv  the  Liberal 
Party). — Admits  that  there  was  bribery  by  the  Liberal 
party  at  this  election,  Brent,  894. — Learnt  after  the 
election  that  there  had  been  bribery,  ib.  894. 

At  the  General  Election  of  1841  {by  the  Conservative 
Party). — Heard  that  there  was  direct  money  bribery 
employed  by  the  reds  at  this  election,  but  does  not 
know  it  of  ms  own  knowledge.  Pout,  4052-57. 

At  the  Bye  Election  of  1841  {by  the  Liberal  Party). 
— ^Admits  that  there  was  bribery  by  the  blues  at  this 
election.  Brent,  894. — ^There  was  a  good  deal  of  bribery 
at  this  time.  Cooper,  1436;  Pitcher,  2929-31;  Brent, 
1337. 

At  the  Bye  Election  of  1841  {by  the  Conservative 
Party). — ^Aner  his  first  election  was  pretty  well  aware 
of  the  practices  resorted  to  to  carry  it,  Smythe,  2396. — 
It  was  weU  known  that  bribery  was  extensively  prac- 
tised. Brent,  1337. — ITie  documents  showing  the  expen- 
diture at  this  election  were  all  burnt  on  account  of  the 
immense  peril  involved  in  them  to  many  parties,  Smythe, 
2421 ;  Pout,  4031. — ^About  60  persons  were  involved  in 
bribery  transactions  on  this  occasion,  Smythe,  2422. — 
Many  persons  would  doubdess  have  been  compromised 
by  the  publication  of  these  papers.  Pout,  4035. — ^Admits 
that  there  was  a  gpreat  deal  of  bribery,  and  that  it  was 
done  by  persons  in  a  higher  grade  of  life,  bribing  the 
poorer  voters.  Pout,  403^7. — Has  no  doubt  that  the 
expenditure  for  confidential  purposes  was  very  consider- 
able, Ktngqford,  7/40.- Has  heard  that  nearly  3.000/. 
was  spent  by  the  Consen^ative  party  in  direct  bribery  at 
this  election.  Pout,  4700. — ^Thinks  there  must  have 
been  more  bribery  by  the  Conservatives  than  by  the 
Liberals,  or  the  latter  would  not  have  been  beaten, 
Cooper,  1477. 

At  the  General  Election  of  1837  {by  the  Liberal 
Party). — There  ^vas  no  direct  bribery  practised  bv  the 
Liberal  party  at  this  election,  Pilcier,  2889. — ^"rhere 
was  no  occasion  for  it ;  they  were  always  too  confident, 
ib. — ^'Iliey  endeavouredto  avoid  bribery  in  every  shape, 
as  it  was  then  understood,  ib. — ^Thinks  there  was  no 
direct  bribery  on  the  part  of  the  Liberals  at  this  elec- 
tion, beyond  colour  tickets.  Brent,  1337-1340. 

At  the  General  Election  of  1835  {by  the  Liberal 
Party). — Bribery,  or  what  was  then  deemed  bribery, 
was  never  thought  of  in  these  days.  Pitcher,  2866, 286/. 
— ^Therewerenopaymentsof  5/.and  6/.tovotcrs,  nothing 
except  the  colour  tickets,  ib.,  2S6S. — Does  not  think 
there  was  any  bribenr  at  this  election,  beyond  colour 
tickets,  Brent,  1337-1340. 

2.  Payments  to  individuals  for  the  purpose  of  bribing 

voters  at  the  General  Election  of  1852,  by  the 

Conservative  party, 

Admans,   Henry. — ^Admans    of   Whitstable  was 

another  agent.  Pout,  4295. — Admans  came  to  witness  a 

few  days  before  the  election,  and  asked  and  obtained 

permission  to  arrange  with  the  Whitstable  voters,  as  he 

had  done  before,  ib.  4298. — Had  no  doubt  that  Admans 

intended  bribery,  ib.  4302. — After  the  election,  Admans 
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Hribkry— 1.  Direct  Bribery — contmwd, 
Admans,  Henry — conthued. 
brought  in  a  bill  of  70/.  or  80/.  for  these  voters,  ib. 
4305.-11167  were  all  freemen,  ib.  4306. — Had  money 
to  do  business  with  at  the  last  election,  and  can  give 
an  account  of  its  expenditure,  Admans,  7780-7784. — 
Had  67/.  from  Mr.  Pout  a  day  or  two  after  the  election, 
ib.  7793-7799.— Upon  Ms  oath  received  onlv  67/.  ib. 
7880-11,664. — Gave  the  names  of  the  men  to  Mr.  Pout, 
and  witness  was  to  do  the  best  he  could  with  them,  but 
limited  to  10/.  a  man,  ib.  7802-7807.— Particulars  of 
the  expenditure  of  this  money,  t*.  7810-7863.— Took 
20/.  for  lus  own  services  on  this  occasion,  ib.  7880. 

Bligh,  Jambs. — Witness  had  15/.  from  Mr.  Henry 
Ward  to  bribe  the  three  Whites,  and  paid  John  White 
the  money  after  they  had  polled,  Bligh,  8134-8163. — 
Understood  that  Bligh  had  30/.,  but  not  through  wit- 
ness*s  hands,  although  he  was  the  cause  of  the  money 
being  paid  to  him,  Ward,  8202. — ^The  money  was  paid 
by  Mr.  Thomas  White  CoUard,  ib.  8203.— It  was  put 
into  an  envelope  by  Mr.  Collard,  and  sealed  in  wit- 
ness's presence,  ana  in  the  presence  of  witness's  son- 
in-law,  Mr.  Asiienden,  ib.  8205. — ^The  envelope,  con- 
taining the  notes,  was  then  given  to  Ashenden,  and  by 
him  dropt  into  an  open  window  in  Bligh's  house,  ib. 
8217-8227. — Received  the  envelope  referred  by  the  last 
witness,  but  did  not  know  until  afterwards  that  it 
contained  money,  and  dropt  it  into  an  open  window  in 
Bligh's  house,  Ashenden,  8256-8269.— Took  30/.  out 
of  his  pocket,  and  inclosed  it  in  an  envelope  in  the 
presence  of  Mr.  Ward,  to  be  sent  to  Bligh  to  bribe 
voters,  CoUard,  9166.— Inclosed  a  20/.  and  10/.  note, 
ib.  9232. — Will  swear  that  he  put  30/.  into  the  envelope, 
t&.  9234. — ^Thinks  it  was  an  adhesive  envelope,  and  was 
not  sealed  with  wax,  ib.  9234. — Evidence  relative  to 
Mr.  Bligh  changing  a  20/.  note.  Barker,  10,254-10,284. 
— Evidence  relative  to  Mr.  Ward's  own  statement  of 
this  matter,  as  taken  down  on  the  brief  prepared  for 
the  election  committee,  Kingtford,  10,285-10,319. — 
Mr.  Ward's  explanation,  on  bein^  informed  of  the 
difference  in  his  evidence  before  £e  Commissioners, 
from  his  statement  to  Mr.  Kingsford,  as  appearing  on 
the  brief.  Ward,  10,320-10,386.— Will  swear  that  he 
only  received  15/.  from  Mr.  Ward,  a  10/.  note  and  a 
5/.  of  the  Canterbury  bank,  Bligh,  8369. — Received 
20/.  from  Mr.  Pout,  and  paid  it  to  Tliomas  Marsh  and 
William  Cogger  to  bribe  with,  BUgh. 

Collard,  Thomas  White. — Received  50/.  from 
Mr.  Kingsford  for  the  general  purposes  of  the  election, 
CoUard,  9156. — Inclosed  30/.  of  tiiis  in  an  envelop«, 
and  gave  it  to  Ashenden  to  give  Bligh,  ib.  9165. — Paid 
25/.  to  Ashenden  bv  request  of  Dr.  Lochee,  as  a  present 
for  his  services,  and  paid  also  several  sums,  ib.  9174. — 
Has  not  been  repaid  the  excess  of  expenditure  above 
the  50/.,  ih.  9177. — Had  nothing  to  do  with  the  expen- 
diture of  any  other  money  at  t^s  election,  t6.  9154. 

Cogger,  William,   Jun. — Received    13/.    from 
Cogger  for  bribery.  Marsh  13,208,  13,209. — Received 
-    ^l.  from  Mr.  Bligh,  and  paid  it  to  Ebenezer  Masters 
for  his  vote.  Cogger,  12,193-12,196. 

Cozens,  Thomas  F. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote 
from  Thomas  Cozens,  Wood,  14,462. — ^Was  pwd  ^l. 
by  Cozens  for  his  son's  vote,  Burt,  11,043. 

Friend,  Thomas. — Paid  Thomas  Friend  50/.  to 
bribe  voters,  Pout,  4529. — Received  49/.  from  Mr. 
Pout,  Friend,  7506. — Particulars  of  the  expenditure  of 
46/.  10*.  of  this  amount,  ib.  7464-7504. 

HoRNSBY,  Charles. — Received  5/.  from  Mr.  Pout, 
and  paid  it  to  Thomas  Brown  of  Barham  after  he  had 
voted,  Homsbg,  5781-5794. 

Holland,  James. — Received  61.  \0s.  from  Mr. 
Pout  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  votes,  Holland, 
6650. — Particulars  of  the  exi)enditure  of  this  money, 
ib.  6651. 

Irons,  Mary. — Received  9/.  from  Mr.  Kelson,  and 

fave  41.  to  Hayward,  and  5/.  to  Hadley,  Irofis,  13,217- 
3,223. 

Johnson,  Benjamin. — Paid  51.  aft«r  the  election, 
and  was  repaid  by  Mr.  Pout,  Johnson,  8394. 

Kelson,  Charles. — ^Took  a  parcel,  which  witness 
supposed  contuned  monev,  off  a  table  in  Mr.  Hol- 
lana's  house,  by  request  of  his  brother,  James  Kelson, 
and  gave  it  to  Thomas  Taylor  close  to  his  own  house, 
Kelson,  13,030-13,054.— Was  di^sed  at  the  time  in 
strange  clothes  and  a  wig,  with  his  face  concealed  in  a 
h»adkerduef>  ib.  13,052. 
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Kelson,  James. — ^James  Kelson  was  one  of  the 
persons  engaged  in  bribery  transactions.  Pout,  4221. 
— Kelson  gave  witness  a  list  of  voters ;  he  said  he  should 
canvass,  but  did  not  knowthat  he  was  going  to  buy  them, 
ib.  4230.' — Did  not  authorize  Kelson  to  give  money  to 
voters,  suspected,  however,  it  would  come  to  that,  ib. 
4233. — Kelson  produced  an  account  of  his  expenditure 
after  the  election,  and  witness  paid  him  eitha*  95/.  or 
115/.,  cannot  say  which,  Pout,4250. — He  had  altogether 
170/.  from  witness,  ib.  4529. — Had  no  check  upon  this 
expendknire ;  tiie  agents  are  necessarily  trusted  for  Hs 
disbursement,  ib.  4252.— Received  from  150/.  to  160L 
from  Mr.  Pout ;  some  of  this  spent  in  bribery,  some  in 
paying  messengers,  treating,  &c..  Kelson,  616S. 

Lochee,  Alfred. — Paid  Charles  Goodwin  100/.  in 
discharge  of  an  alleged  claim  upon  the  Conservative 
party  for  his  services  at  the  municipal  elections,  Lochee, 
5594. — Was  advised  bv  Mr.  Kingsford  not  to  pay  tiiis 
money,  as  if  not  actual  bribery,  it  would  be  construed 
into  such,  ib. — Paid  it  notwithstanding,  because  he 
heard  that  Goodwin  was  going  about,  saying  that  the 
Conservative  party  had  promised  him  payment  and  had 
not  done  it,  i^. — ^ITie  money  was  paid  by  Mr.  James 
Delmar  under  witness's  instructions,  ib. 

Marsh, Thomas. — Received  13/.  from Cop;ga;  paid 
Sayer  5/.,  Bean  41.  and  kept  the  balance  in  discharge  of 
an  outstanding  debt.  Marsh,  12,208-12,210. 

Munns,  TnoMAs.^-Munns  undertook  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Styles'  family  at  the  last  election.  Pout, 
4280.— Munns  had  either  85/.  or  95/.  for  this  purpose, 
ib.  4292.— Had  90/.  from  Mr.  Pout  to  secure  votes, 
Munns,  7985. — Particulars  of  the  expenditure  of  tiiis 
money,  ib.  7999. 

Pout,  John. — Received  1,700/.  for  the  puiposes  of 
the  election,  vis.,  200/.  from  Mr.  Kingsford,  300/.  from 
Mr.  Gippe,  and  a  parcel  containing  500  sovereigns, 
brought  to  witness  oy  a  stranger,  who  gave  his  name 
as  Arbuthnot,  two  or  tiu'ee  days  before  the  election ; 
and  700/.  fr^m  Mr.  Johnston  also  tkitet  the  election. 
Pout,  4195-4213.— Did  not  employ  any  persons  to 
bribe  voters,  ib.  4216. — ^After  the  election,  accounts 
were  produced  by  various  parties,  showing  the  sums 
paid  for  votes,  and  their  expenses  were  allowed  and 
paid,  ib.  4249,  et  seq. — Kelson,  Vincent,  Munns, 
Admans,  uid  others,  were  engaged  at  tiie  last  election 
in  these  transactions,  ib» 

Taylor,  Thomas  (turnkey). — Received  moneyikom 
Dr.  Lochee  and  Mr.  Pout  to  pay  bills,  but  wis  not 
authorized  to  purchase  votes,  Taylor,  8551. -Advanced 
Edward  Bourne  5/.  on  his  promissory  note,  and  1/. 
afterwards,  and  was  repaid  by  Mr.  Pout,  ib.  8651  .—The 
money  was  paid  to  Bourne  in  consideration  of  hit  vote, 
ib.  8553. 

Vincent,  John. — Mr.  Vincent,  a  builder,  who  was 
actively  employed  in  canvassing,  had  either  70/.  or90/.  to 
bribe  with.  Pout,  4274.— Vincent  had  60/.,  ib.  4629.— 
Received  60/.  from  Mr.  Pout,  of  this  sum,  15/.  was  for 
his  own  services  as  canvassing  clerk  for  five  or  six 
wedcs,  and  the  rest  was  spent  in  bribery,  Vtmcent, 
6727.— Particulars  of  the  bribery  cases,  t6.  6732-6764. 

Ward,  Henry. — No  money  passed  through  witness's 
hands.  Ward,  8202.— Told  Mr.  Collard  that  Bligh 
wanted  money  for  electioneering  purposes,  and  witness 
understood  that  he  received  30/.,  ib.  8202.— Received 
15/.  from  Mr.  Henry  Ward  to  bribe  the  Whites  with, 
Bligh,  8150-8153.— Inclosed  30/.  in  an  envelope  for 
Bligh,  a  20/.  and  10/.  note,  CoUard,  9232.— Will  posi- 
tively swear  that  he  inclosed  30/.,  ib.  9233.— Will  swear 
that  he  received  only  15/.  from  Mr.  Ward,  BUgh, 
8369.  ^ 

2.  Payments  to  individuals,   for    the  purpose  qf 

bribing   voters    at    the  General  Election  of 

1847,  by  the  Liberal  party. 

Abrahams,   Abraham. — Paid  Beckford   31.,  by 

authority  of  Mr.  Rutter,  and  was  repaid  two  or  three 

months  afterwards,  Abrahams,  9033-9035. 

Andrews,  John. — Received  4/.  from  John  An- 
drews, Busher,  12,796. 

Beer,  Thomas  Miller. — Was  paid  5/.  by  Davey, 
Davey,  5832. 

Brent,  John  (Alderman). — Authorized  as  chairman 
of  the  blue  committee,  certain  pigments  which  may  pro- 
bably relate  to  bribeiy.  Brent,  2006.— Put  his  initials 
to  these  accounts,  as  a  matter  of  course,  most  likdy 
without  knowing  anything  about  them,  tfr.  2036. 
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Cooper,  George. — Undertook  the  paynMat  of  the 
ooloiirmen,  C^opmr^  688. 

Cobb,  Frederick  Freeman. — Paid  Cobb  35/.  for 
bribwfy  purposes,  Butter,  1660. — Received  money  from 
Mr.  Rutter  for  the  purposes  of  the  election,  but  does 
not  know  the  exact  amount,  and  bribed  several  persons. 
Cobby  6415. — Sent  in  an  account  of  his  expenmture  at 
the  time,  and  the  account  now  produced  is  that  pre- 
pared by  witness,  and  is  in  his  own  writing,  ib,  6419. — 
evidence  explanatory  of  this  expenditure,  ib.  6421- 
6479. 

CuLLEN,  Robert. — CuUen  had  IhlAot  bribery  at  the 
eleo^n  of  1847,  Brent,  997:«-This,  part  bribery  and 
part  treating.  Butter,  1553. — CuQen,  another  bribery 
agent,  had  30/.  from  witness.  Butter,  1553. — Heard 
that  CuUen  had  promised  money  to  several  persons  for 
tMr  votes,  and  did  not  pay  tbem,  Saunders,  13,093. 

Dray,  Pearson. — Bribed  Tookey,  Thomas  and 
Henry  Shedwiok,  and  Bamett,  Dray,  12,158-12,163. 
— Grave  Pearson  Dray  30/.  to  bribe  five  voters,  Goodwin, 
2143. 

Davey,  George. — Received  money  from  Mr. 
Rutter,  for  the  purposes  of  bribery;  cannot  say  how 
mudi,not  100/.,  Z>afey,  3400*3404.~Took  no  aeoount 
of  it;  paid  it  away  directly  he  got  it,  ib,  3406. — Cannot 
recoUect  the  names  of  any  of  the  persons  bribed,  ib.  3410. 
— Gave  Mr.  Rutter  the  names  at  the  time,  but  not  in 
writing,  ib.  3412-3414. — Did  not  see  Mr.  Rutter  put 
the  names  down;  witness  told  him  what  money  he 
wanted  and  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  wanted,  and 
Mr.  Rutter  gave  it  him,  ib.  3417. — No  one  saw  the 
money  paid  to  the  voters,  it  was  done  in  the  streets, 
and  in  oifferent  places,  in  getting  the  men  to  the  poll, 
t^.  3419. — Paid  some  of  the  parties  before  they  voted, 
those  who  would  not  vote  without  the  money,  and 
some  afterwards,  ib.  3421. — ^The  men  bribed  by  witness 
were  all  blues,  who  had  been  offered  money  by  the 
other  party,  ib.  3396-3399-3424.— Dav^s  account  of 
voters  bribed  amounts  to  48/.  0*.  10c/.,  Brent,  997. 

De  Lasaux,  Thomas  Thorpe. — Received  two 
sovereigns  from  Mr.  Rutter,  and  gave  them  to  Hewson's 
wife  for  her  husband's  vote,  De  Lasaux,  1163. — Was 
never  concerned  in  any  other  bribery  transaction,  ib, 
11,645. — Did  not  receive  10/.  from  Cfobb,  a  grocer,  of 
Dover,  nor  any  money  at  all  from  him  or  any  other  per- 
son for  bribery  purposes,  ib.  11,645. 

Goodwin,  Charlbs. — Paid  Goodwin,  by  order  of 
tiie  committee,  150/.  for  the  pnrohase  of  thirty-two  or 
thirty-three  votes.  Butter,  1548. — Goodwin  was  an 
agent  for  thirty  votes,  ib.  1549;  Brent,  921-925,963- 
966,997.— Bteceived  150/.  from  Mr.  Rutter  for  bribery 
purposes,  Goodwin,  2134. — Contracted  to  procure  tlurty 
votes  at  5/.  a  head,  and  was  paid  150/.  arter  the  thirty 
had  polled,  ib.  2138.— Received  from  Mr.  Sladden  a 
list  of  the  names  of  thirty  voters,  and  was  promised 
5/.  for  each  when  polled,  without  reference  to  the  sum 
whi(^  witness  might  give  them  for  their  votes,  ib. 
2158,  2159-2212.— Cannot  recollect  all  the  names  of 
the  parties  included  in  this  contract,  »6. 21 40. — ^Assisted 
Goodwin  in  the  matter  of  the  thirty  voters,  but  cannot 
remember  any  of  their  names,  Southee,  2307-2312. — 
Did  not  always  pay  the  voters  himself;  in  some  in- 
stances paid  the  money  to  the  men  who  polled  them, 
Goodwin,  2180. — Out  of  the  150/.,  gave  Pierson  Dray 
30/.  to  bribe  six  voters  at  5/.  each,  Goodwin,  2145. — 
Some  of  the  voters  bribed  by  Goodwin  complained 
that  they  did  not  get  the  money  intended  for  them. 
Brent,  969. — Many  parties  said  that  they  received  littie 
or  nothing,  some  of  them  only  1/.,  ib. 

Grub  Y,  James. — Pwd  James  Gruby  lO/.to  bribe  two 
voters,  Saunders,  6387. — Received  10/.  from  Maurice 
Saunders,  and  pud  5/.  to  witness's  son,  John  Lavender 
Gruby,  and  5/.  to  Roberts,  Grulfy,  12,767-12,776. 

Jacobs,  Jacob. — Received  from  Mr.  Rutter  a  list  of 
ten  or  twelve  names  of  voters,  with  sums  varying  from 
2/.  to  5/.,  mariced  against  each  name,  making  altogether 
35/.,  and  gave  Jacobs  35/.  to  purchase  these  voters, 
PUcher,  2936. — Cannot  give  the  voters  names,  the 
dnect  Intbery  having  been  managed  by  Jacobs,  who  has 
left  CMiterbury  some  vears,  ib.  2941. — Denies  ihai  he 
had  any  money  from  Mr.  Pilcher,  Jacobs,  5188. — Paid 
Jacobs  50/.  for  bribery,  Butter,  1556. — Received  50/. 
from  Mr.  Rutter,  for  the  purposes  of  the  election, 
Jacobs,  5341. — Undertook  the  management  of  the 
Whitstable  voters;  saw  them  before  and  after  they 
were  canvassed,  and  arranged  for  ^eir  colour  tickets, 
and  the  payment  of  their  toftvelling  and  other  expenses, 

8  N 
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Jacobs,  Jacob — eoniinued. 
ib.  5342-5344. — ^Thinks  there  were  about  seventeen  or 
eighteen  persons  on  the  blue  side  from  Whitstable, 
and  that  tiieir  expenses  amounted  to  about  27/.  or  281. 
out  of  the  50/.  witness  got  from  Mr.  Rutter,  ib.  5148. 
About  20/.  paid  in  direct  bribery,  but  not  to  the  Whit- 
stable voters,  ib.  5151-5153.— Names  of  four  voters 
who  had  6/.  each,  ib.  5155-5190. 

Lepine,  Charles.- Paid  Lepme  7/.  3^.  6d.  for 
Busher,  Cart,  Smeed,  expenses,  and  J.  K.  Lepine, 
Butter,  1691.— Lepine  has  left  Canterbury,  ih.  1693. 

Laming,  John. — Canvassed  Richard  Nye  and  pro- 
mised him  5/.  forliis  vote.  Laming,  13,993.— Received 
5/.  from  Mr.  Laming;  Nye,  14,002. 

Mutton,  Benjamin.— Pud  Mutton  6/.  for  bribery, 
Brent,  997.— Received  5/.  from  Mr.  Rutter,  and  paid 
it  to  Thomas  Taylor,  of  Abbott's  Place,  witness's 
brother-in-law,  Mutton,  3976,  8678,  8679.— Has  ascer- 
tained that  witness  had  61,  firom  Mr.  Rutter,  and  paid 
it  to  Taylor,  »6.  11,440. 

Pilcher,  Richard.- Received  a  list  of  ten  or 
twelve  names  of  voters  from  Mr.  Rutter,  with  sums 
varying  from  2/.  to  5/.  against  each  name,  altogether 
35/.,  PiU^ier,  2936.— Received  35/.  from  Mr.  Rutter, 
and  handed  it  to  Jacob  Jacobs  to  purdiase  votes,  ib. 
2936,  2937. — Did  not  receive  any  money  from  Mr. 
Pilcher,  Jacobs,  5188. 

Rutter,  Jonathan  Foulkb  John. — Kept  the 
accounts  of  the  expenditure  of  the  libmd  candidates  at 
the  gerieral  election  of  1847,  Butter,  1523.— Admits 
that  463/.  \0s.  Ad.  was  ^nt  in  treating  and  bribery, 
ib.  1537. — Names  of  thnrty  persons  to  whom  witness 
paid  money  for  bribery,  and  the  sums  paid  to  each  per- 
son for  this  purpose.  Butter,  1552-1582. — Brent,  997. 

Southee,  Edward  Spear. — ^Did  not  receive  any 
money  for  bribery  purposes,  Southee,  2285.— Assisted 
Goodwin  in  a  very  dishonourable  business  in  the  matter 
of  the  bribery  of  thirty  voters,  t^.,  2302.— Was  with 
Goodwin  when  he  bargained  for  their  votes,  ib.,  2309. 
— Does  not  exactly  remember  the  names  of  the  persons 
bribed,  nor  the  sums  given,  ib.,  2313-14.— Knew  that 
bribery  was  practised  but  did  not  himself  practise  it. 
ib.,  2337. 

Southee,  Jennings  Unobrdown. — Received  17/. 
from  Goodwin  for  witness's  services  out  of  the  150/.  a 
week  or  two  after  the  election,  Southee,  9761.— Can- 
vassed Edward  Ratcliffe,  and  gave  him  21.  or  3/.  for 
his  vote,  ib.,  9763. — Did  not  get  5/.  from  Goodwin  to 
pay  RatcliflFe,  t*.,  9766.— Paid  Southee  5/.  for  Ratcliffe, 
Goodwin,  9638. 

Saunders,  Maurice. — Received  money  from  Mr. 
Rutter  for  ihe  purpose  of  purchasing  votes,  and  ex- 
pended it  in  bribery,  Saunders,  3225.— Names  of  some 
of  the  voters  bribed  and  sums  paid,  ib,  3231.— Thinks 
he  got  altogether  18/.  from  Mr.  Rutter  on  this  occasion 
for  bribery  purposes,  ib.  3319,  6387,  10,391. 

Smith,  William  (postmaster),  dead.— Was  paid 
6/.  lOs.  by  Mr.  Rutter,  Brent,  997. 

Sharp,  William. 

Ward,  Henry. — Canvassed  Thomas  Taylor,  for 
Mr.  Smythe  Ward,  8529.— Taylor  refused  to  vote 
without  5/.,  and  Mr.  Ward  promised  that  it  should  l>e 
alljright  if  he  voted  for  the  two  candidates.  Mutton, 
8675. — Remembers  that  Taylor  would  not  vote  with- 
out money,  and  witness  has  no  doubt  he  said  it  woiild 
be  all  right  if  he  voted,  Ward,  8683. 

Watts,  Stephen. — Had  nothing  to  do  with  bribing; 
never  bribed  a  man.  Watts,  350/. — Received  from 
Mr.  Rutter  either  4/.  2s.  or  41.  15s.,  cannot  recollect 
which,  and  expended  it  in  treating,  and  paying  travel- 
ling expenses,  &c.,  ib. — Watts  was  paid  41.  \5s.  by 
Mr.  Rutter,  Brent,  997. 

2.  Payments    to  individuals,  for    the  imrpose  of 

bribing  voters  at  the  General  Election  of  1847, 

by  the  Conservative  party. 

Allwright,  Henry. — (New  Zealand).  Paid  Henry 

Allwright   7/.,    Bennett,  13,255.— Received    61.  from 

Henry  Allwright,  Allwright,  14,312.— Allwright  paid 

also  Minter  Austen,  Austen,  10,730. 

Admans,  Henry. — Received  money  from  Mr. 
Smithson  to  do  business  with  at  the  election  of  1847, 
Admans,  11,671. — It  would  puzzle  him  to  say  how 
much  he  received,  ib.  11,672. — ^Took  15/.  for  his  own 
services,  ib.  11,674. — Particulars  of  the  expenditure  of 
about  20/.  for  bribery,  in  addition  to  the  15/.  for  him- 
self, t*.  11,680-11,702. 
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Bennett,  Edward.— Thinks  Bennett  had  400/.  or 
more  for  bribery  purposes,  Pout,  4 1 23. — ^This  money  was 
paid  at  different  times  upon  the  production  of  accounts 
showing  the  expenditure,  i6. 4127-4128. — Bennett  came 
to  witness,  and  told  him  he  could  get  such  a  number 
of  votes,  and  he  got  them,  ib.  4133.— Was  not  then 
told  that  the  money  expended  was  for  bribery,  sus- 
pected it,  but  did  not  know  it  until  after  the  election, 
I*.  4137. — A  book  containing  the  names  of  the  voters 
bribed  was  delivered  in  by  Bennett  and  forwarded  by 
witness  to  Mr.  Gridley,  ib,  4142.— Behe^'es  the  greater 
part  of  the  400/.  paid  to  Bennett  was  for  bribery,  ib. 
4147. — Cannot  tell  the  names  of  any  of  the  parties 
bribed,  t^.  4149.— Received  357/.  from  Mr.  Pout  for  the 
purchase  of  votes,  Bennett,  13,242-13,244.-— Produces 
and  dehvers  in  a  list  of  the  names  of  the  parties  to  whom 
this  money  was  paid,  with  the  several  amounts,  ib. 
13,255. — ^'I'his  statement  was  prepared  from  memory, 
•nd  is  as  accurate  as  he  can  make  it,  ib. 

Crotthall,  George. — Gave  George  Crotthall 
11/.  to  bribe  with,  Bennett,  13,255.— Received  3/.  from 
Crotthall,  Jennings,  10,585. 

Finch,  John. — Was  paid  3/.  for  his  vote  by  Finch, 
the  publican,  of  Wincheap  Street,  l^'aison,  11, /56. 

Friend,  Thomas. — Received  money  from  Mr.  Pout 
for  the  purchase  of  votes  at  the  election  of  1847,  Friend, 
7460.— Names  of  the  persons  bribed,  and  sums  paid  to 
each,  ib.  7432-7461. 

Kelson,  James. — Had  money  from  Mr.  Bennett 
to  expend  for  the  purposes  of  the  election,  Kelson, 
6113-5)116. — Cannot  tell  how  much  money  he  had,  ib, 
6116. — Paid  money  to  seven  or  eight  persons  for 
their  votes,  ib.  6118-6119.— Paid  Kelson  between  40/. 
and  50/.,  Bennett,  13,258-13,264. 

Marsh,  Thomas. — Received  10/.  of  Mr.  Bennett, 
and  paid  5/.  to  each  of  the  Bartons  after  they  had  voted. 
Marsh,  1228-12,238.— Paid  Thomas  Marsh  10/.  in  ad- 
dition  to  the  10/.  to  the  Bartons,  Bennett,  13,255.— 
Denies  that  he  received  more  than  one  10/.,  Marsh, 
13,630.— Gave  Marsh  10/.  to  give  to  other  parties, 
but  cannot  recollect  their  names,  Bennett,  13,637. 

MuNNs,  Thomas.— Had  95/.  or  100/.  from  Mr. 
Pout,  to  purchase  votes,  and  paid  90/.  of  it  away  to  the 
Styles'  family,  nine  votes  at  10/.  each,  Munns,  80,556. 

NoRRis,  Robert  Hare. — Gave  him  10/.  or  12/.  to 
bribe  with,  Bennett,  13,266. 

Pout,  John.— About  1,600/.  or  1,800/.  was  paid  for 
the  purposes  of  this  election  into  the  Union  Bank  of 
Canterbury  to  witness's  credit,  under  the  name  of 
John  Brown,  Pout,  4106.— Out  of  this,  paid  about  400/. 
to  Mr.  Bennett,  the  greater  part  of  which  was  for 
bribery,  and  between  200/.  and  300/.  to  Mr.  Smithson, 
part  of  which  was  for  briber)-,  and  part  legal  expenses, 
tb.  4123-4178.— mnks  about  200/.  of  the^money  paid 
to  Smithson,  was  spent  in  bribery,  ib.  4177. 

Ratcliffe,  John  Hart. — ^\Vas  canvassed  by  John 
Hart  Ratcliffe,  and  gave  him  1/.  for  his  trouble  out  of 
the  5/.  witness  was  pdd  for  his  vote.  Crouch,  13,945- 
13,949. 

Smithson,  Willouguby  Marshall. — Paid 
Smithson  between  200/.  and  300/.;  thinks  about 
200/.  of  this  was  spent  in  bribery,  Pout,  4177. 

2.  Payments   to  Individuals  for    the   purpose  of 

bribing  voters  at   the  Bye  Election  of  1841, 

by  the  Liberal  Party. 

Mr.  Davby,  now  dead,  had  a  good  deal  of  money 

entrusted  to  him  for  the  purpose  of  bribery.  Cooper, 

1438. — ^The  chairman  of  the  committee  paid   some 

hundreds  of  pounds  to  Davey  for  this  purpose,  ib. 

1443-1445. 

2.  Payments    to    individuals  for  the  purpose    of 
bribing  voters  at  the  Bye  Election  of  1841,  by 
the  Conservative  party. 
Was  instructed  by  Mr.  Partridge,  the  chairman  of 
the  committee,  to  advance  money  for  the  purposes  of 
this  election  to  Allen  Engeham  and  George  Alley  on 
their  application.  Pout,  4559. — Received  the  money  for 
this  purpose  in  gold  from  Mr.  King,  ib,  4660-4661. 
Paid  Engeham  Mtween  700/.  and  800/.  in  suras  of 
200/.,  300/.,  and  lastly,  200/.  or  250/.    more.  Pout, 
4561-4563.— Paid  Alley  four  sums  of  100/.  each,  ib. 
4565. — ^Thinks  the  two  Bennett's,  Edward  and  Frede- 
rick, were  abo  employed   in  distributing  money  in 
furtherance  of  the  Conservative  cause,  ib.  4678-4681 . 
Has  paid  money  to  other  parties  in  small  sums,  but  can- 
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not  recollect  anv  of  their  names,  t6.  4690. — ^Thinks  the 
amount  altogether  paid  to  these  persons  would  be  under 
300/.,  ib.  4697-^698.— A  box,  containing  1,000  sove- 
reigns, was  delivered  to  witness  by  Captain  Bigg,  for 
the  purposes  of  this  election,  King,  5216-5224. — Paid 
away  this  money  to  the  orders  of  Mr.  Partridge,  the 
chairman  of  the  Conservative  Club,  ib,  5229. — Paid 
Mr.  Pout  400/.,  Mr.  Crossdale  200/.,  Mr.  Smithson 
200/.,  and  another  parent  to  Mr.  Pout  of  100/.,  and 
the  remaining  100/.  either  to  Mr.  Walker  or  to  Mr. 
Partridge,  cannot  recollect  which,  ib.  5233-5244. 

3.  Evidence  in  respect  qf  particular  cases  of  Bribery 
at  the  General  Election  of  1852,  by  the  Conser- 
vative party. 

Admans,  Richard  M.  W.  M. — ^Paid  him  71  for  his 
vote,  Admans,  7810. 

Allwright,  John. — Paid  him  either  4/.  or  5/.  for  his 
vote,  cannot  recollect  the  precise  sum.  Kelson,  6216. — 
Received  41.  for  his  vote  from  Kelson,  Allwright, 
14,308. 

Austen,  M inter. — ^Paid  him  41.  for  his  vote. 
Kelson,  6222. — Received  from  Kelson  4/.  for  his  vote, 
Austen,  10,725. 

Austen,  George. — Pwd  George  Austen  41.  for  his 
vote.  Kelson,  6223. — Was  paid  41.  by  Kelson,  Austen, 
10,803. 

Barnes,  Thomas. — Paid  Barnes,  the  "big  loaf 
man,"  10/.  for  his  vote,  Admans,  7823-7831.— Received 
9/.  10*.  from  Admans,  the  baker;  agreed  for  10/.,  but 
Admans  deducted  lOs.  for  his  sendees,  Barnes,  11,761. 

Bean,  James. — Paid  Bean,  through  Thomas  Marsh, 
5/.  for  his  vote,  Bligh,  9807.— Paid  Bean  4/.,  Marsh, 
12,210.— Received  41.  from  Marsh,  Bean,  12,436. 

Best,  Thomas. — Paid  Thomas  Best,  1/.  a  fortnight 
after  the  election.  Kelson,  6263. — Best  was  to  have  had 
5/.  but  it  was  found  he  had  already  promised  to  vote  for 
Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  witness  gave  him  I/,  only, 
ib. — Supposes  this  was  for  his  vote,  ib,  6263. — Received 
from  Kelson  1/.  six  days  after  the  election,  Bc»/, 
10,770. 

Boorman,  Thomas. — Paid  him  5/.  for  his  vote. 
Kelson,  6285. — Received  from  Kelson  51.  for  his  vote, 
Boorman,  10,736. 

Bourne,  Edward. — Borrowed  5/.  of  Mr.  Taylor, 
and  has  not  paid  it  back  again.  Bourne,  13,692. — Sup- 
poses the  money  was  advanced  in  consideration  of  his 
vote,  ib.  13,695. — ^Votcd  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone,  t*. 
13,696. 

Bradford,  Edwin. — Paid  Edwin  Bradford  71.  for 
his  vote.  Kelson,  6234. — Received  7/.  from  Kelson  for 
voting  for  Chnton  and  Vann,  Bradford,  10,428-10,431 . 

Bradford,  Anthony. — Paid  him  7/.  for  his  vote, 
Kelson,  6235. — Received  from  Kelson  71.  for  his  vote, 
Bradford,  10,825. 

Bradford,  Henry. — Paid  him  7/.  for  his  vote. 
Kelson,  6237. — Believes  Henry  Bradford  got  71.  for 
his  vote,  Bradford,  10,444. — deceived  7/.  for  his  vote, 
H.  Bradford,  10,506-10,508. 

Bradford,  William  Bowers. — Paid  him  7/.  for 
his  vote.  Kelson,  6287.— W.  B.  Bradford  was  paid  71. 
for  his  vote,  Bracfford,  10,453.— Received  71.  for  his 
vote  from  Kelson,  fV,  B.  Bra^ord,  10,513-10,517. 

Brown,  Thomas. — Upon  his  own  acknowledg- 
ment, Thomas  Brown  got  41.  for  his  vote,  \0s.  first  and 
3/.  10«.  afterwards,  from  James  Kelson,  Aris,  253-256. 
— Paid  Thomas  Brown  5/.  for  his  vote,  Kelson,  6196.— 
Received  4/.  }0s.  from  Kelson  and  gave  it  to  Brown, 
Irons,  8753-8755.— Received  5/.  for  his  vote,  lOs.  from 
Kelson  and  41.  lOs.  from  Mr.  Irons,  Broum,  13,685. 

Brown,  William. — Canvassed  Brown,  who  said 
he  always  voted  for  the  Bifrons  pec^le,  and  they  had 
always  given  him  something  for  his  vote,  Homsby, 
5780. — Promised  Brown  something  if  he  voted  red,  and 
on  his  plumping  for  Johnstone,  asked  for  and  obtained 
5/.  from  Mr.  Pout,  and  paid  it  to  Brown  for  his  vote 
ib.  5780-^785.— Received  41,  6s,  for  his  vote  from 
Mr.  Homsby,  14*.  having  been  deducted  on  accoimt 
of  a  debt  due  by  witness  to  Homsby,  Brown,  13,191. 

Broadbridoe,  George. — Paid  him  5/.  for  his 
vote,  Vincent,  6/36, 

Burt,  John  Twyman  (A  freeman). — ^Was  informed 
by  Hills  that  J.  W.  Biui;  was  bribed,  Aris,  261-262.— 
Received  7/.  from  Thomas  Cozens  for  his  son's  vote,  and 
paid  it  away  on  his  son's  account,  James  Burt,  11,043. 
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Burt,  John  Twyman — continued, 
— Was  induced  to  vote  by  the  promise  of  getting  him 
out  of  his  difficulties,  J.  T.  Burt,  11.078. 

BusHER,  James. — Was  paid  3/.  by  Mr.  Johnson 
not  to  vote,  Busker,  12,803. 

Cook,  Richard. — Paid  Richard  Cook  1/.,  Munns, 
8025.— Received  U.  from  Munns,  Cook,  11,859. 

Coombs,  John. — Paid  John  Coombs,  of  Artillery 
Street,  21,  for  four  colourmen*s  tickets,  Johnson,  8408- 
8410. — Received  21.  from  Johnson  for  four  colours  for 
himself  and  family.  Coombs,  13,727. 

Crockford,  Thomas. — Pwd  him  10/.  out  of  the 
80/.  received  from  Munns  for  the  Styles,  Thomas 
Styles,  11,920. — Crockford  is  a  brother-in-lkw  of  the 
Styles,  11,892. 

Ells,  George. — Paid  Ells  either  5/.  or  4/.  10*.  for 
his  vote ;  cannot  tax  his  memory  as  to  the  precise  sum  ; 
Vincent,  6751. — Received  41,  lOs.  from  Vincent  for 
voting  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone,  Ells,  1 1,(K)4. 

Ellis,  George. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from 
Kelson,  Ellis,  14,727. 

Evans,  Charles  Thomas. — Paid  him  //.  for  his 
vote,  Admans,  7823,  7824.— Received  6/.  10«.  for  hb 
vote  from  Admans;  agreed  for  7/.?  but  Admans 
deducted  lOs,  for  commission,  Evans,  1 1,793. 

Finn,  Thomas  (a  freeman). — Thomas  Finn  was 
reported  by  Wells  to  have  been  bribed  to  vote  for 
Gipps  and  Johnstone,  Aris,  279-2S2. — Paid  Finn  5/. 
for  his  vote,  Vincent,  6733,  6734. 

French,  Henry  Richard. — Paid  him  41.  for  his 
vote.  Friend,  7438-7439. 

Friend,  Richard. — Paid  Friend  7/.  for  his  vote, 
Admans,  7821. — Received  only  61. 10*.,  Admans  having 
stopped  10*.  for  his  trouble.  Friend,  1178. 

Gardner,  John. — Paid  him  3/.  for  his  vote, 
Admans,  7818. 

Goodwin,  John, — Paid  him  51.  for  his  vote, 
Vincent,  6742-6745. — Was  paid  51.  for  liis  vote  by 
Vincent,  Goodwin,  10,972. 

Goodwin,  Charles. — Mr.  James  Delmar  paid 
Goodwin,  by  witness's  direction,  100/.,  Lochee,  5593- 
5598. — This  payment  made  in  satisfaction  of  a  claim 
made  by  Gooawin  upon  the  Conservative  party  for  ser- 
vices connected  with  the  Mimicipal  Elections,  ib.  5594. 
— ^'ITiis  claim  when  first  made  was  refused,  but  was 
allowed  and  paid  some  time  after  the  election,  ib,  5599- 
5610. — He  was  paid,  because  it  >vas  considered  he  would 
damage  the  Conservative  cause,  by  going  about  and  say- 
ing that  money  was  due  to  him,  for  which  he  could  not 
get  paid,  ib.  5611-56,31-5670. — He  promised  his  vote 
and  influence  on  behalf  of  the  Reds,  if  the  money  were 
paid  him,  ib.  5630. — Goodwin's  explanation  of  his  claim, 
Goodwin,  5978. — Will  swear  he  did  not  vote  for  the 
Reds  with  the  expectation  of  getting  the  100/.  paid,  ib, 
5993. — Never  sent  in  any  account,  nor  gave  any  details, 
ib.  6998. — It  was  well  known  in  Canterbury  that  this 
money  was  due  to  him,  ib.  6001. — Paid  78/.  by  order  of 
the  committee  of  the  Municipal  Club,  which  with 
interest  made  up  100/.,  Goodwin,  6004. — Never  at- 
tempted to  enforce  the  payment  of  this  money,  ib, 
6006. — Previous  to  the  last  election,  called  upon  Mr. 
Smithson  and  produced  the  book  showing  the  par- 
ticulars of  the  expenditure  for  which  his  claim  was 
made,  Mr.  Smithson's  own  name,  with  several  other 
parties,  being  in  it,  authorizing  the  expenditure,  and 
asked  Mr.  Smithson  to  settle  it,  as  ne  wanted  the 
money,  ib,  6007. — Not  getting  payment,  he  tried  the 
honour  of  the  party  by  burning  the  book  in  Mr. 
Smithson's  presence,  ti.  6007-6009. — Produced  be- 
t^veen  70  ana  80  receipts  for  the  money  paid  by  witness 
several  years  back,  but  could  never  get  it  settled,  ib.  6001. 
— Gave  up  the  receipts  at  the  same  time,  ib,  6031. — 
Maurice  Saunders  can  testify  that  the  money  was  due  to 
witness,  and  can  give  the  particulars  of  the  transac- 
tions, ib.  6003-6007,  6026.— Thinks  it  has  been  owing 
12  years,  and  five  per  cent,  added  to  the  78/.,  makes  it 
up  about  100/.,  ib.  6020. — Goodwin's  clum  was  for 
service  rendered  between  1 84 1  and  1 845.  Thinks  it  ran 
up  to  1850,  ib.  6374,  Saunders,  6366.— This  was  a  recog- 
mzed  debt  on  the  part  of  the  Conservative  committee, 
to  whom  application  for  payment  had  often  been  made, 
ib,  6369. — Understood  the  amount  claimed  was  78/., 
which  ^vitnes8  thinks  was  less  than  was  spent  by  Good- 
win, ib,  6381. — Heard  that  Goodwin's  claim  for  services 
in  Municipl  matters  was  pwd  in  1850,  ib.  6378. — Was 
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Goodwin,  Charles — continued. 
not  paid  anything  in  1850  on  account  or  in  discharge 
of  witness's  daun,  Goodwin,  6492. — Received  from 
Dr«  Lochee  a  paper  parcel  said  to  contain  100/.,  whidi 
witness  paid  Goodwm,  Delmar,  7318. — ^This  payment, 
in  discharge  of  Goodwin's  claim  on  the  Conservative 
party,  for  expenses  out  of  pocket  in  conducting  some 
municipal  elections,  ib,  7321. 

Hadlby,  William  (a  fifeeman). — Hadlev  told  wit- 
ness that  he  was  bribed  with  5/.  by  James  Kelson,  at  the 
Malt  Shovel,  Aris,  250,  252.— Paid  WilUam  Hadley  51. 
for  his  vote.  Kelson,  6178. — Received  6/.  for  his  vote 
from  Mr.  Irons,  Hadley,  10,572.— Paid  Hadley  5/.  for 
his  vote.  Irons,  13,223. 

Harris,  Thomas. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from 
Munns,  Harris,  13,330. — Munns  dropped  it  in  the 
road,  and  witness  picked  it  up,  ib.  13,331. 

Hearnden,  Edward. — Paid  Edward  Heamden 
21,  \7s,  6d,  for  his  vote,  Munns,  8023, 8024.— Received 
21,  \7s,  ed.  from  Munns,  Heamden,  11,848. 

Hayward,  Edwin  (a  freeman). — Witness  was  told 
by  Hayward  that  he  was  bribed  by  Kelson,  Aris,  241, 
242. — Paid  Hayward  5/.  for  his  vote,  1/.  when  he  pro- 
mised, and  41.  after  he  had  polled.  Kelson,  6191. — 
Received  41,  for  his  vote  from  Mrs.  Irons,  Hayward, 
10,567. — Paid  Edward  Hey  wood  (thinks  that  is  his 
name)  41.  for  his  vote.  Irons,  13,218. 

James,  Thomas. — Paid  him  51,  for  his  vote,  Fiit- 
ceiif,  6754-6756. 

Jbanes,  Dennis  (a  freeman). — Witness  has  heard 
it  rumoured  that  Dennis  Jeanes  got  51.  for  his  vote, 
but  does  not  know  from  whom,  Aris,  261-265. — Paid 
Dennis  Jeanes  7/.  for  his  vote,  Kelson,  6244. — Received 
from  Kelson  7/.  or  his  vote,  Jeanes,  10,631. 

Jeanes,  Edward  (a  freeman). — Hills  told  witness 
that  Edward  Jeanes  got  5/.  for  his  vote,  Aris^  274-276. 
— Paid  Edward  Jeanes  71.  for  his  vote.  Kelson,  6258. — 
Received  from  Kelson  7/.  for  his  vote,  Jeanes,  10,668. 

Jeanes,  James  (a  freeman). — Re{>orted  by  Hills  to 
have  sold  his  vote  to  Gipps  and  Johnstone  at  the  last 
election,  Aris,  277,  278. — Paid  James  Jeanes  7/.  for  his 
vote,  Kelson,  6253. — Received  from  Kelson  7/.  for  his 
vote,  Jeanes,  10,658. 

Jennings,  Henry. — Paid  Henry  Jennings  51., 
partly  for  his  service  as  messenger  and  partly  for  his 
vote.  Kelson,  6205. — Received  5/.  from  Kelson,  and 
voted  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  Jennings,  10,580. 

Jennings,  Edward  (a  freeman). — Witness  was  in- 
formed by  Hills  that  Jennings  was  bribed  by  Kelson, 
Aris,  286,  287. — Edward  Jennings  was  paid  51,  for  his 
vote,  some  bein^  pwd  before  and  the  rest  after  he  had 
voted.  Kelson,  6198. — ^Jennings  was  also  a  messenger, 
and  21,  or  3/.  out  of  the  51.  might  have  been  paid 
for  his  services,  Kelson,  6200. — Received  5/.  for  his 
vote  from  Kelson,  Jennings,  10,591. 

Jennings,  John. — Paid  him  5/.  for  travelling  ex- 
penses from  London  and  loss  of  time,  Munns,  SOU, 
8012-8021. — Received  51,  for  travelling  expenses,  Jew- 
nings,  11,866. 

JossLYN,  Thomas. — Gave  him  51.  for  his  vote  after 
the  election.  Friend,  7475. — ^AVas  paid  51,  for  his  vote 
by  Friend,  Josslyn,  10,853. 

JossLYN,  Joseph,  sen. — Paid  Joseph  Josslyn,  sen. 
5/.  for  his  vote  after  the  election.  Friend,  7475. — Re- 
ceived 5/.  from  Friend  for  his  vote,  Josslyn,  10,839. 

JossLYN,  Joseph,  jun. — Bribed  Joseph  Josdlyn, 
jun.  with  51,  after  the  election.  Friend,  7475. — Was 
paid  5/.  by  Friend  for  his  vote,  Josslyn,  10,832. 

Josslyn,  John. — Bribed  him  with  5/.  after  the 
election,  Friend,  7475. — Received  51,  from  Friend  for 
his  vote,  Jossyln,  10,871. 

Lemar,  John. — Paid  him  51,  for  his  vote.  Friend, 
7494,  7495.— Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from  Friend, 
Lemar,  10,928. 

Lemar,  Samuel  Benjamin. — Piud  him  51,  for  his 
vote.  Friend,  7497,  7498. 

Lewin,  John. — Paid  him  21,  for  his  vote,  Hol- 
lands, 6658-6662. 

Masters,  Ebenbzer. — Paid  Masters,  through 
.William  Cogger,  7/.  for  his  vote,  Bligh,  918-9820.— 
Paid  Masters  71-  to  vote  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
Cogger,  12,194. — Received  71-  from  Cogger;  denies 
that  it  was  for  his  vote,  thinks  it  was  a  gift,  Masters, 
12,248. 
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Marhh,  Thomas. — Reeehred  13/.  from  Mr.  Bligh, 
tfarouf(li  Cogger,  far&ed  twavoters  with  9/.  and  k^P^  ^« 
himself,  for  a  deht  due  at  the  dection  of  I847>  M^rsh, 
12,211. — ^About  21,  or  21,  \0s.  was  due  to  witness,  ib, 
124^23. 

Mount,  Thomas. — Was  pwd  17*.  for  his  vote  in 
1862,  Moimf,  11,628. 

Parsons,  John. — Paid  Parsons  bl.  for  his  vote, 
Kelson,  6220. — Received  from  KeLsoti  6/.  for  his  vote. 
Parsons,  10,622. 

Parsons,  Charles. — Paid  him  6/.  for  his  vote. 
Kelson,  6220,  6221.-— Received  from  Kelson  51  tor  his 
vote.  Parsons,  10,616. 

PiTTOCK,  Henry. — Bribed  him  with  41.  after  the 
election.  Friend,  7491,  7492.— Received  4/.  for  his 
vote  from  Friend,  Pittock,  10,982. 

Pond,  Samuel  James  (Pound). — Pwd  Pond  6/.; 
about  half  of  this  might  be  payment  for  his  services  as 
messenger,  and  the  rest  for  his  vote,  Kelson,  6208. — 
Received  6/.  from  Kelson  for  his  vote.  Pound,  10,692. 

Prett,  Albert. — Was  paid  61.  lOs.  for  his  vote  by 
Kelson,  Prtf«,  10,921. 

Roberts,  George. — Paid  Mr.  Roberts,  a  voter,  21. 
for  four  colour  tickets,  upon  his  recommendation  in 
favour  of  his  four  sons,  Johnson,  8396. — Received  21. 
from  Mr.  Johnstone,  supposes  it  was  for  his  vote, 
Roberts,  13,714. 

Saybr,  William. — Paid  Sayer  41.  for  his  vote 
through  Thomas  Marsh,  BUgh,  9811.— Paid  Sayer  51., 
Marsh,  12,210. 

Styles,  Thomas,  sen. — Paid  Thomas  Styles,  sen., 
80/.  for  the  votes  of  himself  and  ^BtmUy ;  10/.  a  man  for 
eight  votes,  Munns,  7999-8006.— Paid  Styles  this 
money  the  day  after  the  election,  f^.  8010. — Received 
80/.  from  Munns;  kept  10/.  for  himself,  and  paid  10/. 
to  each  of  the  other  Styles,  and  Crookford,  a  brother- 
in-law,  iS/y/c«,  11,920.  * 

Styles,  Thomas,  jun. — Paid  him  10/.,  through 
Thomas  Styles,  sen.,  Munns,  7999;  Styles^  11,920. 

Styles,  John  George,  sen. — Paid  him  10/., 
through  Thomas  Styles,  sen.,  Munns,  7999;  Styles, 
11,920. 

Styles,  John  George,  jun. — Paid  him  10/., 
through  Thomas  Styles,  sen.,  Munns,  7999;  Styles, 
11,920. 

Styles,  George  Henry. — Paid  him  10/.,  through 
Thomas  Styles,  sen.,  Munns,  7999;  Styles,  11,920. 

Styles,  William. — Paid  him  - 10/.,  through 
Thomas  Styles,  sen.,  Munns,  7999;  Styles,  11,920. 

Styles,  Frederick  (did  not  vote). — Paid  him 
10/.,  through  Thomas  Styles,  sen.,  Munns,  7999; 
Styles,  n, 920. 

Taylor,  Thomas  (shoemaker). — Paid  Thomas 
Taylor,  of  Abbott's  Place,  41.  \0s.  for  his  vote.  Hoi- 
lands,  6661  .-^Received  41.  \0s.  for  his  vote,  but  cannot 
tell  from  whom;  the  person  who  gave  it  him  was 
disguised,  Taylor,  12,878. 

Taylor,  Thomas  (ostler).— Paid  Thomas  Taylor,  of 
Westgate,  6/.  partly  on  account  of  his  services  as  mes- 
senger, and  partly  for  his  vote.  Kelson,  6207. — "Was 
employed  fifteen  days  at  4s.  a  day,  and  was  paid  30s, 
afterwards;  altogether  had  4/.  10«.,  Taylor,  10,746.— 
Was  employed  by  Kelson,  ib.  10,761. 

Terry,  John. — ^Thinks  this  name  hns  no  business  in 
the  Hst,  Kelson,  6228.— Lent  Terry  between  51.  and  61. 
at  different  times  before  the  election,  and  did  not  intend 
to  charge  Mr.  Pout  with  it,  ib.  6230,  6231. 

White,  John  (of  Bridge).— Paid  John  White  16/.for 
his  own  vote,  and  for  the  votes  of  his  fother  and  brother 
51.  each,  Bligh,  8134. — Paid'this  money  after  they  had 
voted,  ib.  8138.— Received  16/.  fit)m  Mr,  Bligh,  51.  for 
hhnself,  and  6/.  for  his  fother  and  brother.  White,  9063. 
— Admits  that  this  money  was  paid  for  their  votes,  ib, 
9066. 

White,  Charles  (of  Ashford).— Paid  him  51. 
through  John  White,  Blighr  8136.— Paid  C.  Whit« 
41.  10s.  of  the  51.  received  from  Mr.  B%h,  deductmg 
10^.  for  travelling  expenses  from  Ashford  and  back, 
.lVhUe,9060. 

White,  Henry  (blacksmith). — A  freeman.  White 
admitted  lliat  he  received  51.  for  his  vote  from  his  son 
John  White,  Arts,  243-246.— Paid  Henry  White  51, 
through  John  White,  Bligh,  8134.— Paid  Heniy  White 
41,  lOs,  out  of  the  51.  received  for  him  from  Mr.  Bligh, 
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having   dodu^ted  lOs.  for  travelling  expenses  from 
Ashford  and  baclc.  White,  9060. 

Wilkinson,  Thomas.— Paid  Thomas  Wilkinson 
71.  for  his  vote.  Kelson,  6252.— Recei\'ed  71.  from 
Kelson,  Wilkinson,  10,797. 

Waind,  WiLLiAM.-^Paid  William  Waind  31.  \0s, 
for  his  vote,  after  the  election.  Friend,  7486-7487. 
—Received  from  Friend  31.  lOff.  for  voting,  Waind, 
10,889.  . 

Wood,  John.— Paid  Wood  51.  for  his  vote.  Kelson, 
6188.— Received  6/.  for  his  vote  from  Kelson^  Wood, 
10,697. 

Wood,  Charles.— Pwd  Wood  51.  for  his  vote. 
Kelson,  6188.— Received  51.  for  his  vote  from  Kelson, 
Wood,  10,608. 

Wood,  William.— Paid  Wood  6/.  for  his  vote. 
Kelson,  6188. — Received  from  Kdson  51.  for  his  vote. 
Wood,  10,681. 

Woollett,  George.— Paid  him  either  51,  or 
41,  lOs,  for  his  vote,  Vincent,  6760. 

Woollett,  James. — Pwd  him  for  his  vote  either 
51.  or  41.  \0s.;  cannot  recoUect  which,  Vincent,  6746- 
6749.— Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from  John  Vincent 
Woollett,  13,706. 

WiLLEY,  James.— Paid  him  6/.  for  his  vote.  Friend 
7600.— Received  51.  from  Friend  for  voting  for  Gipps 
and  Johnstone,  Willey,  10,966. 

Watson,  William.— Paid  him  71.  for  his  vote, 
Admans,  7825-7827.— Received  only  61, 10*.,  IO5.  being 
deducted  for  Adman's  twmble,  Watson,  11,746. 

3.  Evidence  in  respect  of  particular  cases  at  the 
Bye  Election  of  1860,  by  the  Liberal  Party. 
There  was  no  direct  money  bribery  at  the  election  of 
1860,  Brent,  893.— Was  paid  3?/.  lOs.  on  the  2d.  March 
1860,  by  Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  through  Mr.  Friend,  of 
the  Eagle  Tavern,  in  repayment  of  fiat  sura  paid  by 
witness  on  account  of  tavern  expenses  at  the  general 
election  in  1847,  Goodwin,  6034.— The  bills  incurred 
by  Mr.  Smythe's  friends,  the  pink  committee,  and  were 
sent  for  payment  to  the  gen^  committee,  and  refrtsed, 
ib.  6044. — Supposes  Mr.  Alderman  Brent  paid  this 
money  in  1860  to  induce  witness  to  vote  for  the  blue 
party,  ib,  6076. 

3.  Evidence  in  respect  of  particular  cases  at  the 
General  Election  of  1847,  by  the  Liberal 
Party. 

Attwood,  William.— Paid  Attwood,  of  Mill  Lane, 
3/.  forhis  vote,  Goodwin,  6886-6888.— Received  3/.  from 
Goodwin  as  a  present  affcer  the  election,  Attoood,  12,001. 
—Applied  for  colour  tickets,  and  could  not  get  them ; 
apphed  for  employment  at  ihe  election,  but  could  not 
get  employed,  and  this  money  was  paid  instead,  16. 
12,004. 

Austen,  William.— Paid  Austen  3/.  for  his  vote, 
Goodwin,  9632.— Voted  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe 
and  was  paid  by  Goodwin  3/.  for  his  vote,  Austen, 
12,020. 

^  Barnett,  James. — Bamett,  the  butcher,  of  Sun 
Street,  had  either  61.  or  ?/.  for  his  vote,  cannot  recollect 
whidi,  Goodwin,  6906. — Had  41.  or  6/.  for  keeping  two 
voters  together,  Tookey  had  Stredwick,  and  preventing 
them  from  bolting,  Bamett,  11,198.— Did  not  receive 
this  money  for  his  vote,  ib.  11,171. 

Beale,  George  William.— Paid  him  3/.  for  his 
vote,  and  a  pair  of  straps,  Cobb,  6449.— Beale  was  a 
shoemaker,  and  it  was  to  be  supposed  that 'the  3/.  was 
for  the  straps,  but  it  was  well  known  to  be  for  the  vote, 
ib.  6463-6467. 

Bushbr,  James.— Received  4/.from  John  Andrews, 
and  voted  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  Busher,  12,796. 

Brown,  William. — Has  no  recollection  of  having 
given  51.  to  Brown,  but  if  it  is  down  in  witness's  ac- 
counts it  must  be  correct.  Pitcher,  9672.— Received 
6/.  from  his  brother  a  few  weeks  after  the  election, 
knew  that  it  was  for  his  vote.  Brown,  13,202. 

Beard,  Richard  (dead).— The  21.  paid  to  Beard 
was  for  charity.  Pitcher,  9619.— Beard  was  employed  in 
canvassmg  and  in  keepmg  the  voters  together,  and 
this  money  was  pobabfy  paid  on  account  of  his  ex- 
penses^ ib,  9619. 
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BbCKPORD,  William  (dead). — Beck£ord  told  wit- 
ness that  he  heard  money  was  being  paid  for  votes,  and 
he  thought  it  hard  he  should  vote  for  a  couple  of  eolour- 
men*s  tickets,  Abrahams,  9027. — Promised  to  see  what 
would  be  done  fpr  ,him,  ib.  9027. — Saw  AJderman  Brent 
on  the  subject,  who  referred  him  to  Mr.  Pilcher  and 
Mr.  Rutter,  who  authorized  the  payment  of  3/.,  ib. 
9033.— Paid  Beckford  3/.  after  he  had  voted,  ib.  9033. 
— Denies  that  her  fother  received  any  money  for  his 
vote,  Beckford,  14,789. 

Barber,  Thomas  (dead). — Pittock  was  employed  to 
look  after  Barber,  and  poUed  him,  Goodtoin,  9o44. — 
Some  one  had  money  to  bribe  Barber,  thinks  it  was 
Pittock ;  does  not  know  whether  Barber  got  the  money, 
nor  the  amount,  ib.  9644. — ^Took  Barber  to  Goodwm 
after  he  had  polled  him,  but  was  not  present  at  the 
interview,  Fittock,  10,998. — Does  not  know  whether 
Barber  got  any  money  or  not,  ib.  10,999. 

Bailey,  Edward. — Paid  Edward  Bailey  3/.  for  his 
vote,  Goodwin,  9651. — Received  61.,  31.  for  himself  and 
3/.  for  his  son,  John  Bailey,  Bailey,  12,06?. 

Bailey,  John. — Paid  John  Bailey  31.  for  his  vote, 
Goodnnn,  9653. — Received  from  his  father  3/.  for  voting 
for  Smythe  and  Conyngham,  BaUey,  12,077. 

BooRMAN,  Thomas. — Received  1/.  from  Kelson  for 
travdOiing  expenses  of  twelve  miles,  Boorman,  10,741. 

Beer,  William,  jnn. — Paid  him  5/.  for  his  his  vote. 
Beer's  uncle  being  present  at  the  time,  Saunders,  3231. 
— Beer  was  of  weak  intellect,  and  is  now  dead,  ib, 
3233. 

Beer,  Thomas  Miller. — Paid  him  51.  fbr  his  vote 
m  1847,  Davey,  5831-5834. 

Boree,  Charles. — Paid  him  41.  for  his  vote,  Cobb, 
6431.— Received  21.  for  his  vote,  1/.  from  Mr.  Collard, 
and  1/.  from  Mr.  Rutter,  Boree,  11,064. 

Bean,  James. — Received  3/.  for  his  vote  from 
Goodwin,  Bean,  12,443. 

CocKETT,  William. — Paid  Cockett  3/.  for  his  vote, 
Goodwin,  9630. — Received  31.  for  his  votefrom  Goodwin, 
Cockett,  12,013. 

CoppiN,  Georoe  (dead). — Paid  Coppin  41.  for  his 
vote,  Co*6,  6437-6441. 

Day,  William  Henry  (dead). — Paid  W.  Day  6/. 
for  his  vote  in  1847,  Davey,  5840. 

Dyason,  John  (dead). — Paid  him  21.  for  his  vote, 
Saunders,  3231 . — Dyason  formerly  lived  at  Whitstable, 
and  is  now  dead,  ib.  3241. 

Eddenden,  William  (dead). — Eddenden  refused 
to  vote  until  his  grandson  was  nominated  on  the  band, 
in  addition  to  his  two  coloiur  tickets,  Jacobs,  6343. — 
Witness  psdd  the  guinea,  but  he  was  not  allowed  to 
blow  his  trumpet,  tb.  5357,  11,620-11,626. 

Fagg,  James. — Paid  Mr.  Fagg,  a  baker  in  Union 
Street,  51.  for  his  vote,  Jacobs,  5348. — Received  ftt)m 
Mr.  Jacobs  5/.  for  voting  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe, 
Fogy,  11,455. 

Farnham,  William. — Paid  Famhsm  3/.  for  his 
vote,  Goodwin,  9631. 

Field,  James. — Paid  some  person  5/.  for  James 
Field's  vote,  cannot  remember  to  whom  it  was  paid. 
Butter,  5798. — Never  had  any  money  for  his  vote, 
nevwr  even  gave  a  recommendation  for  colour  tickets. 
Field,  5698-5771.  5805-5812. 

Greedy,  John  Lavender. — Paid  John  Lavender 
Greeby  5/.  for  his  vote,  through  Grceby's  father,  Sauri'x 
ders,  6394.— Paid  James  Greeby  the  father  10/.  for  the 
votes  of  his  two  sons,  ib.  10,391. — Received  10/.  from 
Saimders  for  his  sons  John  and  Robert,  Greeby,  12,769. 

Gould,  William. — Paid  William  Gould  3/.  for  his 
vote,  Goodwin,  5889. — William  Gould,  of  DeLasoux 
Court,  was  bribed  by  Goodwin,  Southee,  6605. — Re- 
ceived 3/.  for  his  vote  from  Goodwin,  GoTtld,  11,993. 

GosBY,  William  Richard. — Received  21.  fbr  his 
vote  from  Mr.  Cidlen,  Gosby,  14,414. 

Hancock,  William  (dead). — Paid  Hancock  5/. 
for  his  vote ;  Hancock  was  in  great  distress,  and  had  been 
canvassed  by  the  Tories  who  had  promised  money  to 
vote  for  them,  but  witness  said  he  would  endeavour  to 

get  something  for  him,  if  he  voted  for  the  Liberals  as 
e  had  done  before,  Davey,  6848. — Paid  Hancock,  3/. 
for  his  vote,  Saunders,  10,398. 

Hay  WARD,  Edward. — Paid  Hayward  3/.  for  his 
vote,  Goodtoin,  9657-9658. — Received  3/.  from  Good- 
win, for  his  Vote,  Hayward,  12,137. 
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Hawkes,  James  (dead). — Pud  Hawkes  5/.  for  hit 
vote,  Goodmuy  9655. 

Hbwson,  Thomas. — Gave  Hewson,  a  baker  in  Best 
Lane,  through  his  wife,  two  sovereigns  to  vote  for 
Conyngham  and  Smythe,  DeLasaum,  11,632. 

Hitchcock,  Henry. — Paid  Hitchcock,  a  portait 
painter,  in  Palace  Street,  51.,  but  sidd  nothing  to  him 
about  his  vote,  he  was  in  great  distress,  Jacobs,  6155- 
5157. 

Holland,  James.— Was  paid  by  Mr.  Rutter  10/. 
in  1847,  on  account  of  expenaes  incurred  in  treating 
voters,  &o.,  at  the  election  of  1841,  Holland,  3737.— 
Denies  that  this  was  fot  his  vote,  ib.  3791. — Declined 
to  vote  at  aU  until  his  expenses  were  paid,  told  Mr. 
Ruttor  so,  who  said  he  wcadd  endeavour  to  get  him 
something,  ib.  3794-^795. — Ha^dng  got  this  assurance 
he  voted  and  got  the  10/.  after  the  election,  ih.  3798. 
— ^The  10/.  paid  witness  by  Mr.  Rutter  in  1847,  was  in 
repayment  of  his  expenses  in  absconding  firom  Canter- 
bury in  1841,  Hollands,  7338. 

Jennings,  George. — Paid  George  Jennings  3/.  for 
his  vote  in  1847,  through  Warner,  Goodwin,  5876. — 
Thinks  Jennings  got  61.  for  his  vote,  Southee,  2316. — 
Received  3/.  for  his  vote  from  Goodwin,  Jennings, 
11,967. 

Jennings,  John. — ^Paid  John  Jennings  3/.  for  his 
vote  in  1847,  through  Warner,  Goodwin,  5879.— Was 
present  when  the  bargain  was  made  for  the  purchase  of 
the  two  Jennings'  votes;  thinks  they  had  6/.  each, 
Southee,  2316. — Received  3/.  for  his  vote  from  Good- 
win, Jennings,  11,876. 

Jkanes,  Dennis. — Received  from  George  Cooper 
1/.  for  his  vote,  Jeanes,  10,6.38. 

Jeanes,  Jambs. — Received  from  George  Cooper 
\l.  for,  his  vote,  Jeanes,  10,661. 

Jeanes,  Edward. — Received  from  George  Cooper 
1/.  for  his  vote,  Jeanes,  10,675. 

Lee,  Charles. — Paid  Lee,  of  Ramsgate,  5/.  for  his 
vote,  Cobb,  6433-6466. — Received  5/.  for  travelling  ex- 
penses ttom  Ramsgate,  and  loss  of  time,  Lee,  11,103. 
— Asked  for,  and  received  this  money  after  voting,  ib, 
11,119. 

Lemon,  Edward. — Paid  Lemon,  a  tailor,  of  Bough- 
ton,  3/.  10«.  for  his  vote,  Jacobs,  6361. — Recdved  f^m 
Jacobs  21.  I2s.  6d.  for  two  colour  tickets,  and  his  travel- 
linff  expenses  from  Brighton,  Lemon,  ll,509.-^Lemon 
haa  the  money  instead  of  colour  tickets,  and  it  was 
distinctly  understood  the  money  was  for  his  vote, 
Jacobs,  U,817.— Paid  him  3/.  \i)s.,  ib.  11,517. 

Linton,  John. — Paid  Linton  61.  for  his  own  vote 
and  his  brothers,  3/.  each,  Goodwin,  9660. — Under- 
stands from  the  other  Linton  that  he  never  had  the  3/. 
and  that  his  brother  claimed  and  kept  the  61.  for  his 
own  vote  alone,  ib.  9660. — Received  61.  for  his  vote 
from  Goodwin,  who  did  not  say  that  any  part  was  for 
his  brother,  Lmton,  12,118. 

Mount,  Thomas. — Paid  Thomas  Mount,  in  the 
Military  Road,  21.  5s.  for  his  vote,  Jacobs,  5362. — Re- 
c«ved  41.  for  his  vote, — 21.  from  Mr.  Cobb,  and  21. 
for  two  colour  tickets  from  Jacobs, — Mount,  11,525. 

Nathan,  Moses. — Paid  Nathan  51.  for  his  vote; 
Nathan  said  he  was  very  poor,  and  had  been  ofiFered  6/. 
for  his  vote  by  the  Conservatives,  but  would  rather  vote 
blue  if  the  same  sum  could  be  got  for  him,  Jacobs, 
5173-6176. — Received  51.,  by  instalments,  from  Jacobs 
for  voting  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  Nathan,  1 1,494. 

Nye,  Richard. — Received  51.  for  his  vote  from 
Mr.  Laming,  Nye,  14,004. 

Philpott,  James. — Pwd  him  3/.  for  his  vote, 
Saunders,  3231. — Received  41.  from  Thomas  Beer, 
Philpott,  12,730. 

Palmer,  William  Staines. — Voted  for  Smythe 
and  Conyngham  and  was  paid  1/.  at  one  time,  and 
1/.  at  another,  to  spend  among  his  friends  in  treating, 
Palmer,  13,005. 

Parren,  Samuel. — Paid  Parren  3/.  10*.,  a  debt  he 
said  was  due  to  him  at  a  former  election,  Jacobs,  6357. 
— He  would  not  vote  without  being  paid,  and  witness 
paid  him  to  get  his  vote,  ib. — Received  3/.  10s.  from 
his  brother  Henry,  and  gave  it  to  his  sister,  in  payment 
of  an  old  account  for  making  bows  at  Hennikcr  Wil- 
son's election,  Parren,  12,389. 

Parren,  Henry. — Paid  Henry  Parren  3/.  10«.  for 
his  vote,  Jacobs,  6359. — Received  71.  from  Jacobs  in 
payment  of  an  old  account  at  Henniker  Wilson's  elec» 
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Parren,  Henry — continued. 
tion  for  making  bows,  gave  hia  brother  Samuel  3/.  IO5. 
for  his  sister,  and  3/.  10«.  to  his  aunt,  Parren,  12,366.— 
Received  21.  out  of  the  7/.!for  himself,  which  was  returaed 
to  him  by  his  aunt  and  sister,  ib,  12,359. 

PiTTOcK,  Henry. — ^Was  paid  51,  for  his  vote  by 
Goodwin,  Pittock,  10,987. 

Ratcliffe,  Edward. — Paid  RatclifPe  through 
Southbjr  51.  for  his  vote,  Goodwin,  9633.— Ratcliffe 
complains  that  he  got  only  3/.,  ib,  9640. — Paid  Ratcliffe 
3/. — \l.  before  the  election  and  21.  afterwards, — Southee, 
9764. — Did  not  get  5/.  from  Goodwin  to  give  Ratcliffe, 
nor  any  money  until  after  the  election,  ib.  9770. — Re- 
ceived 3/.  from  Southee,  for  travelling  ezpenies  from 
Sheemess,  Ratcliffe,  12,042. 

Read,  Isaac. — Received  5/.  from  Mr.  Jacobs  for 
voting  for  CK)nyngham  and  Smythe,  Read,  11,483. 

Reader, . — Paid  Reader  51.  by  direction  of  Mr. 

Pilcher  for  his  vote  out  of  the  money  witness  had 
from  Mr.  Rutter,  Jacobs,  5180-5190. 

Roberts,  John  Henry. — Received  5/. from  Saun- 
ders, and  paid  it  to  Roberts  for  his  vote,  Greeby, 
12,773. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from  James  Greeby, 
Roberts,  12,790. 

RoYCE,  Henrv. — Paid  Royce.  a  shoemaker,  living 
in  the  Archbishop's  palace,  5/.  for  his  vote,  Cobb,  6442- 
6448. — Royce  was  a  very  poor  man  and  in  great  dis- 
tress at  the  time,  ib. — "NVas  paid  5/.  for  his  vote  by 
Cobb,  iJoyc<?,  11,152. 

Sell,  Richard. — Paid  Sell  one  guinea,  and  I5. 6(/. 
afterwards  to  Sell's  wife  and  daughter  to  come  mth 
him,  Jacobs,  5370. — ^The  guinea,  witness  thinks,  was 
for  his  colourmen's  tickets,  ib.  5375. — Received  money 
for  two  colour  tickets,  Sell,  11,534. — Received  one 
sovereign  afteniards  from  Jacobs,  jun.,  ib.,  11,541. 

SiMMS,  Joseph. — Paid  Simms,  the  stammering 
shoemaker,  '61.  for  his  vote,  Jacobs,  5353. — Received 
3/.  from  Jacobs  for  voting  for  Conyngham  and  Smvthe, 
Stmww,  11,504. 

Sheatuer,  Thomas. — Paid  Sheather's  wife  51.; 
Sheather  was  in  great  distress,  but  would  take  nothing 
for  his  vote,  and  arranged  it  with  the  wife,  Jacobs,  5162. 
Was  told  by  SneUer,  one  of  the  committee,  to  call 
upon  Sheather,  who  was  inclined  to  vote  blue,  nothing 
further  was  said,  ib.  5166. — Received  51.  fit)m  Jacobs 
for  voting  for  Convnghara  and  Sm^'the,  Sheather, 
11,489. 

Smith,  William. — Paid  him  3/.  for  his  vote,  Good' 
win,  9627. — Received  31,  for  his  vote  from  Goodwin, 
Smith,  12,184. 

Solly,  William  R.  (Dead). — Paid  Solly  51.  for  a 
pink  flag,  Goodwin,  9664. — ^llie  order  for  the  flag  was 
given  upon  the  understanding  that  he  was  to  vote  for 
the  two  Liberal  candidates,  ib.  9667. 

Stredwick,  Henry. — Received  6/.  for  his  vote 
from  Pierson  Dray,  Stredwick,  11,984. — Bribed  Stred- 
wick, Dray,  12,158. 

Stredwick,  Thomas  (dead). — Bribed  Thomas 
Stredwick  to  vote  for  the  Liberal  candidates,  Dray, 
12,158. 

Stone,  William  Henry  (dead). — ^Thinks  Stone 
was  paid  51.  after  the  election,  Pilcher,  9599. — His 
wife  applied  for  it  because  she  heard  that  other  voters 
had  been  paid  oL,  ib.  9599. — Stone  was  very  ill  at  the 
time  of  the  canvass,  and  thinks  the  money  was  given 
more  on  the  score  of  charity  than  for  the  vote,  ib.  9600. 

Taylor,  Thomas. — Paid  Thomas  Taylor,  of  Ab- 
bott's Place,  51.  for  his  vote,  and  got  the  money  from 
Mr.  Rutter,  Mutton,  3976^982-86/ 2.—Was  canvassed 
by  Mr.  Ward  and  Mr.  Mutton,  and  told  them  he  would 
not  vote  until  he  was  paid  for  it,  Taylor,  12,873. — Re- 
ceived 61.  for  his  vote,  ib.  12,872. 

TooKEY,  Thomas,  (gone  to  America). — Bribed 
Tookey  to  vote  for  the  Liberal  candidates.  Dray,  12,158. 

White,  Charles. — Paid  Charles  White  61.  for  his 
vote  in  1847,  Davey,  5822-5825.— Received  61.  from 
Davey,  White,  12,721. 

White,  John. — Paid  John  White,  61.  for  his  vote 
in  1847,  Davey,  5819-5821.— Received  5/.  for  his  vote 
from  Davey,  Hliite,  12,659. 

W^hite,  Thomas. — Paid  Thomas  White  61.  for  his 
vote  ;  gave  this  money  to  prevent  White's  being  bribed 
by  the  other  party,  Davey,  5826-5829. — Received  5/. 
for  his  vote  from  Davey,  White,  12,642. 
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White,  Thomas  J. — Pjdd  him  61.  for  his  vote  in 
1847,  Davey,  5835-5839.— Received  6/.  for  his  vote. 
White,  14,407. 

Wilding,  William. — ^Wilding,  of  Pond  Lane, 
Westgate,  was  bribed  by  Goodwin,  Southee,  6505. — Re- 
ceived 3/.  for  his  vote  from  Southee,  Wilding,  11,976. 

WiLLAiNG,  William.— Paid  Willaing  3/.  for  his 
vote,  Goodwin,  5892. 

Waind,  William. — Paid  Waind  3/.  for  his  vote, 
Goodwin,  5894. — ^William  Waind,  of  Northgate,  was 
bribed  by  Goodwin,  with  3/.  or  3/.  10s.,  Southee,  6802. 
— ^AVas  paid  3/.  by  Southee  for  voting,  Waind,  10,895. 

Wilkinson,  George. — Received  3/.  for  his  vote 
from  Mr.  Smith,  and  voted  for  Smythe  and  Conyng- 
ham, Wilkinson,  12,860. 

Wood,  James. — Paid  him  3/.  for  his  vote,  Saun- 
ders, 3231. — Received  3/.  for  his  expenses  in  coming 
from  Faversham  to  vote  for  the  blue  party,  and  one  to 
vote  for  the  reds,  Wood,  12,737-12,746.— Voted  for  the 
blue  side,  ib. — Should  not  have  voted  blue  if  he  had 
not  got  the  3/.,  ib. 

3.  Evidence  in  respect  of  particular  cases,  at  the 
General  Election  of  1847,  by  the  Conservative 
Party. 

Admans,  Richard  M.  W.  M. — Paid  Richard  Ad- 
mans  for  voting  in  1847,  cannot  tell  how  much, 
Admans,  7908. 

Allwright,John. — Received  6/.  from  his  brother, 
Henry  AUwright,  and  voted  for  Clinton  and  Vance, 
Allwright,  14,312. 

Allwright,  Henry  (New  Zealand). — Paid  Heniy 
Allwright  11,  for  his  vote,  Bennett,  13,255. 

Anderson,  William. — Paid  Anderson  11.  for  his 
vote,  Bennett,  13,255.— Received  8/.  for  his  vote  from 
Mr.  Bennett,  Anderson,  14,640. 

Andrews,  William. — Paid  William  Andrews  5/. 
for  his  vote,  Bennett,  13,288.— Received  5/.  from  Mr. 
Bennett  for  voting  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  Andrews, 
13,486. 

Austen,  Minter. — Was  paid  61.  for  his  vote  by 
Allwright,  Austen,  10,730. 

Austen,  George. — ^Was  paid  6/.  for  his  vote, 
Austen,  10,808. 

Barnes,  Thomas. — Paid  him  10/.  for  his  vote, 
Admans,  11,685-11,699.— Received  only  9/.  10*., 
Admans  deducting  \hs.  for  his  services,  Barnes,  11,774. 

Barber,  George,  lun. — ^W^as  pwd  \l.  from  Mr. 
Watts  by  direction  of  Mr.  Pilcher,  in  payment  of  an 
account  due  for  expenses  at  a  previous  election.  Barber, 
12,489. — Voted  red  notwithstanding  this  settlement, 
ib.  12,498. 

Bates,  George  (dead). — Paid  him  8/.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,255. 

Bailey,  Edward,  jun. — Received  3/.  for  travelling 
expenses  to  and  frt)m  Maidstone  and  for  loss  of  time, 
and  one  sovereign  for  his  services,  Bailey,  12,702- 
12,709.— Pwd  him  41.  for  his  vote,  Bennett,  13,256. 

Barton,  George  (dead). — Paid  him  51.  for  his  vote. 
Marsh,  12,234.— Paid  him  5/.  for  his  vote,  Bennett, 
13,255. — Received  5/.  from  Mr.  Bennett,  and  paid  it 
away  to  Barton,  Marsh,  13,635. — ^This  is  correct,  JBen- 
nett,  13,637 

Barton,  Bobert. — Paid  him  5/.  for  his  vote.  Marsh, 
1224.— Paid  him  51,  for  his  vote,  Bennett,  13,255.— 
Received  51.  from  Mr.  Bennett  and  gave  it  to  Barton, 
Marsh,  13,635. — ^This  statement  is  correct,  Bennett, 
13,637. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from  Mr.  Marsh,  Bar^' 
ton,  13,642. 

Blinks,  Samuel. — ^Pwd  him  10/.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,255. — Received  8/.  for  his  vote.  Blinks, 
13,270.— Can  swear  that  BUnks  had  10/,  Bennett, 
13,272. 

Blogg,  William  Waters. — Paid  him  5/.  for  his 
vote,  Bennett,  13,255. — Received  5/.  from  Mr.  Fmdi 
for  his  vote,  Blogg,  13,282.— Witness  gave  Blogg  the 
51.  himself,  Bennett,  13,287- — Persists  that  he  received 
the  money  from  Finch  and  not  from  Bennett,  Blogg, 
13,288. 

Boorman,  Thomas,  sen. — Received  from  Kelson, 
1/.  for  travelling  expenses,  twelve  miles,  Boorman, 
19,741. — Cannot  recollect  what  was  paid  to  Boorman, 
Bennett,  13,255.— Received  5/.  from  Mr.  Kelson,  but 
none  from  Bennett,  Boorman,  14,439. 
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Bradford,  Edwin. — Had  7/.  from  Oakenfiill,  for 
voting  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  10,419-10,425. 

Bradford,  Henry. — Believes  Hemy  Bradford  w'as 
paid  71'  for  his  vote.  Bradford,  10,443.— Received  //. 
for  his  vote  from  OakenfuU,  Bradford,  10,510-10,512. 

Bradford,  William  Bowkrs. — Believes  his 
brother,  W.  B.  Bradford,  was  paid  7^.  for  his  vote, 
Bradford,  10,450. — Received  7/.  for  hb  vote  from 
OakenfuU,  Bradford,  10,519-10,522. 

Best,  Joseph. — Paid  him  4/.  for  his  vote,  Bennett, 
13,255. — Received  4/.  for  his  vote  from  Bennett,  Best, 
13,595. 

Beard,  William,  jun. — Paid  him  5/.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,255. 

Bradley,  William. — Paid  him  8/.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,255.— Received  7/.  lOs.  for  his  vote  from 
Harding,  Bradley,  14,263. 

BiRT,  William. — Paid  him  10/.  for  his  vote,  Ben^ 
fie/^,1 3,255.— Received  5/.  for  his  vote,  Birt,  13,611.— 
Witness  himself  gave  Birt  7^.  or  8/. ;  cannot  exactly 
remember  which,  Bennett,  13,617. — Received  nothing 
from  Bennett;  witness's  wife  got  the  money  from 
Thomas  Friend,  Birt,  13,620. — Upon  his  oath  witness 
gave  Birt  this  money,  Bennett,  13,621. — Statement  of 
the  circumstances  which  makes  witness  so  positive  in 
the  matter,  ib,  13,622. 

Bradford,  Francis  Hammond. — Does  not  know 
whether  his  brother,  Francis  Hammond  Bradford,  got 
any  money  for  his  vote  at  the  election  of  1847,  Brad' 
ford,  10,459. 

Callow,  James. — Paid  him  either  10/.  or  5/.  for  his 
vote,  Bennett,  13,255. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote,  from 
Mr.  Bennett,  Callow,  13,356. 

Cherrison«  Edward  (dead). — Pwd  him  5/.  for  his 
vote,  Bennett,  13.255. 

Coffins,  Jambs. — Heard  that  Coppins  got  5/.  for 
his  vote  from  Oakenfiill,  Bra^ord,  10,497. — Received 
11,  for  his  vote,  Coppins,  14,776. 

Crouch,  Thomas,  jun. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote, 
and  gave  John  Hart  Ratcliffe,  who  applied  for  his  vote, 
\l.  for  his  trouble.  Crouch,  13,945-13,949. 

Crockford,  Thomas. — Paid  him  10/.  out  of  the 
90/.  received  from  Munns,  for  the  Stjrles's,  Thomas 
Styles,  11,924. — Crockford,  a  brother-in-law  of  the 
Styles'8,t6.  11,892. 

Daniels,  John. — Paid  him  5/.  for  his  vote,  Bennett, 
13,255.— Received  8/.  for  his  vote  fit)m  OakenfuU, 
Daniels,  13,296. 

Dernacour,  James  (dead). — Pwd  him  11,  or  8/. 
for  his  vote,  Bennett,  13,255. 

Ellen,  Michael. — Paid  him  3/.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,255. 

Ells,  Richard. — Paid  Richard  Ells  5/.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,255.— Received  11  for  his  vote  from  Ben- 
nett, Ells,  13,308. 

Ells,  Stephen. — Paid  him  5/.  or  6/.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,255.— Received  either  7/.  or  8/.  for  his 
vote  from  Mr.  Bennett,  EUs,  13,550. 

Evans,  William. — Paid  William  Evans  5/.  for  his 
vote,  Bennett,  13,255-13,321.— Received  6/.  lOj.  for  his 
vote  from  George  Harding,  ib,  13,255. 

Finn,  David. — Paid  him  5/.  for  his  vote,  Bennett, 
13,255. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from  Mr.  Bennett, 
Finn,  13,585. 

French,  Henry  Richard. — Paid  Henry  French 
5/.  for  his  vote,  Bennett,  13,255. — Received  5/.  for  his 
vote  from  Mr.  Smithson,  but  none  from  Mr.  Bennett, 
French,  13,451. 

French,  Daniel. — Paid  French  5/.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,255. — Received  11,  for  his  vote  from  Adams, 
but  nothing  from  Mr.  Bennett,  French,  13,474. 

Fordered,  Thomas,  jun. — Paid  him  5/.  for  his 
vote,  Bennett,  13,255. 

Friend,  Richard. — Paid  him  11,  for  his  vote, 
Admans,  11,686. — Received  only  5/.  for  his  vote  from 
Admans,  Friend,  11,793. 

Gardner,  John. — Paid  Gardner  3/.  to  vote  for 
ainton  and  Vance,  Admans,  7890-7891-11,687. 

Goldsmith,  Thomas. — Paid  Mrs.  Goldsmith  14/., 
10/.  for  Goldsmith's  vote,  and  4/.  for  a  tavern  bill,  Ben- 
nett,  13,255.— Received  10/.  for  the  hire  of  his  gardens, 
but  nothing  for  his  vote.  Goldsmith,  13,534.— St.  Peter's 
gardens  were  engaged  for  the  candidates,  but  were  not 
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Goldsmith,  Thomas — continued, 
used  by  them,  ib,  13,538.— Mr.  Goldsmith's  statement 
correct ;  the  10/.  was  paid  for  the  gardens,  which  were 
hired  to  prevent  them  being  hired  by  the  other  party, 
ib, 

Harris,  Thomas. — Paid  him  8/.  or  10/.  for  his 
vote,  Bennett,  13,255. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from 
Munns,  Harris,  13,330. 

HoRTON,  Edward. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from 
Mr.  Smithson,  Horton,  13,899. 

Jackson,  Jonathan.— Paid  him  41.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,255. 

Jarman,  Thomas.— Paid  Jarman  6/.  or  5/.  for  his 
vote,  Benmett,  13,255.— Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from 
Mr.  Bennett,  Jarman,  13,500. 

Jbnninos,  Henry,  jun.— Was  paid  3/.  for  his  vote 
by  George  Crothall,  Jennings,  10,585. 

JossLYN,  Thomas. — Gave  Thomas  Josslyn  money 
for  his  vote ;  does  not  recollect  what  sum  he  gave  him, 
Frienc/,  7430.— P^d  it  after  the  election,  ib,  7439.— Got 
the  mon^  from  Mr.  Pout,  ib.  7439. — Received  5/.  for 
his  vote  from  Friend,  Josslyn,  10,857. 

Josslyn,  William. — Paid  one  of  the  Josslyns 
money  for  his  vote,  besides  Thomas  and  Joseph,  but 
does  not  know  his  christian  name.  Friend,  7433. — 
Received  5/.  for  his  vote  frt)m  Kelson,  Josslyn,  14,146. 

Josslyn,  Joseph,  sen. — Paid  him  money  for  his 
vote.  Friend,  7433,  7434.— Received  from  Friend  1/. 
for  two  colour  tickets,  Josslyn,  10,844. 

Knell,  James. — Paid  Knell  money^  for  his  vote; 
cannot  recollect  what  sums  he  paid  him,  and  is  not 
quite  positive  as  to  his  christian  name.  Friend,  7453. — 
Witness's  wife  was  paid  five  sovereigns,  and  he  has  on 
doubt  it  was  for  his  vote.  Knell,  13,739. 

Lemar,  William. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from 
Mr.  Bennett,  Lemar,  15,500. 

Lang  ley,  Thomas. — Paid  Langley  41.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,255. — Admits  that  he  had  some  conver- 
sation with  Mr.  Bennett  about  his  vote,  but  denies 
upon  oath,  that  he  ever  received  any  money  from  him, 
Langley,  14,340. 

Laslett,  Thomas. — ^Paid  him  61,  or  11,  for  his 
vote.  Friend,  7455. 

Lucas,  Stephen  (dead). — Paid  him  5/.  for  his 
vote,  Bennett,  13,255. 

Mills,  William. — Pwd  him  41,  for  his  vote,  Ben* 
nett,  13,255. 

Mills,  Solomon. — Paid  him  1/.  for  his  vote,  Ben* 
nett,  13,255. — Received  1/.  for  travelling  expenses. 
Mills,  13,571. 

Marsh,  Edward. — ^Thinks  Marsh  had  11.  for  his 
vote  from  Oakenfiill,  Bradford,  10,483.— Was  paid  11. 
for  his  vote  by  OakenfuU,  Marsh,  10,528. 

Moore,  Richard. — Paid  Moore  5/.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,255. — Found  five  sovereigns  in  his  house  a 
fortnight  after  the  election;  supposes  it  was  for  his 
vote,  Moore,  13,337. 

Nicholson,  Edward. — Paid  him  5/.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,255. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from  Ben- 
nett, Nickleson,  13,349. 

Page,  Henry  James. — Paid  Page,  a  licensed 
\ictualler  in  Bridge  Street,  10/.  for  his  vote.  Kelson, 
6122. — Page  had  promised,  when  canvassed,  to  vote 
for  Clinton  and  Vance,  but  on  the  morning  of  the 
election  told  witness  that  he  should  not  vote  without 
money,  and  that  he  had  been  offered  8/.  or  10/.  by  the 
opposite  party,  ib,  6122. — Reported  this  to  Mr.  Bennett, 
who  said  the  man  must  be  had,  ib,  6122. — Received 
from  Kelson  61,  for  his  vote.  Page,  10,702. — Denies 
that  he  got  10/.,  ib,  10,704.— Denies  Kelson's  state- 
ment respecting  the  voting,  ib,  10,716. 

Parsons,  George. — Received  6/.  for  his  vote; 
thinks  it  was  from  Mr.  Pilcher,  Parsons,  14,074. 

Parker,  James  Grey  (dead). — Paid  him  5/.  for 
his  vote,  Bennett,  13,255. 

Price,  Francis  Horn. — Paid  him  five  soverdgns 
for  his  vote,  Bennett,  13,400.— Voted  for  Mr.  Sm^, 
but  did  not  receive  any  money  for  his  vote  or  for  any 
other  purpose.  Price,  13,383-13,399. 

Pierce,  J.  W. — Paid  him  5/.  for  his  vote,  Bennett, 
13,255. 

Pierce,  Edward. — Gave  him  3/.  for  his  vote,  Friend, 
7451.— Received  41  from  Friend  for  his  vote,  Pierce, 
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Pierce  Edward — continued, 
10,942-13,366-13,379.  — Paid  him  5/.  for  his  vote, 
Bennett,  13,265.— Did  not  recdve  any  money  from 
Bennett,  Pierce,  13,368. 

Ratcliffr,  John  Hart. — Was  paid  7^.  for  his 
vote  by  Oakenfull,  Bradford,  10,48?.— Received  71 
for  his  vote  from  Oakenfull,  Ratcliffe,  10,560. 

Stone,  William  Edwin. — Paid  him  5/.  for  his 
vote,  Bennett,  13,255. — Got  nothing  for  his  vote,  was 
employed  as  a  messenger,  and  received  21,  Stone, 
13,426. — Upon  furtherconsideration,  thinks  the  money 
witness  gave  was  41.,  and  not  51.,  and  was  for  treating 
and  not  for  his  vote,  Bennett,  13,432. — Denies  that  he 
ever  received  any  money  from  Bennett,  Stone,  13,434. 

Styles,  Thomas,  sen. — Paid  him  10/.  for  his  vote, 
Mmmsy  8046.— Received  90/.  from  Munns,  took  10/. 
himself,  and  paid  10/.  to  each  of  the  Sties'  and 
CiDokford,  Tkomoi  Styles,  11,924. 

Styles,  Thomas,  jun. — ^Paid  him  10/.  for  his  vote, 
Mmns,  8046 ;  TTwmas  Styles,  11,924. 

Styles,  John  George,  sen. — Paid  him  10/.  for  his 
vote,  Munns,  8046 ;  Thomas  Styles,  11,924. 

Styles,  John  George,  jun. — Paid  him  10/.  for 
his  vote,  Munns,  8046 ;  Thomas  Styles,  11,924. 

Styles,  George  Henry. — Paid  him  10/.  for  his 
vote,  Munns,  8046 ;  Thomas  Styles,  11,924. 

Styles,  William. — Paid  him  10/.  for  his  vote 
Munns,  8046;  Thomas  Styles,  11,924. 

Styles,  Frederick. — Paid  him  10/.  for  his  vote, 
Munns,  8046;  Thomas  Styles,  11,924. 

Styles,  Edmund  (dead). — Paid  him  10/.  for  hb 
vote,  Munns,  8046;  T%omas  Styles,  11,924. 

Thomsett>  John. — Paid  Thomsett  3/.  for  his 
vote,  Bennett,  13,255. 

Thompson,  John. — Received  51,  for  his  vote  from 
Bennett,  Thoii^son,  13,463. 

Watson,  William. — ^Was  paid  3/.  by  Finoh  the 
publican  in  Wincheap  Street,  three  weeks  after  the 
election,  Watson,  ll,/56. 

Weed,  Thomas. — Received  5/.  for  his  vote  from 
Thomas  Friend,  iVeed,  14,445.— Was  employed  in 
keeping  the  voters  together  and  getting  them  up  to 
the  poU,  ib.  14,448. 

White,  John  (of  Bridge).— Thinks  it  was  61,  he 
got  at  this  time.  White,  9120. 

Wetherley,  Mathew. — Paid  him  3/.  fbr  his 
vote,  Bennett,  13,255. — Received  21,  for  his  services  as 
messenger  from  Mr.  TrunneU,  and  1/.  afterwards  from 
Mr.  Bennett,  for  his  vote,  Wetherley,  13,558. 

Wood,  James. — Received  51,  for  his  vote  from 
Thomas  Cousins,  jun.,  the  son  of  Hiomas  Finch 
Cousins,  Wood,  14,461. 

Wood,  John. — Received  61,  for  his  vote  from 
Allwright,  who  has  j^one  to  Australia,  Wood,  10,602, 
— Received  61,  for  his  vote  from  Aldndge,  who  has 
gone  to  New  Zealand,  but  nothing  from  Bennett,  ib, 
13,513. — Remembers  John  Wood  perfectly  well  and 
gave  him  ten  sovereigns  in  the  sti^t,  the  day  after 
Mie  election,  Bennett,  13,522. 

Wood,  William. — Paid  William  Wood,  a  car- 
penter, 10/.  for  his  vote,  Bennett,  13,255. — Received 
from  Allwright  6/.  for  his  vote.  Wood,  10,686. 

Wood,  Henry. — Paid  him  41.  or  5/.  for  his  vote; 
promised  him  the  money  first,  saw  him  vote  and  tiien 
paid  him  the  money.  Kelson,  6132.  —  Received  5/. 
iW>m  Kelson  for  witness's  vote.  Wood,  10,816. 

3.  Evidence  in  respect  of  particular  cases,  at  the 
General  Election  of  1841,  by  the  Conservative 
Party, 

The  Sales'  fomily  received  100/.,  10/.  for  each  vote, 
and  all  the  Styles'  voted  for  Smythe  and  Bradshaw, 
Jliomas  Styles,  11,961.— John  Allwright  received  5/. 
for  his  vote,  and  voted  for  Smythe  and  Bradshaw. 
AUwriyht,  14,318. 

3.  Evidence  in  respect  qf  particular  cases  at  the 

Bye  Election  qf  1841,  by  the  Liberal  party. 
Saw  James  Turmaine,  of  Sturrey,  at  the  reouest  of 
Alderman  Henrv  Cooper,  and  prcnnised  him  10/.  for 
his  vote.  Friend,  7366. — ^Turmaine  wanted  the  money 
fint,  but  Mr.  Cooper  said  he  shovdd  not  have  it  until 
he. had  voted,  i^.— After  he,had  voted,  Mr.  Cooper 
wanted  witness  to  pay  Turmaine  only  8/.,  but  witness 
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having  promised  10/.,  would  not  go  from  his  word,  and 
paid  it  him,  ib,  7366.— Was  bribed  with  5/.  by  Mr.  Wil. 
son's  party,  but  voted  for  Mr.  Smythe,  Parsons,  14,096* 

3.  Evidence  in  respect  of  particular  cases  at  the  Bye 
Election  of  \S4\,  by  the  Conservative  party. 

Canvassed  Thomas  Gearing,  of  Palace  Street,  who 
said  he  had  been  offered  107.  by  the  other  party,  but 
wanted  12/.,  Hollands,  7331.— Went  back  to  the  com- 
mittee and  reported  the  matter,  when  Mr.  Crossdell 
said  he  was  to  have  it ;  and  when  witness  offered  him 
12/.,  Geary  said  he  wanted  15/.,  ib. — ^Told  Mr.  Geary, 
bv  direction  of  the  committee,  that  they  were  mudi 
obliged  to  him,  but  did  not  want  him,  Hollands,  7331. 
— On  account  of  this  transaction,  left  Canterbury,  and 
was  absent  three  weeks  to  avoid  appearing  before  the 
committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  ib.  7331. — 
Witness's  brother,  Thomas  Styles,  received  108/.  for 
the  votes  of  the  whole  family,  nine  votes  at  12/.  each, 
6.  H  Styles,  11,951.— This  money  was  paid  to  George 
Heniy  Styles,  but  his  memory  is  bad,  and  he  has 
forffotten  it,  T.  Styles,  11,954.— Voted  for  Smythe 
at  me  bye  election  of  1841,  and  was  paid  10/.  for  his 
vote,  Austen,  12,027. 

3.  Evidence  in  respect  qf  particular  cases  at  the 
General  Election  of  1837,  by  the  Liberal 
party. 

Paid  John  Hancock  9/.  for  his  vote  m  1837,  Friend, 
7387. — Got  the  monev  from  Mr.  Alderman  Neame  for 
this  purpose,  and  paid  it  to  Hancock  b^re  he  voted, 
ib,  7389-735^. — Denies  that  he  ever  paid  money  to 
Friend  to  bribe  Hancock,  Neame,  7593. — Friend  is  the 
last  man  in  Canterbuiy  witness  would  trust  money 
with,  ib.  7594.— Got  15/.  from  the  Committee  for  the 
three  Weeds,  polled  two  of  them,  father  and  son,  and 
paid  them  5/.  each ;  but  the  other  son  had  been  taken 
away,  and  witness  returned  the  remaining  51.,  Friend, 
7372. 

n.  Indirect  Bribery. 

1.  Colour  Tickets.  (5«?  Colour  Tickets.) 

2.  Gratuities  to  Voters.  (See  Gratuities  to  Voters 
and  Christmas  Gifts  to  Voters.)   ^ 

3.  Employment  of  Voters.  (Sec  Employment  of  Voters 
and  Colourmen,  Canvassing  Clerks,  Committee  Clerks, 
Hallmen,  Messengers,  and  Musicians.) 

4.  Patronage.  {See  Government  Situations,  Muni- 
cipal Charities,  Appointment  of  Magistrates,  Local 
Appointments.) 

Brock,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — Is  a  tan- 
ner, and  votes  as  a  householder  since  1842,  3326-3330. 
— Has  been  on  the  Liberal  committees  and  canvassed  at 
all  the  elections  since  1842,  3332-3340.— Never  saw 
any  accounts  submitted  to  the  committee,  nor  heard 
any  discussion  respecting  them,  3341,  3342.^;)an- 
vassed  for  Lord  A.  Conyngham  in  1847,  and  voted  for 
him ;  in  1850  for  Colonel  RomiUy,  and  in  1852  for 
Romilly  and  Somerville,  3345-3349.— When  canvass- 
ing in  1847  never  gave  any  colour  tickets ;  may  have 
had  applications,  but  never  recommended  any  one,  nor 
told  lihem  where  to  get  them,  3351,  3352.— Was  not 
applied  to  for  money  on  that  occasion,  3353. — Never 
heard  anv  applications  to  the  canvassers  for  money, 
3354. — Tne  canvassing  book  is  in  the  possession  of 
Saunders,  the  canvassing  clerk,  3357«  3358. — Does  not 
recollect  canvassing  Charles  Martin ;  the  particulars  of 
the  canvass  inserted  in  the  book ;  witness  merely  soli- 
cited the  votes,  3360-3363. — Never  opened  a  public 
house,  nor  attended  at  any  public  house  on  account  of 
the  election,  3365-3375. 

Brock,  Charlbq.  (Analysis  (f  his  Evidence.) — Is  a  voter 
in  the  Liberal  hiterest,  3376. — ^Took  part  in  the  dec- 
tions  of  1850  and  1852, 3378.— Canvassed  with  Colonel 
Romilly  on  both  occasions,  3379. — Knows  nothing 
of  bribery,  either  direct  or  by  colour  tickets,  3380. — 
Never  saw  a  colour  ticket  until  he  saw  one  produced 
before  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
3380. 

Brown,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,)^yoted 
for  Johnston  at  the  last  election,  and  got  4/.  6s,  for 
his  vote  fipom  Mr.  Hormsby,  13,183-13,188.-Will 
swear  that  he  only  got  41. 6s.,  13,192. — Paid  Hormsly 
out  of  this  money  16*.  Sd,  which  he  owed  him,  13,19/. 
—Voted  for  Lord  Albert  in  1847,  and  got  51,  from  his 
brother  for  the  vote  a  few  weeks  afterwards,  13,201* 
13,2a3. 
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Brown,  Thomas.  (AnabfsU  of  his  Evidence,) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Johnston  and  Gipps ; 
got  5/.  for  his  vote,  10*.  from  Kelson,  and  Al,  10*. 
from  Irons,  13,680-13,685. 

Brown,  Charles  Henry.  (Analysis  of  his  JBwdence,) 
— Is  a  freeman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps ;  got  two  tickets,  and  was  employed  as  messen- 
ger, but  got  no  pay  as  such,  14,419-14,425. — Expected 
to  get  something,  which  induced  him  to  vote,  14,426- 
14,430. 

Burt,  James.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence,) — Is  a  free- 
man, and  voted  at  the  last  election  for  Gipps  and 
Johnstone,  and  was  paid  I6s,  as  messenger  by  Taylor, 
10,900.— Got  no  other  money,  10,905. 

Burt,  Jambs.  (Analysis  of  his  EvidenccY— Got  11. 
from  Thomas  Cozens  for  witness's  son's  vote,  11,037- 
11,040. — He  voted  for  Gipps  at  the  last  election, 
11,041. — Paid  the  man  in  the  New  Road  very  nearly 
all  the  7^.,  11,042, — The  money  was  promised  tmon 
the  understanding  that  his  son  voted,  11,053. — ^Did 
not  tell  his  son  of  the  promise  about  the  vote,  11,061. — 
Did  not  tdl  his  son  that  he  had  a  promise  which  would 
get  him  out  of  his  difficulties,  11,062. — Did  not  get 
the  money  until  after  his  son  had  voted,  11,067. — His 
son  knew  that  witness  had  got  the  promise,  11,068. — 
(jot  the  money  from  Thomas  Cozens,  who  Uves  oppo- 
site St.  Paul's  Church,  11,069-11,072. 

Burt,  John  Twyman.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — 
Voted  at  the  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  rgot 
no  money,  nor  any  assistance  for  his  vote,^  11,022- 
11,026. — Believes  something  was  paid  for  his  vote; 
does  not  know  how  much;  his  fatW  got  it,  11,027- 
11,036. 

Burt,  John  Twyman.  (His  Examination  resumed,") — 
Beoeived  a  promise  to  get  him  out  of  his  difficulties, 
which  induced  him  to  vote  for  Gipps  at  the  last  elec- 
tion, 11,075-11,078. 

Busker,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — Is  a  free- 
man ;  voted  in  1847  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham,  and 
got  41,  for  his  vote  from  John  Andrews,  12,792- 
12,802.— Was  paid  31,  by  Mr.  Johnson  for  not  voting 
at  the  last  election,  12,803-12,805.— Was  livii^  with 
Johnson  a  week  before  the  election,  and  was  red  by 
Bean  the  waggoner,  12,806-12,812.-— Saw  Mr.  Johnsim 
two  days  before  the  election,  who  told  witness  he  might 
stop,  12,816. — ^There  was  a  dispute  between  Alderman 
Brent  and  Mr.  Johnson,  about  witness's  vote,  12,818. — 
Was  riding  about  in  the  miller's  waggon  on  the  dav  of 
election,  and  could  have  voted  if  he  had  wishea  to 
have  done  so,  12,822. — Did  not  intend  to  vote, 
12,823. — ^Was  not  persuaded  by  Mr.  Johnson  to  go 
out  of  the  town,  12,825. — Remained  at  Mr.  Johnson's 
two  or  three  days  after  the  election,  12,826. — ^Was 
paid  at  several  times,  a  few  shillings  a  time,  12,828. — 
Mr.  Johnson  wanted  witness  to  vote  Red,  and  Alder- 
man Brent  wanted  lum  to  vote  Blue,  12,829. — 
Thinks  the  money  paid  before  the  election  «was  to 
induce  him  to  vote,  and  after  the  election  to  re- 
ward him  for  not  voting,  12,835. — Got  one  shilling 
from  Kelson,  but  no  colour  ticket,  nor  any  money 
from  any  one  else,  12,839. — Has  always  been  taken 
away  by  the  Blues,  to  prevent  him  firom  voting, 
12,842. — Has  always  been  carried  off  at  every  election, 
12,843. — ^Was  made  drunk,  and  carried  off  by  the 
Blues  in  1841,  12,846.— Always  intended  to  vote  R^ 
but  the  Blues  prevented  him^  12,848. — ^They  thought 
it  better  to  have  his  vote  in  1847»  than  par  him  for 
stopping  away,  12,848. — Stopped  away  in  lo52  of  his 
own  accord,  12,850. — ^The  Reds  gave  monev  to  get. 
some  allowance  with,  but  the  Blues  gave  bun  rum,^ 
and  they  pretty  nigh  killed  him,  12,851. 

Butter  Market  Troop  : — 

A  number  of  voters,  all  blues,  acting  together,  and 
all  living  near  the  butter  market,  have  oMained  that 
name.  Kelson,  6291-6307;  Mathews,  7590.— Thinks 
th^  amount  to,  or  influence  about  100  votes.  Kelson, 
6309. — They  are  chiefly  dissenters,  belonging  to  the 
Liberal  party,  ib,  63SS. 

Ca  LLow,  James.  (Anali/sis  of  his  Evidence, — Is  a  free- 
man, and  voted  for  Clmton  and  Vance  in  1847 ;  got 
51,  for  his  vote  from  Mr.  Bennett,  13,352-13,357.— 
Voted  in  1852  for  Johnston  and  Gipps;  got  neither 
money,  colour  ticket,  nor  messenger's  tickets  13,359* 
.  13,362. 


Candidates  for  Canterbury.    (See  Elections.) 

Canterbury  Incosporation. — Opinion  of  removing 
officer  of,  as  to  the  relative  circumstances  of  freemen 
and  householders  registered  as  electors,  Saunders, 
3298,3303-3316. 

Canvassing.— 'Received  frequent  applications  for  money 
from  voters  when  canvassing  for  the  Liberal  paHy,  Saun- 
ders, 3258. — Heard  applications  made  to  Mr.  Smythe, 
but  he  never  would  sanction  it  or  hear  the  question,  ib, 
3260.--Thinks  for  colour  tickets  and  direct  fcdbery 
together  had  about  200  applications,  ib,  3261. — Re- 
ceived numerous  appUcations  for  colour  tickets  when 
canvassing  for  RomiUy  and  SomerviUe,  ib,  3272. — 
Canvassed  with  Mr.  Smythe  at  both  elections  in  1841. 
Numerous  appHoations  for  colour  tickets  were  mmde 
to  witness  vmea  canvassing  at  these  elections,  ib,  3297. 
Canvassed  for  Lord  Albcxt  Conyngham  in  1847»  to 
Colonel  Romillv  in  1850,  and  for  RodbUj  and  Somer- 
viUe m  1852,  Brock,  3343.— Has  been  applied  to  for 
colour  tickets  when  canvassing,  but  never  granted  any, 
ib,  3351. — ^Was  never  appliea  to  for  money  by  the 
voters,  ib,  3353. — Canvassed  with  Mr.  Rutter  at  the 
election  of  1847,  and  took  memorandam  of  the  pro- 
mises and  refusals,  Delo,  3526,  3527. — ^Was  not  i^ 
plied  to  for  monev  when  canvassing,  nor  did  he  hear 
any  voters  ask  for  money  of  Mr.  Rutter,  ib,  3528- 
3533. 

Canvassing  Books.— The  canvass  book  is  compiled 
from  the  dailv  returns  fiumished  b^the  canvassers  of 
the  result  of  the  operations,  Aris,  2073;  CoUard, 
9240,  9241. — The  memoranda  and  marks  indicating 
promises,  &c.,  also  copied  into  the  canvassing  book  <^ 
the  conunittee  room,  Aris,  2083. — ^Was  employed  as 
canvassing  clerk  in  1850,  and  gave  the  canvassing 
book  to  Mr.  Aris  every  night  after  the  day*s  canvass, 
Delo,  3518-^23. — Kept  no  memorandum  or  pa)>er 
connected  with  the  canvassing ;  gave  everytiiing  to 
Mr.  Aris,  ib,  3522. — Tlie  rough  dauy  canvassing  wx>kB 
were  all  destroyed  after  the  election,  CoUard,  9239. 

Canvassing  Clerks. — ^Was  employed  as  canvassing 
clerk  for  the  Liberal  candidates  in  1847  and  IS50, 
Delo,  3515. — ^Was  paid  for  his  services  but  not  for  his 
vote,  i6. 3529.-— Received  17/.  in  1847  for  his  services  at 
the  two  elections  in  that  year,  ib,  3544-^3553. — Was  not 
paid  anything  in  addition  as  a  gratuity,  ib,  3573-3576. 
— ^Was  empk^ed  as  canvassmg  derkfor  the  Conservative 
candidates  at  the  election  of  1847,  and  paid  Isffe  sums 
of  money  to  voters  for  their  votes,  under  the  directions 
of  the  committee,  Saunders,  13,085-13,102.— Did  not 
bargun  for  their  votes,  they  were  sent  to  witness  for 
the  money  and  the  money  was  sent  to  witness  to  pay 
them,  ib,  13,090. 

Carpenter,  John.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence,) — ^Voted 
last  election  as  a  householder  for  Johnston  and  Gipps; 
got  neither  colour  tickets  nor  messenger's  idaoe,  nor 
any  money  for  his  vote,  14,031-14,03/. — ^Was  offered 
5/.  by  Bnnks  to  vote  for  Johnston  and  Gipps  and 
refused  H,  14,040-14,043. 

Carter,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipips;  was  engaged 
as  messenger,  but  had  nothing  to  do,  and  was  not  paid 
anything,  14,546-14,552. — Got  no  colour  tickets, 
14,553. 

Casey,  Thomas.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidenccy^Yoted 
at  the  last  election  for  SomerviUe  and  RomiUy ;  got  no 
mon^  for  his  vote,  14,182-14,184.— Voted  in  1847 
for  donyngham  and  Smythe,  and  was  paid  6s.  fpr 
iravelling  expenses  of  4  mUes  by  Mr.  George  Cooper, 
14,185-14,192. 

Chairing  of  Members. — Tbere  has  been  merely  a 
procession  round  the  town,  but  not  a  chairing  to  anj 
extent  for  some  years  past,  Aris,  233. — ^At  one  time  it 
was  carried  to  a  great  extent,  ib,  233. 

Charities,  Local.    (See  Municipal  Charities.) 

Charity  Trustees.  (See  Trustees  of  Municipal  Chari- 
ties.) 

Cherrison,  John.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.y-U  a 
freeman,  and  voted  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  in  1852; 
got  nothing  for  his  vote,  12,456,  12,^9.— Was  not 


promised  anything,  12,460,— Voted  in  184?  for  Co^ 
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Cebrrison,  JoHK^continned. 
nyngham  and  Smythe;    got  nothing  for  his  vote, 
12,464-12,468. — Got  two  colour  tickets  for  his  fftther- 
in-law  and  brother,  who  got  \0s.  each  for  them,  12,469- 
12,473. 

Cherrison,  William.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence,)-^ 
Is  a  freeman,  and  voted  at  the  last  election  for 
Johnstone  and  Gipps ;  got  two  colour  tickets  and  was 
paid  lOs.  for  them,  but  no  money  for  the  vote,  nor 
employment  as  messenger,  14,193-14,201. — Voted  in 
1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe ;  had  one  colour 
ticket,  but  no  money  for  his  vote,  nor  any  employment 
as  messenger,  14,202-14,207. 

Chkrrison,  Mrs.  Charlotte.  {Analysis  qf  her  Evi- 
dence.V— Witness's  husband,  John  Cherrison,  got  3/. 
from  Saunders  in  1847  for  three  coloiur  tickets  for  her 
husband  and  two  sons,  14,246-14,250. 

Christmas  Gifts  to  Voters.  {See  Gratuities  to  Voters.) 

Clinton,  Lord  Thomas  Pelham.  {Analysis  of  his 
Evidence,)— y<^ta  a  candidate  for  Canterbury  at  the 
general  election  in  1847>  on  the  Conservative  interest, 
4150.— Was,  with  Mr.  Vance,  opposed  to  Lord  A. 
Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe,  4763. — Is  not  connected 
in  any  way  with  Canterburv,  4764. — Statement  of  the 
drcmnstance  whidi  induced  witness  to  become  a  candi- 
date, 4765. — Mr.  Gridley,  who  first  communicated  with 
witness  relative  to  the  Canterbury  election,  a  London 
soUcitor,  unconnected  with  Canterbury,  4768. — Mf^or 
Beresford  was  to  find  500/.  for  the  election,  which  was 
sent  to  the  committee,  4770.— It  did  not  pass  through 
witness's  hands  at  all,  4771. — Mr.  Gumey  Croasdill  was 
chainnan  of  the  Torf  committee,  4773.— Knew  nothinjr 
of  the  practices  in  the  borough  for  obtuning  votes ;  if 
he  had  he  would  not  have  come  down,  4774. — Was  told 
dunng  the  election  of  the  custom  of  issuing  colour 
tickets,  but  was  not  told,  and  did  not  know  that  the 
system  was  illegal,  4775,  4776.— The  practice  of  colour 
tickets  adopted  openly  on  both  sides,  4/77. — Mr.  Vance 
and  witness  were  at  the  head  of  the  poll  for  two  hours, 
and  their  minority  was  gradually  reiduced  after  it  was 
rumoured  that  5,000/.  had  come  down  either  from  Mr. 
Denison  or  Lady  Conyngham,  4779. — It  was  publicly 
said  that  their  aefeat  was  owing  to  the  abunoance  of 
money  of  the  other  party,  4781 . — Was  not  aware  of  the 
existence  of  any  illegal  practices  at  the  election ;  wit- 
ness personally  had  notmng  to  do  with  money  matters, 
4786. — ^The  sum  contributed  by  witness's  piarty  a  fair 
amount  for  ordinary  legal  expenses,  4787. — Did  not 
petition  against  the  return,  nor  contemplate  any  petition, 
4790. — ^I'ne  money  paid  on  witness's  accoimt  came 
idtogether  from  Muor  Beresford,  4791. — Cannot  tell 
from  whence  Migor  Beresford  ffot  the  money,  4791. — 
Was  obliged  to  pay  some  bills  himself  which  l^id  been 
left  unpaid,  because  he  understood  that  Mr.  Gumey 
Croasdill  had  gone  o£P  with  the  500/.,  4796.— Mr. 
Croasdill  received  750/.,  does  not  know  how  much  he 
paid  away  on  the  election  account  before  he  went  off, 
4799.— Mf^or  Beresford  paid  altogether  750/.,  4799.— 
Thinks  their  expenses  together,  Mr.  Vance's  and  wit- 
ness's, were  about  1,700/.,  4804. — The  money  remitted 
by  Mi^r  Beresford  was  for  witness's  own  expenses 
irrespective  of  Mr.  Vance's,  4805. — On  witness's  ac- 
count 500/.  was  first  paid,  then  200/.  or  250/.,  he  does 
not  recollect  which,  4807. — ^When  witness  paid  the 
250/.  he  did  not  know  how  much  had  been  spent  upon 
the  election ;  he  did  not  know  that  1,750/.  had  been 
already  spent,  4814. — Never  saw  any  <rf  the  biUs,  and 
does  not  know  how  the  money  was  expended,  4815. 

Cobb,  Frederick  Freeman.  {Analysis  of  hts  Eri- 
dCTic«.>— Voted  on  the  Blue  side  in  1847,  6410-641:J.— 
Received  money  from  Mr.  Rutter  for  bribery  in  1847, 
about  35/.,  6414-6416. — The  paper  produced  is  in  wit- 
ness's writing,  and  shows  the  expenditure  of  the  mo- 
ney, 6420.— p^ames  of  the  parties  bribed,  and  the  sums 
paid  them,  6421,  et  seq,—-BoTee,  of  St.  Alphage,  4/. ; 
Lee,  of  Ramsgate,  51;  Coppins,  of  Broad  Street,  4/. ; 
Royoe,  in  the  archbishop's  palace,  5/. ;  Beale,  a  shoe- 
maker, in  Burgate,  3/. ;  Tom,  at  Mr.  Jacobs,  2/.,  6421-* 
6463. — Paid  a?so  out  of  the  same  money,  4/.  to  Clarris 
for  ribbons ;  51,  to  Groombridge,  for  pink  bows ;  1/.  \9s, 
to  Golding,  for  ribbons ;  then  legitimate  expenses  for 

foods  on  account  of  the  election,  6464-64/7. — Paid 
lurch  \Ss.,  but  cannot  recollect  for  what ;  and  1/.  1«. 
for  treating,  6478, 6479. — Paidnothii^  else  on  account 
of  the  election,  6480. — Has  not  been  similarly  employed 
at  any  other  election,  6482. 


CocKETT,  William.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps ; 
got  nothing  for  his  vote,  12,006-12,009.— Voted  in 
1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  and  was  paid  3/.  by 
Goodwin,  12,010-12,014. 

Cogger,  William,  junior.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) 
— Voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps;  got  no 
mon^  for  his  vote,  12,189-12,191. — Received  7/.  from 
Mr.  Bligh,  and  gave  it  to  Ebenezer  Masters  for  his  vote 
at  this  election,  12,192-12,198.— Voted  for  Clinton  and 
Vance  in  1847;  got  no  money  for  his  vote,  12,1^- 
12,201. 

Cole,  Thomas.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^Votcd  in 
1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe ;  got  1/.  5s.  as  mes- 
senger, but  no  money  for  his  vote,  14,522-14,530. 

Colours  op  Candidates. — Purple  and  orange  the 
Conservative  colours,  commonly  called  ''red,  and 
blue  the  liberal  colour,  Aris,  68-72. — Mr.  Smytiie  in- 
troduced pink,  indicating  an  intermediate  position 
between  red  and  blue,  t^.  69. — ^The  blue  party  had 
about  forty  flags  at  the  election  of  1852,  Samne,  3166. 
^-About  seventy  or  eighty  persons  were  employed  in 
carrying,  and  assisting  to  carry  these  colours,  with 
twenty  or  thirty  of  the  strongest  men  to  protect  them. 
ib,  31/0. — ^The  colours  are  me  property  of  the  candi- 
dates who  have  paid  for  them,  SnUth,  6869. — ^The 
colours  of  the  Conservative  candidates,  both  for  county 
and  city,  are  in  witness's  custody,  and  he  retains  posses- 
sion of  tiiem  in  the  intervals  between  the  elections,  ib, 
6866. — Formerly,  when  any  change  in  the  candidates 
took  place,  the  colours  were  valued  and  transferred  to 
the  new  candidates,  but  this  has  not  been  done  of  late 
years,  ib,  6872. — ^The  value  of  the  colours  in  witness's 
custody,  about  1,000/.,  ib,  6878. — ^The  Conservative  can* 
didates  at  the  last  election  paid  nothing  for  the  colours, 
nor  at  the  election  in  1847,  nor  by  Mr.  Smith  in  1841, 
ib.  6881-6889.— Thinks  they  were  valued  in  1837,  ib. 
6889. — Cannot  recollect  at  what  sum  they  were  valued, 
ib.  6891.— Mr.  Smythe  was  charged  133/.  \9s.  for 
colours  at  the  single-handed  contest  in  1841,  and 
Messrs.  Gipps  and  Johnston  about  113/.  for  their 
colours  at  tne  last  election,  ib.  6909. — These  charp^ 
were  not  for  supplying  new  colours,  but  for  repairing 
and  altering  the  old  ones,  ib,  6918. 

COLOURMEN     ACTUALLY     EMPLOYED    TO    CARRY    OR 

PROTECT  THE  COLOURS. — ^Thc  real  duties  of  colour- 
men  are  to  cany  the  colours  on  the  day  of  nomination 
and  election,  Aris,  203. — Thev  are  employed  also  to 
form  the  procession,  attend  the  band,  and  probably 
protect  the  colours,  ib,  207. — ^They  are  piud  5*.  a  day 
usufdly  for  two  days ;  sometimes,  when  the  declaration 
of  the  poll  is  not  made  on  the  day  of  the  election,  for 
three  aays,  Aris,  85-87;  Cooper,  545,  564;  Smith, 
6969. — In  addition  to  their  pay,  they  are  allowed  a 
refreshment  ticket  of  the  value  of  ]s.  on  returning  the 
colours  at  the  close  of  each  days'  proceedings,  Couard, 
9192-9204 ;  Smith,  9205-9209. 

CoLOURMEN,  UNEMPLOYED,  OR  NOMINALLY  EM- 
PLOYED.    {See  Colour  Tickets.) 

Colour  Tickets  : 

I.  Practice  described ;— > 
1.  Generally : — 
Tickets  issued  by  the  respective  committees  upon 
the  recommendations  of  voters,  entitling  the  holaers 
to  a  certain  payment  after  the  election,  Aris,  78; 
Cooper,  540. — ^Any  voter  can  recommend  for  odour 
tickets,  Aris,  79;  King,  5295. — When  there  are  two 
candidates  in  one  interest,  the  voter  is  entitied  to 
two  tickets  Aris,  80. — Eadi  voter  recommends  two 
friends  and  has  two  tickets.  Brent,  1193;  Cooper, 
1404. — ^The  present  practice  is  not  to  appoint  electors 
as  colourmen,  Aris,  118. — The  recommendations  gene- 
rally in  favour  of  non-electors,  Aris,  78,  110;  Coo* 
per,  540. — ^The  voter  gives  them  either  to  his  own 
family  or  to  his  friends.  Cooper,  1405 ;  Gipps,  2736. 
The^  are  usuallv  in  favour  of  the  voters'  children  and 
frmiily.  Brent,  857. — Sometimes  the  voter  has  taken 
the  money  himself,  ib,  851. — Very  poor  voters  have 
been  aUowed  to  do  this.  Cooper,  758.— -This  practice  un- 
questionably verv  irregular.  Brent,  851. — Paid  Mr.  Ro- 
berts, a  voter,  2/.  at  the  last  election  for  four  cdour 
tickets  issued  on  his  recommendation  in  favour  oi  his 
four  sons,  Johnson,  8400. — Paid  2/.  to  John  Coombs, 
also  a  voter,  for  four  tickets,  ib,  8408. — In  issuing 


Digitized  by 


Google 


INDEX. 


475 


Colour  Tickets — I.  Practice  described^conHnued, 

I.  Generally — cotUinued, 

colour  tickets  always  asked  the  applicant  if  he  was  a 
voter,  and  refused  the  ticket  if  it  was  intended  for  a 
a  voter.  Smith,  6866. — Applications  for  colour  tickets 
considered  equi%iilent  to  a  pledged  vote,  and  booked 
accordinglv,  Aris,  81,  223;   Brent,  882.— Generally 
speaking  ttie  promise  is*given  previous  to  issuing  the 
ticket,  Cooper,  1404. — ^T^e  ticket  would  not  be  issued 
if  the  vote  nad  not  been  promised,  Brent,  883. — Grant- 
ing the  ticket  intended  to  secure  the  vote,  Smith,  6956. 
— ^The  Canterbury  voters  look  upon  colour  tickets  as 
much  their  right  as  their  privilege  of  voting,  Jacobs, 
5341. — Witness  owed  his  cousin  &.  6d,,  and  cleared  it 
ofiP  by  recommending  him  for  a  colour  ticket,  Pierce, 
10,960.— Gave  John  Cherrison's  wife  3/..  in  1847,  for 
six  colour  tickets,  being  two  for  her  husband  and  two 
each  for  her  two  sons,  Saunders,  10,401. — ^The  Cherri- 
sons  all  voters,  ih,  10,403. — Had  two  colour  tickets  in 
1847,  and  kept  them  for  himself;   received   1/.  for 
them,Best,  10,785.— Received  in  1847,  from  Mr.Friend, 
1/.  for  two  colour  tickets,  and  voted  for  the  blue  party, 
Josslyn,  10,844. — Received  two  colour  tickets  for  his 
sons.  Friend,  11,599. — Received  1/.  at  the  election  of 
1852,  the  price  of  two  colour  tickets,  Roaife,  11,817. — 
Got  a  sovereign  at  the  same  election  for  two  colour 
tickets,  Eldrid^,  11,833.— Received  2/.  for  four  colour 
tickets,  and  kept  it  all  in  the  fomily.  Coombs,  13,729. — 
Had  four  colour  tickets  for  his  boys,  and  they  |(ot  21, 
for  them,  Smithson,  14,733. — The  practice  of  issuing 
colour  tickets  to  persons  who  do  not  carry  the  colours 
notorious  on  both  sides.  Brents  848 ;  Cooper,  555. — 
They  are  publicly  issued,    and    no    concealment  is 
attempted.  Smith,  6935. — ^The  issue  of  colour  tickets 
the  g^ieral  system  of   the  borough.  Cooper,  541. — It 
has  been  practised  generall;^  for  many  years  up  to  1850, 
Brent,  822,  823.— This  privilege  exercised  very  exten- 
sively among  the  poor  voters,  ib,  1193. — When  the 
tickets  are  freely  distributed,  many  voters  not  abso- 
lutely in  want  would  take  them  for  their  friends,  ib, 
1220. — ^They  were  extensively  issued  before  the  passing 
of  the  Reform  Act,  Aris,  l^fe. — Understood  the  prac- 
tice^ had  existed  for  half  a  century  on  both  sides, 
Johnstone,  2696. — It  has  always  been  the  custom,  both 
in  the  city  and  county.  Smith,  6957. — Cannot  tell  when 
the  practice  began.  Brent,  839. — Admits  that  prior  to 
the  Reform  Act  voters  got  money  for  their  votes,  ib, 
1321,  1322. — The  ticket  system  was  practised  at  the 
elections  of  1832,  1835,   1837,  the  two  elections  in 
1841,  and  at  the  two  elections  in  1847,  ib,  1329.— Was 
told  that  the  custom  of  colour  tickets  was  genera],  and 
was  practised  openly  on  both  sides,  Clinton,  4775-4777. 
They  are  issuea  more  generally  upon  the  recommenda- 
tions of  freemen  than  of  householders,  Cooper,  716. — 
They  are  issued  in  proportion  to  the  demand  for  them, 
ib.  1471. — Some  voters  have  three  or  four  tickets  to 
induce  them  to  vote,  ib.  1472. — ^Thinks  about  one-half 
the  constituency  are  in  the  habit  of  recommending  for 
colour  tickets,  Smythe,  2493. — If  colour  tickets  had 
been  freely  distributed  at  the  last  election  one-half  of  the 
constituency  would  have  been  recipients.  Brent,  1222. 
•^Believes  that  at  least  3000  oolourmen  were  engaged 
and  paid  at  the  bye  election  of  1841,  re|n«senting  1500 
voters,  Smythe,  2491. — ^This  not  a  fair  statement  of  the 
constituency  at  the  present  time,  ib,  2492. — The  average 
issue  of  colour  tickets  would  probably  be  from  400  to 
600  on  each  side.  Cooper,  715. — Does  not  recollect  any 
instance  of  colour  tickets  being  issued  except  at   a 
contested  election,  Smythe,  6951. — ^They  have  been 
taken  in  payment  of  a  debt.  Pierce,  10,960. — Colour 
tickets  have  been  taken  from  both  parties,  Aris,  226. — 
This  has  frequently  occurred,  ib. — Never  heard  of  this 
practice.  Cooper,   1473.— Formerly,  and  up  to   1837, 
colour  tickets  were  issued  direct  to  the  voters  them- 
selves. Brent,  823. — ^This  system  declared  by  Mr.  Gill, 
an  election  agent  engaged  upon  the  petition  of  Mr.  Gipps 
against  the  return  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  to  oe 
bribeijr,  ib.  824-826. — Was  aware  that   each   voter 
recdving  a  ticket  would  be  disqualified  on  a  scrutiny, 
but  did  not  consider  that  it  was  bribery,  ib,  823,  843, 
844. — ^The  system  of  issuing  colour  tickets  was  wholly 
changed  in  consequence^  of  this  opinion,  and  the  pre- 
sent system  adopted  instead,  ib,  828. — Is  not  aware 
that    the    altered    system   is   also   bribery,   ib,  845, 
Owps,  2737,  2812.— Always  considered  that  if  the 
tickets  were  not  given  to  a  voter  it  was  not  bribeiy, 
Cripps,  2812. — Granting  colour  tickets  never  considered 
bnbeiy.  Pout,  4117;  Srent,  845. 
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Colour  Tickets — I.  Practice  described^^cmUmued, 
2.  At  Particular  Elections  .— 

At  the  General  Election  of  1852  (by  the  Liberal  Party). 
— No  colour  tickets  were  issued  by  the  Liberals  at 
this  election,  i4rw,  77- — Knowing  it  to  be  illegal.  Colonel 
Romilly  and  Sir  William  Somer^e  determined  to  resist 
it,  ib.  144;  Cooper,  592. — Recommendations  for  colour 
tickets  came  in  from  the  voters  in  large  numbers  in  tiie 
usual  way,  but  none  were  issued,  Aris,  151 ;  Saunders, 
3278. — ^Yast  numbers  of  recommendations  were  sent 
in,  Cooper,  892. — Was  frequently  applied  to  when  can- 
vassing for  colour  tickets,  but  in^^anaUy  refused  them. 
Brent,  jun.,  3094;  Saunders,  3258. — ^The  persons  cmly 
who  carried  the  colours  were  pud  at  the  last  election. 
Cooper,  549. — ^ITiey  had  no  colour  tickets  issued  to 
them,  ib,  553-594. — Between  50  and  60  colourmen 
actually  employed  for  Romilly  and  Somerville  at  the 
election  of  1852,  Cooper,  666. — ^There  were  63  colour* 
men  employed,  who  were  paid  29/.  \0s..  Cooper,  754. — 
Very  few  of  these  were  voters,  ordy  a  few  poor  men,  ib, 
758. — Thinks  there  were  pretty  near  a  hundred  persons 
employed  about  the  colours,  including  those  actually 
carrying  them,  Sabine,  3139. — Generally  had  a  party  of 
20  or  30  of  the  strongest  of  them  to  head  the  pooession 
and  protect  the  colours,  ib.  3144-3165. — Had  about  40 
flags  at  this  election,  ib.  3166. — Attributes  the  loss  of 
the  election  to  the  non-issue  of  colour  tickets,  Aris,  192, 
— Between  200  and  300  voters,  disgusted  with  the  re- 
fusal of  their  recommendations,  went  over  and  voted 
for  the  opposite  party,  Aris,  195,196;  Brent,  879.— -They 
got  200  more  piromises  who  did  not  poll,  or  polled  for 
their  opponents,  from  not  getting  the  colour  tickets  as 
formerly.  Brent,  879. — ^Was  frequently  in  communica* 
tion  with  the  candidates,  and  was  told  by  them  that 
they  had  determined  not  to  issue  any  colour  tickets,  as 
they  considered  them  direct  bribenr,  Cooper,  603;  Aris, 
145,  376,  393;  Taylor,  3713-3715.— Never  heard  that 
this  determination  was  come  to  as  the  means  of  securing 
the  seat,  by  allowing  the  opposite  party  to  bribe  on  in 
the  old  way,  and  then  unseat  them  on  petition.  Cooper, 
605. — Never  heard  it  discussed  in  committee,  and  this 
course  suggested  as  the  best  means  of  making  their 
candidates  safe,  Aris,  385. — Heard  something  about 
unseating  the  Conservatives  on  petition,  ib.  386. — Par- 
ties were  consequently  set  to  watch  the  conduct  of  their 
om)onents,  with  a  view  to  ground  a  petition,  Aris,  387. 
— ^Thought  they  might  secure  the  return  of  their  own 
men  by  abstaimng  from  all  illegal  practices,  allowing  ^ 
the  other  party  to  go  on  in  their  old  way,  and  then 
tiyirig  a  petition.  Cooper,  630. — Has  no  doubt  that 
Mr.  Alderman  Brent  was  aware  of  this  proceeding,  ib, 
636. — Does  not  think  a  petition  was  thought  of  until 
the  result  of  the  election  was  known.  Brent,  874. — The 
determination  of  the  Liberal  party  to  avoid  illegal  prac- 
tices was  come  to  before  the  petition  was  thought  of, 
Aris,  389. — Desires  to  give  the  most  emphatic  denial 
to  the  imputation  that  their  not  having  recourse  to 
corrupt  practices  was  adopted  as  their  best  policy,  and 
the  most  effectual  way  to  secure  their  seats,  Romilly, 
1998. — Objected  to  it  because  he  knew  it  was  illegal, 
ib. 

At  the  General  Election  of  1852  (by  the  Conservative 
Party). — Witness  examines  a  list  given  in  before  the 
election  committee,  of  persons  alleged  to  have  been 
bribed  by  receiving  colour  tickets.  Smith,  6940. — ^The 
names  are  all  familiar  to  him,  having  been  before  him 
at  so  many  elections,  but  he  does  not  know  the  parties. 
Smith,  6840. — Admits  that  the  list  contains  the  names 
of  many  persons  to  whom  witness  gave  colour  tickets  in 
1852,  ib.  6841.— Thinks  if  the  entire  constituency  had 
applied  for  colour  tickets  they  would  have  been  issued. 
Smith,  6934. — Messrs.  Gipps  and  Johnstone  were  deter- 
mined to  win,  and  a  colour  ticket  wo\ild  not  have  stopped 
them,  ib.  6934.— Colour  tickets  were  freely  issued  at 
the  last  election  by  the  Conservative  party,  Aris,  142; 
Pout,  4214. — Understood  that  there  was  a  great  number 
of  colour  tickets  issued,  Johnstone,  2590-2733, — 
Remonstrated  on  the  issue  of  the  colour  tickets,  con- 
sidering it  would  endanger  the  election,  and  was  told 
that  it  was  legal,  that  the  freemen  of  Canterbury  had 
them,  and  that  they  were  legally  entitled  to  them,  ib, 
2590. — Cannot  recollect  who  told  witness  that  odour 
tickets  were  legal;  it  must  have  been  some  one  in  whom 
he  had  confidence,  ib.  2596. — Discovered  in  canvassmj^ 
that  all  the  freemen  considered  that  they  had  a  legiti- 
mate right  to  them,  ib.  2596. — Did  not  know  until  tiie 
presentation  of  the  petition  that  the  opposite  party  had 
not  issued  colour  tickets  as  usual,  ib,  2598. — Heard  that 
I      there  were  between  800  and  900  applications  for  tickets, 
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CoLOVR  Tickets— L  Practice  described'-coniinueJ. 
2.  At  particular  Elections— continued 

.  Pon/,  4366.— Waa  bored  to  death  for  colour  ti<5kets» 
Ktni/sford,  6461.— Paid  Smith  420/.  for  the  colourmen' 
Lochee,  6683.— The  colour  tickets  cost  366/.,  and 
69/.  10*.  for  refreshments  to  colourmen,  SmUh,6793-5. 
— The  refreshment  tickets  are  only  for  those  who  carried 
Me  colours,  ib.  6800.— The  list  of  the  persons  to  whom 
we  tickets  were  issued  has  been  burnt,  with  the  recom- 
mendations and  other  papers  connected  with  the  ex- 
penses of  colourmen.  Smith,  6829.— The  usual  routine 
adopted  with  regard  to  colour  tickets  at  this  as  on  pre- 
vious elections,  King,  6298. 

At  the  Bye  Election  of  1850  (by  the  lAberal 
Party). — ^The  persons  who  actually  carried  the  colours 
only  were  paid  on  this  occasion,  Aris,  186. — ^Thinks 
very  few  recommendations  for  tickets  came  in  at  this 
time,  Brent,  1197— The  time  was  so  short  that  there 
was  no  time  to  think  of  them,  ib. — It  was  intimated 
during  the  canvass  that  no  colourmen  would  be  paid, 
ib.  IsSl.— The  committee  unanimous  against  the  issue 
of  tickets  at  this  election,  ib,  1206. 

At  the  General  Election  of  IS47  (by  the  Liberal 
Party). — ^Thmks  the  colourmen  and  messengers  cost 
the  blues  about  600/.  at  this  election.  Brent,  916. — The 

Styments  for  colour  tickets  amounted  to  479/.  I5s., 
rent,  994.— Between  700  and  800  colour  tickets  were 
issued  in  1847,  i<m,  1196. 

At  the  General  Election  of  1847  (by  the  Conservative 
Party). — Colour  tickets  were  issued  as  usual  by  the  red 
or  Cx)nservtt(ive  party  st  this  election,  Poitt,  4117- — 
Referred  all  appucations  for  colour  tickets  made  to 
witness  while  canvassing  to  the  eommittee,  King, 
6288, 6289.— The  amount  paid  for  colour  tickets  by  the 
Conservative  party  was  between  700/.  and  900/.,  Snnth, 
6791. 

At  the  Bye  Election  of  1847  (by  the  Liberal  Party), 
— ^There  was  no  polling  at  this  election,  but  colour 
tickets  were  issued  and  paid.  Butter,  1698. — Although 
tiiere  was  no  contest  the  coloiurs  were  had  out  to  make 
a  little  show  on  the  nomination  day.  Pitcher,  2913. — 
Admits  that  colour  tickets  were  given  out  irrespective 
of  the  men  who  actually  carried  the  colours,  but  to  a 
trifling  extent,  ib,  2913. 

At  the  Bye  Election  of  1847  (by  the  Conservative 
Party), — No  colour  tickets  were  issued  on  this  occasion; 
they  (itid  not  go  to  the  poll,  Gipps,  2743. 

At  the  General  Election  of  1841  (by  the  Liberal 
Party). — The  usual  issue  of  colour  tickets  took  place 
on  this  occasion.  Brent,  822. 

At  the  General  Election  of  1841  (by  the  Conservative 
Party), — The  issue  of  colour  tickets  was  much  as  usual; 
about  the  average  number  issued,  Pout,  4063-4064. — 
From  700/.  to  900/.  paid  for  colour  tickets.  Smith,  6787. 

At  the  Bye  Election  of  1841  (by  the  Liberal  Party), 
— The  blue  party  issued  1200  colour  tickets  at  this 
election.  Cooper,  1421. — Confirms  Mr.  Cooper's. evi- 
dence relative  to  the  colour  tickets,  Butter,  1610. — An 
action  was  broi^ght  against  Mr.  Wilson  for  the  cost  of 
the  colour  tickets  which  Mr.  Wilson  left  unpaid,  and 
600/.  was  recovered.  Cooper,  1460. 

At  the  General  Election  of  1835  (by  the  Liberal 
Party),— 320  colourmen  were  employed  and  paid  320/. 
by  the  Liberal  party  at  this  election,  Pitcher,  2862. 

II.  Payment  for : — 

Holders  of  colour  tickets  entitled  to  5«.  a  day, 
Aris,  83. — ^They  are  paid  usually  for  two  days,  the 
day  of  nomination  and  the  day  of  election,  Aris, 
86. — Sometimes,  when  the  declaration  of  the  poll 
is  made  on  the  day  following  the  election,  it  makes 
three  days'  pay,  Aris,  86-87- — The  tickets  are  generally 
paid  at  the  rate  of  5s.  a  day.  Cooper,  646. — Does  not 
recollect  having  ever  pwd  more  than  \0s,  upon  one, 
ticket,  or  two  days'  pay.  Cooper,  653,  704. — raid  the 
coloiurmen  5s.  a  day  at  the  election  in  1836,  Pilcher, 
2862. — ^The  production  of  the  ticket  entitles  liie  holder 
to  payment  according  to  the  number  of  days  of  the 
election,  whether  he  had  performed  any  services  or  not. 
Cooper,  664. — ^The  price  varies  at  different  elections ; 
the  pice  never  settled  until  the  close  of  the  election. 
Smith,  6781.— No  ticket  was  paid  in  1862  at  the  rate 
of  more  than  5s,  a  day,  nor  that  more  than  10^.  was 
paid  for  anv  ticket  at  that  election,  ib,  6969. — Denies 
•      that  any  colour  ticket  was  paid  16».,  ib.  697«% 


Colour  Tickets— coirftntfei. 

III.  Opinions  that  the  issue  qf  Colour  Tickets  is 
Bribery : — 

The  issue  of  colour  tickets  in  violation  of  7  &  8 
Geo.  IV.,  Aris,\32, — Opinion  of  Mr.  Tindal,  afterwards 
Chief  Justice  Tindal,  that  granting  colour  tickets  was 
bribery,  Lushington,  6016-5018. — Was  aware  of  the 
practice  before  he  became  a  candidate,  and  of  ita  ille- 
gality, Somerville,  10,063. — Colour  tickets  were  issued 
after  the  Reform  Act  as  a  bribe  and  a  blind.  Cooper, 
1616-1618. 

Coloured  Tickets: — 

Blue  tickets  for  the  county  election,  and  so  called  to 
distinguish  them  from  those  issued  for  the  dty.  Smith, 
6976. — ^The  price  of  these  tickets  ^'aries  from  6s,  to  10*., 
Smith,  6996. 

Collar,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^Voted  as  a 
householder  in  1847,  for  the  Reds,  12,930-12,937.— 
Got  26/.  from  Mr.  Pout ;  witness  kept  6/.  for  himself, 
and  gave  20/.  to  Field,  witness's  partner,  12,938- 
12,955. — Field  said  he  was  to  have  20/.  from  the 
Blues,  and  witness  said  he  might  as  well  vote  for  the 
Reds,  and  he  would  tiy  and  get  him  the  20/.,  which,  he 
did,  12,958-12,960.— Cannot  tell  whether  this  occurred 
in  1841  or  1847.  [On  reference  to  the  poll  book,  wit- 
ness was  found  to  have  voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and 
Vance.]  Thinks  the  business  of  the  20/.  occurred  at 
the  election  of  1841, 12,968. 

CoLLARD,  Thomas  White.  (Analysis  of  Evidence.y- 
Has  been  a  voter  of  Canterbury  12  years,  always  on  the 
Red  side,  9142-9144. — ^Took  an  active  part  in  the  elec- 
tion of  1862.— Was  upon  the  committee,  9146, 9149.— 
Had  50/.  placed  in  his  hands  by  Mr.  Coare  Kingsford 
to  use  discretionally  in  promoting  the  election  of  the 
Redcandidates,9164-9169. — Knows  Ashenden,  and  the 
occasion  when  witness  put  up  30/.  in  an  envelope, 
addressed  to  Mr.  Bligh,  9162-9164. — This  money  was 
for  the  general  purposes  of  the  election,  9168. — Has 
not  a  doubt  but  that  it  wns  wanted  for  bribery,  9170. — 
Accounted  to  Mr.  Coare  Kingsford  for  the  money  he 
had  placed  in  witness's  hands,  9172. — Expended  more 
money  than  he  got,  and  has  ne\'er  been  paid  the 
balance;  he  never  applied  for  payment,  9175-9179. — 
Delivers  in  the  canvass  book  of  1852,  in  which  is 
entered  the  results  of  the  daily  canvass,  9180,  9181. — 
It  is  in  precisely  the  same  state  as  it  was  before  the 
petition  to  Parliament.  Thinks  Mr.  Pout  may  have 
the  canvass  book  of  1847,  9185. — Does  not  know  any 
one  else  who  took  money  to  disburse  it  for  general 
election  purposes,  9186. — Had  the  general  management 
of  the  committee  room,  prepared  the  canvass  Dooks, 
had  th«  register  of  voters,  and  canvassed  occasionally, 
9189,  9190.— Thinks  1*.  was  aUowed  to  the  holder  of 
each  refreshment  ticket,  9191. — Does  not  know  what 
the  messengers  were  allowed  for  refreshments  in  addi- 
tion to  their  pav,  9198. — Knows  of  no  rule  entitling 
all  persons  employed  by  the  committee  to  a  certain  sum 
for  refreshments  per  head  per  diem,  9199. 

CoLLARD,  Thomas  White.  (His  Examination  resumed,) 
— Received  60/.  from  Mr.  Kingsford,  out  of  which 
30/.  was  pwd  to  Bligh,  9217-9221.— Accounted  to 
Mr.  Kingsford  for  the  balance,  9222.— ^Bligh  broiu[ht 
returns  of  promises  to  the  committee,  9226.— He 
returned  several  names ;  cannot  say  how  many,  9227, 
9228. — Bligh  attended  and  acted  as  a  committee  man, 
9230. — Put  two  notes  into  the  envelope  for  Bhgh ;  one 
of  20/.,  the  other  10/. :  is  not  quite  certain  on  this 
point,  but  can  swear  that  he  put  30/.  into  the  envelope, 
9232,  9233.— Thinks  it  was  an  adhesive  envelope, 
which  he  fastened  and  left  on  the  table,  when  he  went 
into  the  committee  room,  for  Ashenden,  9234, 9236. — 
Mr.  Ward  was  alone  in  the  room  when  witness  Idt  it 
for  the  committee  room,  9236. — The  book  given  in  is 
a  fiur  copy.  The  canvass  book  is  copied  from  the 
daily  canvass  books  brought  in  by  the  respective  can- 
vassers, 9238,  9239. — ^l^e  dailycanvass  books  aU 
destroyed  after  the  election,  9239. — Has  no  book 
showing  the  inclinations  of  the  voters  if  offered  or 
promised  money,  9246. — ^The  canvass  book  gives  an 
account  of  all  tne  promises,  and  how  they  vot^,  9248. 
— ^They  were  all  ticked  off  as  thev  came  to  the  poll, 
9260. — The  daily  canvass  book  snowed  against  each 
voter's  name  the  name  of  the  person  most  likely 
to  influence  him,  9267.— Now  understands  that  this 
influence  is  improper,  it  having  been  impoperly 
exercised,  9269. — Gave  the  envdope  containing  tfaie 
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CoLtARD^  'f  HOMAS  Whitb — Continued. 

301.  for  Bligh  to  Mr.  Ward,  because  he  had  represented 
to  witness  that  that  sum  was  wanted  for  the  purposes 
of  the  election,  9261. — Grave  it  without  reference  to 
particular  voters,  and  without  inquiry  how  it  was  to 
be  (fisbursed,  9261. — Is  now  aware  tliat  Bligh  states 
that  he  only  got  151.,  9265. — ^Thinks  he  was  also 
applied  to  for  money  by  Mr.  Vincent,  9269. — Is  certain 
that  he  did  not  pay  Vincent  any  money,  9269. — Had  a 
printed  copy  of.  a  former  poll  book,  containing  manu- 
script notes  as  to  residences  and  occupations  of  voters, 
9272. — ^The  pre\'ious  vote  of  each  elector  noted  in  the 
canvass  book  on  the  left-hand  side  of  his  name,  9279. 
— The  names  in  the  canvass  book  arranged  in  alpha- 
betical order,  and  numbered  from  the  register,  with 
the  double  entries  struck  out,  9282-9292.— Double 
entries,  t.  e.,  where  the  same  voter  is  entered  as  a  free- 
man and  as  a  householder  easily  struck  out,  9292. — 
Got  the  information  from  Maunce  Saunders  to  make 
up  the  canvass  book,  9295. — ^TTie  daily  canvass  books 
destroyed  as  waste  paper  after  being  copied  into  the 
rc^f^ar  canvass  book,  9298. — ^The  registration  book 
does  not  give  the  residence  of  voters,  and  this  informa- 
tion Saunders  gave,  and  thus  perfected  the  canvass 
book,  9309. — ^T^is  was  done  12  months,  or  at  least 
a  considerable  time  before  the  election,  9312. — Knows 
that  a  man  may  have  a  vote  12  months,  and  not  at  the 
time  of  the  election,  9313. — Mr.  King,  Mr.  Holtum, 
and  Mr.  James,  and  Mr.  William  Delmar  canvassed  in 
1852,  9317. — Knows  of  no  others  at  the  moment; 
these  were  the  most  active  of  the  party,  9319. — ^Thinks 
Mr.  Bligh  also  canvassed,  9320. — Suspected  that  the 
voter  reported  by  Bligh  as  promised  had  been  bribed, 
9323-9325. — Likewise  those  reported  by  Vincent  and 
Kelson,  9326. — ^All  these  persons  were  frequently  in  the 
committee  room,  9329. — Sometimes  put  down  the 
names  of  persons  employed  as  messengers ;  but  does 
not  reooUwjt  them,  9333,  9334. — Evidence  explana- 
tory of  some  of  the  annotations  in  the  canvassing 
book,  9339-9353.— Never  heard  that  Keel  was 
bribed  until  the  commissioners  mentioned  it,  9353. — 
Does  not  know  of  any  person  having  been  bribed,  not 
a  single  case,  9354, 9355. — Understa^s  very  well  what 
bribery  is,  9356. — Has  no  doubt  that  refreshment 
tickets  circulated  as  money,  but  witness  never  said  so, 
9357-9359. 

CoLLARD,  Mr.  White.  {His  Examination  again  resumed.) 
— Did  not  leave  the  packet  containing  the  30/.  for 
Mr.  Bligh  in  the  room  unsealed.  Mr.  Ward  thinks  it 
was  sealed  with  wax,  witness  thinks  it  was  fostened 
with  an  adhesive  stamp,  9426-9434. — Received  the 
50/.  from  Mr.  Coare  Kingsford  in  one  sum,  9435. — 
Had  not  a  20/.  note  of  his  own,  and  does  not  think  he 
had  a  10/.  about  him  at  the  time  he  put  the  money  up 
for  Mr.  Bligh,  9436-9439. 

CoLLARD,  Mr.  White.  (His Examination  again  resumed.) 
— Still  thinks  the  envelope  containing  the  money  for 
Bligh  was  made  adhesive,  and  not  sealed  with  sealing 
wax,  9454. — Cannot  say  whether  the  notes  enclosed 
were  Canterbury  or  Baiuc  of  England  notes,  9456. 

CoLLARD,  Mr.  Thomas  White.  (His  Examination 
resumed.) — Evidence  in  reference  to  the  account  (No. 
35),  prepared  by  Mr.  Kingsford,  of  the  money  ex- 
pended by  witness  on  account  of  the  election  of  1852, 
11,317. — Some  items  in  this  account  were  actually 
paid ;  others  were  bills  not  paid  by  witness,  but  ex- 
penses for  which  he  is  held  responsible,  11,317. — 
Admits  that  the  account  was  manufeu^tured  for  the 
Parliamentary  inquiry,  11,319. — Produces  a  copy  of 
the  (mginal  account  (marked  No.  36) ;  receivea  50/. 
from  Im.  Kingsford,  to  be  expended  in  strictly  legal 
expenses,  but  as  witness's  account  of  the  actual  expen- 
diture contained  charges  which  Dr.  Lochee  stated  must 
be  struck  out,  he  was  requested  to  omit  them,  and  trust 
to  him  to  pay  them  aftenvards,  11,329.— These  charges 
are  still  unpaid  and  owing  to  witness,  11,330, 11,331. — 
The  30/.  to  Henry  Ward  is  illegal,  11,333.— Informed 
Dr.  Lochee  that  tiiis  and  other  similar  payments  were 
for  the  purposes  of  the  election ;  did  not  state  that  they 
were  for  bnbery,  11,334.— Told  Dr.  Lochee  that  these 
items  would  not  bear  investigation,  11,341. — They  were 
in  consequence  struck  out  of  the  account,  11,343. — 
Has  been  told  that  the  original  account  has  been  burnt ; 
if  it  has  not  been  Inimt,  and  can  be  produced,  witness 
woold  desin  to  ooitect  the  aocount  now  befcwo  the 


CoLLARD,  Mr.  Thomas  White— coti^mfied. 

Commissioners  by  the  original,  11,346. — Witness's  ac* 
count  does  not  include  the  payments  to  Thomas  Taylor, 
11,349. — Knows  nothing  of  Taylor's  accoimts,  11,350. 
— Particulars  of  the  variation  between  the  original  and 
fabricated  account,  11,355-11,357.— Has  paid  Bl/.,  and 
received  on  account  50/. ;  the  difference  is  still  due*  to 
witness,  11,359,  11,360.— Did  not  pay  the  poll  clerks, 
although  their  names  are  included  in  the  account, 
11,361. — Names  of  the  poll  clerks,  and  locality  where 
employed,  11,363-11,370.— Any  statement  that  wil- 
ness  paid  the  poll  clerks  must  be  a  gross  mistake, 
11,370. — ^The  paper  produced  by  the  Commissioners  is 
in  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Pout,  11,373. — Mr.  Pout 
told  witness  that  the  original  account  of  the  expendi- 
ture had  been  destroyed,  11,376. — Had  little  or  no 
communication  with  Mr.  Pout  during  the  contest* 
1 1,377. — ^They  differed  in  opinion  as  to  the  mode  of 
conducting    the    election,   11,378. — ^The    division    of 
Canterbury  into  two  districts,  for  the  purposes  of  the 
election,  in  consequence  of   this   misunderstanding, 
11,379. — Witness  communicated  with  Dr.  Lochee,  the 
chairman,  11,380. — Dr.  Lochee,  Mr.  William  Dehnar, 
and  Mr.  Kingsford,  the  referees  and  auditors,  in  case 
of  difference  between  the  two  committees,  11,383. — 
The  entry  of  30/.  in  witness's  account  as  a  payment  to 
Henry  Ward,  is  the  30/.  put  into  the  envelope  hy  wit- 
ness, to  be  dropped  into  Mr.  Bligh's  window,  11,390. — 
Thinks  the  envelope  was  adhesive ;  would  not  hke  to 
swear  it  was,  in  opposition  to  any  one  who  would 
swear  that  it  was  sealed,  ll,393.--Should  not  have 
used  his  own  seal  for  such  a  purpose,  11,^3. — ^Thinks 
there  was  no  candle  in  the  room,  11,392. — Mr.  Ward 
was  alone  in  the  room  three  or  foiur  minutes  until 
Mr.  Ashenden  came  in  for  the  letter,  11,397.— The 
first  bill  witness  delivered  to  Dr.  Lochee  amounted  to 
81/.,  which,  as  it  contained  illegal  expenses,  he,  by 
request  of  Dr.  Lochee,,  took  back  and  amend^  in 
respect  of  the  illep^al  items,  11,399,  12,400.— In  the 
amended  account,  mserted  some  items  not  paid  by  wit- 
ness, 11,402. — ^These  bills  came  in  from  aifferwt  par- 
ties, and  had  not  then  been  paid,  11,406. — ^Heard 
Mr.  Ward  state,  that  one  of  the  notes  put  by  witness 
into  the  envelope  for  Bligh  was  a  BauK  of  Engluid 
note,  11,407. — Inquired  at  the  bank  in  consequence  of 
that  statement,  and  ascertained  that  Bligh  cashed  a 
20/.  note  on  the  6th  July,  the  money  haviiu^  been  paid 
by  witness  on  the  3rd  July,  11,410,  11,411.— Consi- 
ders this  evidence  conclusive,  as  to  the  fact  of  Bligh 
having  received  30/.  and  not  15/.,  as  stated  l^  him, 
11,415. — Is  certain  that  Bligh  never  spoke  to  witness 
on  this  subject,  11,417. — Is  quite  satisfied  that  Mr. 
Ward  named  30/.  as  the  sum  wanted  by  Bhgh,  11,423. 
— ^The  division  of  the  city  into  two  districts  for  the 
election   purposes,   described,   11,425.— One    division 
under  the  management  of  Mr.  Pout,  the  other  l^ 
witness,  11,424. — BeUeves  that  many  persons  residing 
in    witness's    district  were   bribed,   11,426. — Thinks 
Kelson,  Vincent,  and  one  or  two  others  gave  the  infor- 
mation which  led  to  the  bribery,  11,428. — Had  no 
commimication  with  any  of  these  persons  with  reference 
to  bribery,  11>428. — Tnesepersons  constantly  in  tiie 
committee-room,  11,429. — ^Thinks  Kelson  and  Vincent 
got  money  from  Mr.  Pout  to  bribe  persons  in  witness's 
district,  11,431,  11,432.— Had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
distribution  of  this  money,  1 1,433. — Has  accounted  for 
the  distribution  of  the  50/.,  which  is  all  witness  received^ 
11,434. — The  general  committee  a  good  workin|f  com- 
mittee, but  all  the  bribery  and  semt  transactions  of 
the  election  were  conducted  at  Mr.   Pout's  hous^ 
11,434. — The  two  district  committees  w«re  assisted  in 
their  operations  by  the  general  committee,  11,435.— 
Witness's  sectional  committee  met  at  the  general  com- 
mittee-room, and  not  at  his  house,  11,436. — This  oom- 
inittee  formed  of  some  thirty  persons,  ll,437.-^Ad- 
mits  that  the  general  conunittee  was  kept  up  as  a  blind 
for  certain  purposes,  11,438. 

Compensation  to  Voters  for  their  Sbrvicbb  and 
Loss  OF  Time.  {See  Pigments  to  Voters.) 

Committee  Clerks  : — 

Was  committee  clerk  for  Colonel  RomiUy  in  1850, 
and  for  Romilly  and  SomerviUe  in  1852,  Taglor,  3690. 
— ^Witness's  business  was  to  copy  out  the  alphabetical 
list  of  voters,  and  for  the  in^)eotor's  books,  ih.  3703.— 
Had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  acoounts  of  elec- 
tion ejqpeaditiure,  t^..  3706-7. 
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Committee  Rooms  ; 

Two  committee  rooms  usually  engaged  by  the  Liberal 
party,  one  a  public  committee  room  for  the  general 
polung  and  making  the  Usts,  the  other  a  private  com- 
mittee room  for  consultations  and  private  discussions. 
Brent,  1160. — Paid  Burgess,  a  voter,  251,  for  the  rent 
of  bis  room  as  a  committee  room  for  30  days.  Brent, 
888. — At  the  previous  election  paid  him  10/.  for  the  use 
of  his  room  for  three  or  four  days,  ib,  892. 

Committer  of  House  of  Commons  on  Canterbury 
Election  Petition  of  1852.  (See  Select  Committee 
of  House  of  Commons  on  Canterbury  Election  Peti- 
tion.) 

Compliments  to  Voters.    {See  Gratuities  to  Voters.) 

Conservative  Colours.  (See  Colours  of  Candidates.) 

Conservative  Club  of  Canterbury  : — 

This  dub  formed  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  the 
Conser\'ative  cause,  by  attending  to  the  registration, 
&c..  Walker,  8973.— The  committee  of  the  club  usually 
formed  the  committee  for  managing  the  election  of 
the  Conservative  candidate,  Mr.  Pout  being  treasurer, 
Uf,  8976. — ^The  club  being  in  difficulties,  obtained  a 
loan  of  1207.  in  1846,  from  the  London  and  County 
Bank,  upon  witness's  security,  to  pay  the  printing 
bills  and  the  salary  of  20/.  a  year  and  arrears  to  a 
person  to  attend  to  the  registration,  Walker,  8977. — 
Tliis  expense  having  been  incurred  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Conservative  party,  it  was  determined  to  charge  it 
upon  the  election  expenses  of  the  Conservative  candi- 
dates, ib.  8973. — Mr.  Gipps,  in  accordance  with  this 
arrangement,  was  char^ea  with  a  moiety  of  the  ex- 
pense at  the  bye  election  of  1847,  with  61.  added  for 
mterest  supposed  to  be  due,  making  66/.,  and  the 
residue  of  54/.  was  cliarged  and  {mid  by  Lord  Thomas 
Clinton,  and  included  in  his  exi)enses  at  the  general 
election  of  1847,  »A.  8971. 

Cook,  Richard.  (Analysis  of  kis  Evidence.) — Voted  as 
a  householder  in  1852,  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and 
was  paid  1/.  for  his  vote  by  Thomas  Munns,  11,854- 
11,860. 

CooMBS,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Voted  as 
householder  in  1852  for  Johnston  and  Gipps,  13,720. 
— Got  four  colour  tickets,  and  received  21.  for  them ; 
gave  three  tickets  to  his  own  family  and  kept  one 
himself,  13,723-13,730. 

CoppiNS,  Jambs.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Voted 
at  the  last  election  for  Romilly  and  Somerville ;  got  no 
money  for  his  vote,  14,771-14,773.— Voted  in  1847  for 
Conyngham  and  Smythe,  and  got  7/.,  14,774-14,776. 

Cooper,  George. — (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
stonemason  and  freeman,  520-523. — Qualification  for 
freedom  described,  525-530. — Witness  b  of  the  liberal 
party,  and  has  always  taken  an  active  part  in  elections, 
531,  532. — ^W'as  on  the  committee  at  the  election  of 
1852,  535. — No  committee  formally  appointed  535. — 
Alderman  Brent  was  chairman  and  Alderman 
Plummer  was  deputy  chairman  of  this  committee, 
536, 537. — ^Witness  paid  the  colourraen  at  the  last  elec- 
tion in  July,  538, 539.7— Practice  of  issuing  colourmen*s 
tickets  described,  540,  541. — ^This  practice  discontinued 
at  the  last  election  by  the  hbend  party,  542. — ^The 
holders  of  colour  tickets  paid  at  the  rate  of  5s.  a  day, 
545. — Witness  at  the  last  election  paid  only  the  men 
who  actually  carried  the  colours,  549,  550. — "^o  colour 
tickets  were  issued  on  this  occasion,  581,  582. — At  the 
previous  election  the  men  who  carried  the  colours  had 
colour  tickets  issued  to  them ;  and  men  who  did  not 
cany  the  colours  had  coloiur  tickets  also,  553-558. — 
The  money  was  paid  on  the  production  of  the  colour 
ticket,  whether  the  party  holding  the  ticket  had 
carried  the  colours  or  not,  559. — About  300  colour 
tickets  might  be  issued,  but  there  would  not  be  50 
colours,  560-562. — Colourmen  would  not  be  paid 
without  the  production  of  the  colour  tickets,  56o. — 
Received  a  vast  number  of  applications  for  colour 
tickets  at  the  election  in  1852,  567. — Is  not  aware  that 
any  colour  tickets  were  issued  at  that  election,  568. — 
They  would  be  issued  by  the  members  of  the  commit- 
tee, each  member  having  from  10  to  20  tickets  to  issue 
to  the  parties  whom  they  knew,  570. — A  list  of  all  the 
names  of  persons  to  whom  colour  tickets  were  to  be 
issued  would  be  made  out  in  committee,  571«^73. — 


Cooper,  George — continued. 

This  list  generally  kept  in  the  conunittee  room,  574. — 
A  clerk  has  generally  been  emi)loyed  to  make  out  the 
tickets,  578. — On  the  production  of  the  ticket  for 
payment  it  is  checked  off,  by  the  list,  579. — ^This  was 
witnesses  duty,  580. — Many  tickets  have  been  issued 
without  names,  with  only  a  number  upon  them,  582. — 
These  might  be  more  easily  disposed  of  than  those 
having  the  names  of  the  parties  on  them  to  whom 
they  were  issued,  582. — ^The  list  showed  the  coirespond<» 
ing  number  where  no  name  was  put  down,  583. — 
Would  not  have  paid  for  any  ticket  which  could  not  be 
referred  to  in  the  list,  584. — ^The  list  was  approved  by 
the  committee  before  the  tickets  were  issued,  587. — 
The  tickets  have  the  initials  of  the  committee  man 
issuing  them,  588-590. — Any  ticket  thus  initialed 
would  be  paid,  although  the  party  producing  it  were 
not  the  original  grantee,  591 — Is  not  aware  that  any 
colour  tickets  were  issued  at  the  last  election,  595. — 
Paid  the  colourmen  from  a  list,  the  person  who  man- 
aged the  colour  business  being  by  witness  at  the  time, 
and  identifying  the  persons  who  actually  carried  the 
colours  on  their  applying  for  their  money,  595,  596. — 
Witness  frequently  in  uersonal  conununication  with 
CoL  Romilly  and  Sir  VV.  Somerville,  in  reference  to 
the  non  issue  of  colomr  tickets,  599-604. — Is  not 
aware  that  the  liberal  committee  decided  upon  watch- 
ing their  oponents  and  unseating  them  on  petition  as 
the  best  means  of  returning  their  own  men,  608-610. 
— No  conservation  to  this  effect  took  place  in  the 
committee  room  pubhcly,  610. — Did  not  hear  of  any 
private  conservation  to  the  same  purpose,  612. — Wit- 
ness of  opinion  that  such  a  course  was  the  best,  614. — 
Was  assured  that  a  return  on  the  system  carried  on  l^ 
their  opponents  would  result  in  theur  being  unseated, 
615. — Belived  that  ever^r  other  member  of  the  com- 
mittee had  the  same  opinion,  621. — Witness  intended 
to  say  that  there  was  no  formal  resolution  on  the 
part  of  the  committee  as  to  the  best  course  to  pursue, 
623. — ^The  general  feeling  of  the  committee  unquestion- 
ably was  not  to  endanger  the  re-election  of  their  own 
candidates  by  bribery  or  any  illegal  act,  627. — Witness 
had  frequent  conversations  with  Mr.  Aris  on  this 
subject,  628,  629. — Agreed  %vith  Mr.  Aris  that  nothing 
should  be  done  to  endanger  the  re-election  of  their 
own  candidates,  630. — Did  not  communicate  with 
Alderman  Brent  on  this  subject,  633. — Has  no  doubt 
but  that  the  chaiman  knew  of  this  project,  636. — 'Ihete 
was  a  general  understanding  among  the  liberal  com- 
mittee tnat  no  bribery  was  to  he  committed,  but  that 
their  success  would  be  most  easily  obtained  by  unseat- 
ing their  opponents  on  petition,  637-639. — Cannot  tell 
from  whom  this  project  emanated,  644. — ^Thinks  Mr. 
Smythe's  coining  forward  endangered  the  seats  of 
Romilly  and  Somerville,  646. — The  resolution  on  the 
part  of  the  liberal  condidates  not  to  issued  colour 
tickets  made  before  Mr.  Smythe,  was  in  the  field,  646, 
647. — Does  not  recollect  having  paid  more  than  lOs, 
for  colour  tickets  to  one  person,  2  days  at  5^.  a  day, 
653. — Witness  also  paid  some  of  the  messengers,  665, 
— Paid  no  messengers  but  those  who  were  actually 
employed,  655. — At  the  election  in  1847  Rutter  was 
paymaster,  witness  assisting  him,  660. — In  1852,  only 
paid  the  men  who  carried  the  colours,  662. — About  50 
or  60  colourmen  and  under  20  messengers  were  then 
employed,  664-666. — Mr.  Smythe  the  late  member 
was  returned  in  1847  chiefly  through  the  support  of 
the  Uberal  interest,  673-675. — It  was  genendly  sup- 
posed that  he  would  not  stand  again,  677. — Knew 
nothing  of  any  discussion  between  Col.  Romilly  and 
Mr.  Smythe  in  the  begining  of  1852,  681-683.— Prior 
to  the  dissolution  Mr.  Smythe  was  actively  employed 
in  canvassing,  685.— Sir  William  Somernlle's  name 
was  first  proposed  as  a  candidate  in  the  liberal  interest 
before  the  dissolution  of  Parliament,  687,  688. — 
Cannot  tell  how  long  before  the  dissolution,  690.^ 
Mr.  Smythe  commenced  proceedings  before  Sir  Wil- 
liam Somer\Tlle,  692. — ^The  resolution  to  maintain 
greater  purity  of  election  took  olace  on  the  announce- 
ment of  Romilly  and  Somerville  as  the  two  liberal 
candidates,  695. — At  this  time  it  was  ffenerally 
expected  that  Mr.  Smythe  would  not  stand,  696. — 
He  was  then  in  the  field,  but  it  was  believed  that 
he  would  not  go  to  the  poll,  697,  698. — Mr.  Smythe's 
standing  was  injurious  to  the  liberal  cause,  701.— 
Further  evidence  in  reference  to  the  issue  and  payments 
for  colour  tickets,  704. — ^The  recommendations  gene- 
rally sent  in  before  the  day  of  nomination,  705. — Some- 
tunes,  some  days  before  the  nomination^  some  tiiree  or 
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four  days,  707. — ^The  ticket  not  granted  at  once,  but 
issued  onthedav  of  election;  never  before  the  dayof  nom- 
ination, 708, 709. — Never  knew  of  any  money  beinff  paid 
in  advance  to  holders  of  colourtickets,  710. — If  Uungs 
had  gone  on  as  usual  at  the  last  election  between  2So 
and  300  colour  tickets  would  have  been  issued,  713. — 
These  being  double  tickets  the  bribery  would  extend 
to  400  or  600  persons,  715. — The  freemen  more 
freouently  than  the  householders  applv  for  their  tickets, 
71o. — ^Thinks  Mr.  Aris  was  the  onlj  lawyer  on  the 
committee.  Mr.  Elliot  was  the  friend  and  legal 
adviser  of  Col.  Romilly,  723-727.— Cannot  tell  \dio 
suggested  the  mode  of  gaining  the  seat  by  petition, 
730. — Does  not  believe  that  it  emanated  from  Mr.  Aris, 
733. — ^Thinks  the  scheme  came  from  Col.  Romilly, 
Sir  W.  Somerville,  and  Mr.  Elliot,  736.— Thinks 
Romilly  and  Somerville  would  have  been  successful 
if  they  had  resorted  to  the  former  practices  of  securing 
tiieir  election,  738. — Paid  the  colourmen  10^.  each; 
cannot  recollect  the  total  amount  paid,  740,  741. — 
Nor  the  total  amount  pud  to  the  messengers ;  returned 
the  lists  from  which  these  payments  were  made  to  the 
committee  as  vouchers,  742-744. — Heard  that  Mr. 
Smythe  has  paid  as  much  as  1,000/.  for  coloiur  money ; 
thinks  this  was  in  1847,  746. — One  election  said  to 
have  cost  him  6,000/.,  749. — Mr.  Smythe  on  the  con- 
servative interest  when  this  expense  was  said  to  have 
been  incurred,  782. — [  Witness  identifies  two  papers  pro- 
duced, containing  a  detailed  statement  of  the  payments 
made  through  hmfor  various  services  on  account  of  the 
election  of  1852,  and  verifies  the  entries  therein,  754- 
756.] — ^ITiere  are  very  few,  if  any  voters  in  these  lists, 
757,  758. — Altogether  114  persons  were  employed, 
765.  —  Is  not  aware  of  any  other  persons  having 
been  employed  except  those  inserted  in  the  list, 
766. — ^Tne  hst  complete  so  far  as  regards  all  the 
payments  made  though  witness's  han£,  768. — Fur- 
tiier  evidence  relative  to  the  actual  duties  of  colourmen 
employed  in  former  elections,  771. — Between  200  and 
300  persons  usually  formed  the  processions,  with  band 
and  (jolours,  777. — Previous  to  the  election  in  1852, 
all  persons  holding  colour  tickets  were  paid  whether 
they  had  discharged  any  duties  or  not,  783,  — In  1852, 
only  those  who  actually  carried  the  colours  w^re  paid, 
whose  names  appear  in  the  Hst,  784,  785. — ^This  list 
prepared  by  Taylor,  the  clerk  to  the  committee,  from 
the  applications  received,  786-792. 

Cooper,  Mr.  George.  {His  Examination  resumed.) — 
Admits  that  he  received  20/.  or  25/.  from  Mr.  Pilcher> 
as  a  gratuity  for  his  sendees  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham, 
1738,  1739. — Explanation  of  the  account  rendered  by 
witness  to  the  committees  of  Conyngham  and  Smith, 
1740. — ^Paid  Bowden  41.  for  three  days  as  messenger, 
1746. — Bowden  was  messenjrer  to  Clnton  and  Vance, 
but  voted  on  the  opposite  side,  1751. — Jeans,  a  mes- 
senger on  the  Liberal  side,  was  paid  2/.  10*.,  1757. — 
lluree  other  Jeans  had  each  a  1/.  either  as  messengers 
or  colourmen,  1758. — Is  sure  this  money  \i'as  not  paid 
fbr  tiieir  votes,  1761. 

Cooper,  Mr.  Henry.  {Analysis  of  his  Ewcfencc.)— Is 
an  Alderman  of  Canterbury,  and  in  the  Blue  interest, 
1395,  1396.— Took  no  part  in  the  election  fi^m  1847 
to  the  present  time,  bejond  voting,  1399,  1400. — Was 
an  active  partisan  previous  to  1847, 1401. — ^TTiinks  the 
votes  are  always  promised  before  the  colour  tickets  are 
issued,  1403,  1404. — These  tickets  often  given  to 
members  of  the  voter's  family,  or  to  some  poor  person, 
1405,  1406. — ^They  are  worth  5*.  a-day;  thev  were 
worth  more  formerly,  1407. — If  a  man  carriea  a  flag 
he  would  probably  get  lOs.  a  day,  if  not,  only  5s., 
1408,  1409. — ^Did  not  know  that  these  tickets  were 
sold  until  he  saw  it  in  the  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  1411. — ^There  were 
two  elections  in  1847 ;  one,  a  by-election,  three  or  four 
months  before  the  general  election,  1415. — ^The  by- 
dection  caused  by  the  death  of  Mr.  Bradshaw,  when 
Lord  A.  Conyngliam  was  returned,  1416. — Mr.  Gipps 
canvassed  the  voters,  but  resigned  on  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  coming  forward,  1417. — ^Was  not  on  the 
committee  at  that  election,  1419. — ^Was  on  the  com- 
mittee in  February  1841 ;  issued  1,200  colour  tickets 
on  that  occasion,  1421. — Mr.  Smythe  was  then  re- 
turned on  the  Tory  interest  in  opposition  to  Mr. 
Heniker  Wilson,  1431. — Believes  a  pood  deal  of  direct 
bribery  was  then  practised  on  both  sides,  1433, 1434. — 
Has  some  recollection  of  individual  cases  of  bribery, 
but  does  not  think  it  right  to  mention  them,  the 
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parties  being  dead,  1435-1437, — Davey,  now  dead, 
had  several  hundred  pounds  entrusted  to  him  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Blue  committee,  for  the  purpose  of 
purchasing  votes,  1438-1445.— The  Styles'  had  100/. 
offered  for  their  eight  or  ten  votes  by  the  Blues,  which 
they  refused,  as  they  said  they  could  do  better  with  the 
other  parbr,  1449. — ^This  election  cost  Mr.  Wilson 
about  4,000/.,  1450.— The  chairman  of  Mr.  Wilson's 
committee  brought  an  action  against  him  and  received 
600/.  for  money  expended  for  colour  tickets,  1450. — 
Davey  did  not  act  as  bribery  agent  in  1847 ;  thinks  he 
was  dead  at  that  time,  1456. — Does  not  know  who 
was  bribery  agent  in  1847-1456. — Cannot  recollect  the 
names  of  any  persons  now  living  who  were  bribed  in 
1841,  1457. — ^There  is  no  chance  of  getting  a  list  of 
the  colour-ticket  men  of  1841,  1458. — Mr.  Plummer, 
brother  of  Alderman  Plummer.  was  chairman  of  that 
committee,  and  managed  the  election,  and  is  now  dead, 
1451-1458.— Voted  at  the  election  of  1850,  but  knows 
nothing  of  the  particulars  of  that  election,  1460. — 
Knows  nothing  of  the  circumstances  which  induced 
Mr.  Vance's  retirement,  1461. — ^The  issue  of  colour 
tickets  in  1841,  practised  by  both  parties,  1466. — ^The 
constituency  at  tnat  time  much  the  same  as  at  present, 
about  1,500,  1470. — Some  electors  had  three  or  four 
tickets  given  them,  1471. — 'The  tickets  were  issued  to 
induce  the  voters  to  give  their  votes,  1472. — Is  not 
aware  that  voters  have  promised  both  parties  to  get 
more  tickets,  1473. — A  doubtful  voter  would  be  secured 
by  giving  bun  more  tickets,  1475.— Generally  the  vote 
is  promised  before  the  tickets  are  asked  for,  1476. — 
Thinks  the  bribery  must  have  been  more  extensive  on 
the  Tory  than  on  the  Liberal  side,  on  account  of  the 
success  of  the  former,  1477. — ^There  are  between  200 
and  300  "  Swiss,"  who  are  always  to  be  bought,  1482.— 
*'  Swiss'*  denotes  voters  who  can  be  bought  by  either 
side,  1483.— Granting  colour  tickets  to  the  regular 
Liberal  voters,  intended  as  a  complunent  for  their 
votes,  1484. — Has  taken  no  active  part  in  elections 
since  1847,  but  knows  how  they  have  been  working, 
1487.—  Knows  Housden,  never  gave  him  money  nor 
a  check  for  his  vote,  nor  promised  him  anything  to 
induce  him  to  give  his  vote,  149^1499. — Housden  is 
witness's  tenant,  does  not  think  would  take  money 
for  his  vote,  1500. — He  might  ask  for  colour  tickets, 
as  others  have  done,  for  tnose  who  work  for  him, 
but  nothing  more,  1502. — ^Thinks  the  minority  of 
the  "Swiss"  are  fireemen,  1505. — Some  of  them, 
however,  are  householders,  but  not  many,  1506. — 
Thinks  the  majority  of  10/.  householders  not  subject 
to  corrupt  influence,  1507. — ^Thinks  about  100  of  the 
householders  are  accessible,  1609.— Cannot  say  that 
.there  are  200  freemen  who  could  be  absolutely  bought 
except  by  colour  tickets,  1511. — If  one  party  issues 
colour  tickets,  the  opposite  party  must  do  the  same  to 
get  their  voters  to  tne  poll,  1515. — Previous  to  colour 
tickets  being  issued,  voters  were  paid  IO5.  a  day  as 
hall  men,  or  attending  in  the  hall  and  facilitating  the 
entry  and  departure  of  their  resi)ective  friends,  1515. — 
In  the  time  of  Clifton  and  Lushington,  voters  after  the 
election  got  lOs.  for  a  spUt  vote  and  20s,  for  a  double 
vote,  1515. — Colourtickets  used  after  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  Bill  as  a  bribe  and  bhnd,  1517,  1518. 

Cooper,  Mr.  William  James. — {Analysis  qf  his 
Evidence.y-U  mayor  of  Canterbury,  428. — Handed  a 
letter  to  Mr.  Aris  on  the  14th  of  April  in  the  present 
year,  429. — Received  this  letter  by  post,  addressed  to 
witness,  officially  took  it  to  the  coimcil  chamber,  and 
presented  it  to  Mr.  Aris,  430. — Mr.  Aris  is  cl^k  to 
the  magistrates,  431. — At  Aris's  suggestion  witness 
sealed  it,  as  it  seemed  to  have  some  connexion  with 
the  business  of  the  Royal  Commission,  and  noted  the 
date.  Witness  placed  it  in  his  hands,  431.— Knows 
notlung  more  of  the  letter,  and  can  form  no  beUef  on 
on  the  subject  one  way  or  another,  434. 

Corrupt  Practices.  {See  Bribery,  Colour  Tickets,  Em- 
ployment of  Voters,  Payments  to  Voters,  Travelling 
Expenses,  Treating,  &c.) 

Counsel  ; — 

Application  of  Mr.  Ballantyne,  as  counsel  for  certain 
parties,  for  whom  he  appeared  to  put  questions  to  wit- 
nesses which  he  might  think  necessary  on  behalf  of 
his  clients,  made  and  reftised  by  the  Commissioners, 
pages  2  and  13. — Evidence  having  been  given  before 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  on  the 
election  of  1852,  reflecting  upon  several  gentlemen; 
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Counsel — continued. 
witness  expecting  the  same  parties  would  give  evidence 
before   the    Commissioners,    instructed    counsel   to 
examine  and  cross-examine  these  parties,  to  set  his 
clients  right  with  the  public.  Walker,  9003. 

County  Elections  : — 

Colour  tickets  are  issued  at  the  county  elections  in 
the  same  manner  and  under  the  same  regulations  as  at 
the  elections  for  Canterbury,  ^ith,  6848.— About  600 
or  600  colour  tickets  were  issued  by  the  Conservative 
party  at  the  first  election  for  the  county  in  1862,  Smyth, 
6922. — Issued  blue  tickets  for  the  county  and  called 
them  coloured  tickets,  to  distinguish  them  from  the 
colour  tickets  issued  for  the  city.  Smith,  6975. — ^The 
payments  for  them  have  varied  from  6».  to  lOs.,  ib, 
6984. — ^Many  Canterbury  voters  were  employed  as 
colourmen  at  the  last  county  election,  ib.  7025. — Many 
might  have  been  so  employed  for  Sir  Brook  Bridges 
because  they  had  voted  for  the  Conservative  candidi^ 
at  the  city  election,  ib.  7026. — ^There  were  three  sepa- 
rate committees  in  Canterbury  conducting  the  last 
coimty  election,  ib.  7014. — Received  money  from  Mr. 
Kingsford  to  pay  the  colourmen  engaged  by  Sir  Brook 
Bribes'  party,  tb.  7036. 

CovELL,  John.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a  free- 
man, and  voted  in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe ; 
got  no  money  for  his  vote,  and  made  no  agreement  for 
any,  13,119-13,125.  [Charles  Goodwin.— Did  not 
give  Covell  any  money,  13,126. — Covell's  name  was  in 
the  list  sent  in  to  the  committee,  13, 128. — Some  one  had 
the  money;  does  not  know  who  had  it,  13,129, 13,130.] 
Got  no  money  from  any  one  after  the  election,  13,131. — 
Did  not  vote  at  the  last  election,  13,136.— Made  a 
noise,  because  he  did  not  like  his  charact^  ii^ured  by 
being  charged  with  bribery,  13,138. — Complained  of 
the  use  made  of  witness's  name,  13,139.— Spoke  to 
Mr.  Aris  and  Goodwin  as  soon  as  he  heara  of  it, 
13,142,  13,143.— Could  not  get  a  positive  answer  from 
Goodwin,  or  explanation  of  nis  name  being  on  the  list, 
13,144.— Goodwin  promised  to  have  it  settled  in  a  few 
days,  13,146. — Directed  Goodwin  to  pay  the  money  to 
"Wootton,  the  draper,  to  return  it  to  the  candidates, 
13,147. 

Cox,  Richard.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^Voted 
in  1862  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps ;  got  no  colour  tickets, 
nor  messenger's  place,  nor  had  he  any  money  for  his 
vote,  14,170-14,176.— Voted  for  ttie  tories  in  1847; 
got  nothing  then  in  any  shape,  14,176-14,181. 

Cozens,  Henry.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  SomerviUe  and  Romilly ; 

fot  nothing  for  his  vote,  12,409-12,414.— Voted  m 
847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  but  was  not  paid 
anything,  12,41^12,417. — Applied  for  payment  of  his 
travelling  expenses,  10  miles  m)m  Canterbury,  1^419. 
— Got  \7.  from  Mr.  Jacobs  for  his  expenses,  12,428. 

Crippen,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1862  for  Romilly  and  Somerville, 
but  got  no  money  for  his  vote,  14,47^14,480. — ^Voted 
in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe ;  was  a  messenger, 
but  not  employed,  and  was  not  paid  anything,  14,481- 
14,486. 

Crouch,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
a  freeman,  and  voted  in  1862  for  Johnston  and  Gipps, 
13,933-13,936.— Got  two  coburmen's  tickets,  and  was 
paid  21.  for  them,  but  no  money  for  his  vote,  nor  as 
messenger,  13,936-13,941. — Gave  his  father  the  order 
for  the  two  colour  tickets,  13,942.— Voted  in  1847  for 
Clinton  and  Vance ;  got  51.  for  his  vote,  out  of  which 
he  paid  11.  to  the  man  who  asked  him  to  vote,  13^943- 
13,947. — This  man  was  John  Hart  Ratcliffe,  who 
asked  witness  for  something  for  his  trouble,  and  he 
gave  him  a  1/.,  13^948-13,949. — Had  no  colour  tickets, 
and  was  not  employed  as  messenger,  13,960-13,965. 

Crouch,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^Voted 
at  the  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  14,164- 
14,166. — ^Was  canvassed  by  Mr.  Taylor  ana  Mr.  King, 
14,159. — Did  not  see  Hollands  on  the  subject  of 
witness's  vote;  does  not  know  Blinks,  14,160-14,163. 
Got  two  colourmen's  tickets,  and  was  paid  II.  for  them, 
14,164-14,169. 

Curtis,  Mr.  George  Henry.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) 
—Is  a  voter  of  Canterbury,  and  a  radical  in  politics. 


Curtis,  Mr.  George  Henry — continued. 

6027,  60^.— Was  very  active  upon  the  last  election, 
6030. — Did  not  canvass  with  the  members;  exerted  bhn- 
self  on  behalf  of  Col.  Romilly,  6031,  6032.— Hollands 
was  actively  engaged  for  the  reds,  and  witness  for  the 
blues,  6038. — Has  had  no  commimication  with  Hol- 
lands, 6043. 

Daniels,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^Voted 
as  a  householder  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance;  got 
8/.  for  his  vote  from  George  Oakenfull,  13,291-13,298. 
— Voted  at  the  last  election  for  Johnston  and  Gipps, 
but  got  neither  money,  colour  ticket,  nor  messenger's 
ticket,  13,299-13,303. 

Davey,  George.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman  of  Canterbury  for  60  years,  and  always  in  the 
Blue  interest,  3382-3386. — Has  never  been  employed 
in  election  proceedings,  either  as  agent  or  sub-agent ; 
acted  only  as  one  interested  in  the  success  of  his  party, 
3389-3390. — ^At  the  election  in  1847,  parties  were  not 
disposed  to  vote  unless  they  had  money,  and  witness 
ana  his  fnends  were  obliged  to  do  as  others  were  doing, 

S' ve  them  money  to  vote,  3393-3396. — Informed  Mr. 
utter  that  such  and  such  voters  would  not  vote  with- 
out money,  and  he  said  they  must  have  it,  3396, 3397. — 
Paid  41.  or  51.  for  votes,  according  to  their  demand, 
3399. — Cannot  say  how  much  money  witness  had  from 
Mr.  Rutter ;  handed  it  over  to  the  voter  directiy ;  took 
no  account  of  it,  3400-^3407. — Cannot  give  the  names 
of  any  of  the  parties  to  whom  the  money  was  paid, 
3410. — Gave  in  all  the  names  to  Mr.  Rutter  at  the 
time,  3412. — Mentioned  the  names  verbally;  gave  no 
list ;  does  not  know  if  Mr.  Rutter  put  them  down, 
3413-3416.  Paid  this  money  to  tne  men  in  their 
houses  and  in  the  streets  to  get  them  up  to  the  poll, 
3419. — No  one  saw  witness  pay  the  ^lonel^  3419. — 
Paid  some  before  and  some  after  polling,  3420. — ^Tliese 
were  all  Blues  whom  witness  bribed,  and  they  would 
have  voted  the  other  way  if  they  had  not  got  the 
money,  3424. — Does  not  recollect  that  any  of  the  Reds 
took  witness's  money  and  voted  Blue,  5426-3428. — 
Only  voted  in  1862,  never  received  any  money  for  his 
vote,  nor  any  reward  for  his  services,  3432-343/. — 
Witness's  room  was  hired  for  a  committee  room  at  the 
last  election,  but  not  at  any  other,  3438. — ^Witnessgot 
51.  5s.  for  his  committee-room  services  and  attend- 
ance, 3443. — Does  not  recollect  the  name  of  any  one  to 
whom  money  was  paid  for  voting,  3444-3461. 

Davey,  George.  (Second  Examination.) — Has  seen  a 
list  in  witness's  writing,  made  out  at  the  time  of  the 
election,  of  names  of  voters,  6813-6817. — Paid  James 
White  61.  for  his  vote  in  1847,  5818-5821.  — Paid 
Charles  White  61.  for  his  vote  at  the  same  time,  5822- 
5825.— Paid  Thomas  White  61.  for  his  vote,  6826-5829. 
—Gave  Thomas  Miller  Beer  51.  for  his  vote,  5830- 
6834.— Gave  T.  J.  White  61.  for  his  vote,  5836-5839. 
—Gave  William  Day  6/.  for  his  vote,  6840,  6841.— 
And  Thomas  Adams  3/.  for  his  vote,  6842,  5843.— 
Hancock,  a  blacksmith,  since  dead,  had  51.,  6846- 
6860. — Lent  II.  5s.  to  William  Beer,  who  did  not  vote, 
6861-6857. — Has  no  account  for  the  50/.  paid  to  wit- 
ness, for  bringing  up  voters,  5859. — Received  no  other 
money  for  votes  except  the  50/.  6861. — Did  not  act  in 
this  wav  either  in  1860  or  1862,  6862,  5863.— Always 
voted  Blue,  6864-6866. — Does  not  know  anything  of 
Lepine  or  Gruby,  6867-5873. 

De  Lasaux,  Mr.  Thomas  Thorpe.  (Analysis  qf  his 
Evidence.) — Paid  Hewson's  wife  two  sovereigns  in 
1847,  for  her  husband's  vote,  and  got  the  money  for 
the  purpose  from  Mr.  Rutter,  11,6^-11,632. — Never 
had  any  money  for  bribery  from  Maurice  Saunders,  nor 
from  any  other  person,  except  in  the  case  of  Hewson, 
11,640. — Knows  Cobb,  a  grocer,  living  at  Dover; 
never  received  10/.  from  him,  11,642,  11,643. — Cobb 
states  that  he  got  witness  to  ts^e  a  bag  containing 
money  for  bribery  to  the  Prince  Albert,  11,644. — De- 
nies this  statement;  it  is  imtrue,  11,645. — Never 
received  any  monev  either  from  Cobb  or  any  one  else 
for  the  purpose  of  oribing  voters,  11,648. 

Delmar,  Mr.  William.  (Analysis  of  Ms  Evidence.) — 
Was  on  the  committee  and  canvassed  for  Johnstone 
and  Gipps  at  the  last  election,  10,203-10,206.— 
Attended  once,  by  request  of  Mr.  Kingsford,  senior, 
to  meet  Dr.  Lochee,  to  pass  some  tradesmen's  biUs, 
10,206. — Took  no  other  part  in  the  election  beyond 
canvassing,  10,207. — Attended  on  the  occasion,  before 
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Delmar,  Mr.  William — continued, 
mentioned,  at  Mr.  Kingsford's  office,  and  passed  some 
of  the  accounts ;  compared  the  amount  of  the  bills 
with  the  receipts,  and  passed  them,  10,211. — Cannot 
tell  anything  of  the  details  of  these  accounts;  does 
not  know  a  single  item  contained  in  them,  10,211. — 
Cannot  tell  the  gross  amotmt  of  the  bills,  10,214. — 
Witness  considered  his  part  of  the  examination  was 
limited  to  seeing  that  the  totals  agreed  with  the 
receipts,  10,916,  10,217. — Does  not  remember  any 
bills  from  particular  persons,  10,219. — Supposed  them 
aU  to  have  oeen  legitimate  tradesmen's  bills,  10,223. — 
No  money  passed  through  witness's  hands,  either  before 
or  after  the  election,  10,230,  10,231. — Knew  nothing 
of  Goodwin's  daim  of  100/.  until  he  saw  the  evidence, 
10,235. — ^Thinks  there  were  no  bribery  accounts  in  the 
bilk  examined  and  passed  by  witness,  10,240. 

DsLMAR,  Jambs.  (Anaiysis  of  his  Effidence,) — Is  a 
voter,  and  one  of  the  Red  committee,  7309-7311. —  \ 
At  the  request  of  Dr.  Lochee,  paid  some  moncrr  to 
Mr.  Goodwin  on  account  of  the  election,  7312-7315. 
Handed  over  a  paper  parcel  to  Goodwin,  containing 
about  100/.,  7320. — Heard  this  money  was  paid  on 
account  of  some  municipal  election  affiors,  7321. — 
Took  a  receipt  which  stated  what  the  payment  was  for; 
knows  nothing  of  the  merits  of  the  case,  7325. 

Delo,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — Is  a  boot 
and  shoe  maker,  and  freeman  of  Canterbury,  3508, 
3509. — Has  been  employed  as  canvassing  clerk  on  the 
Liberal  side  m  1847  and  1850,  3511-3516.— Gave  the 
canvassing  book  to  Mr.  Aris  after  each  day's  canvass, 
3518-3520. — Has  kept  no  memorandum  of  the  con- 
tents, 3522.— Was  employed  in  1847  by  Mr.  Rutter; 
went  canvassing  with  nim,  3526. — Made  memoranda 
of  votes  promised  or  refused,  3527. — Had  nothing  to 
do  with  money  matters,  3^8. — Received  no  money 
from  Mr.  Rutter  to  p^  bills,  nor  any  applications  for 
money,  3529-^3533. — Witness's  son  was  also  employed 
as  clerk  in  1847,  3534-3538.— Received  no  recom- 
mendations for  colour  ^ckets,  and  issued  none,  3539- 
3542. — Recdved  17^.  for  his  services  for  the  two  elec- 
tions in  1847,  and  his  son  received  51.,  3543-3560. — 
Received  10/.  for  the  first  election  for  a  fortnight's  can- 
vassing, 3272.  Received  no  present,  nor  any  other 
payment  beyond  the  17/.,  35/3-3576.— Received  71- 
for  his  services  at  the  second  election  in  1847,  3582. — 
Did  not  get  12/.  as  a  gift  after  the  general  election  in 
1847,  3590,  3591. 

Deputations  of  Electors. —  " 

Mr.  Henry  Ward  and  Mr.  Thomas  White  CoUard, 
a  deputation  from  the  Conservative  partrf ,  waited  upon 
witness  to  induce  him  to  become  a  candidate  for  Can- 
terbury at  the  election  of  1852,  Johnstone,  2560. — 
Mr.  Collard,  Mr,  Austen,  and  Mr.  Furley,  formed  a 
deputation  from  the  Conservative  party,  and  waited 
upon  Mr.  Vance  in  1850,  to  induce  nim  to  become  a 
candidate,  Furley,  5048. 

DioBY,  William.  {AnaJvsis  of  kis  Evidence,) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1847  for  Conyngham  and 
Smythe,  11,563-11,565.— Got  41,  for  travelling  ex- 
penses  firom  London,  and  two  colour  tickets  for  his 
sons,  11,566-11,669. — His  sons  live  at  Whitstable; 
does  not  know  whether  they  came  to  Canterbury  to 
cany  the  colours,  11,570,  11,571. — Is  master  oi  Whit- 
stable hoy,  and  had  to  pay  a  man  15«.  for  taking  care 
of  the  hoy  in  witness's  absence,  11,575-11,583. — 
Asked  Jacobs  for  the  41,  for  trave]hn|^  expenses,  and  he 
paid  it,  11,584-11,588. — Received  this  money  befbre  he 
voted,  11,589,11,590. 

Documents,  Accounts,  and  Papers — produced  by 
witnesses  and  delivered  up  to  the  Commissioners  (see 
Accoimts,  Documents,  Papers,  &c.) 

Dormer,  William.  (Analysis  of  kis  Evidence.) — 
Voted  at  the  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
14,579,  14,480.— Got  nothing  for  his  vote;  got  I6s.  as 
messenger,  14,581-14,584.— Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton 
and  Vwice ;  was  emploved  and  paid  21,  4s.  for  his 
services  as  messenger,  but  got  nothing  for  his  vote, 
14,585-14,590. 

Dray,  Pierson.  (Analysis  of  his  .Bwcfence.)— Voted 
for  the  Tories  in  1852;  got  nothing  for  his  vote, 
12,151-12,153. — Voted  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe  in 
1847,  but  got  nothing  for  his  vote,  12,154-12,156.— 
Admits  that  at  this  election  he  bribed  Tookey,  now  in 
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America;  Thomas  Stredwick,  now  dead;  Henry  Stred- 
wick,  and  a  Mr.  Bamet,  12,154-13,163.— Did  not  bribe 
any  one  else,  12,164. — Knows  the  Bmrts,  i^her  and 
son;  had  no  communication  with  them  relative  to 
election  business,  12,167. — Had  no  conversation  with 
Cozens  about  election  business,  12,170-12,173. 

Edenden,  Ethelbert.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Is  not  a  voter ;  got  neither  mon^,  colour  ticket,  nor 
band  ticket,  at  the  election  of  184/. 

Eldridgb,  John.  (Analysis  of  kis  Evidence.) — ^Voted 
in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps;  got  no  money  for 
his  vote,  11,829-11,832.— Had  1/.  for  colour  tickets, 
and  bread  and  meat,  11,833,  11,834. — Got  the  money 
from  Mr.  FUmer,  11,839. — Got  nothing  for  his  vote  in 
1847,  11,842. 

£ll6>  George.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.) — Is  a  free- 
man«  and  voted  in  1852  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone,  and 

fot  41,  10s.  from  Mr.  Vincent  for  his  vote,  11,000- 
1,007. 

Ells,  Richard.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance ; 
got  71.  for  his  vote  from  Mr.  Bennett,  13,304-13,309. 
— Voted  at  the  last  election  for  Johnston  and  Gipps ; 
got  no  money  for  his  vote,  13,310-13,312. 

Ells,  Stephen.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a  free- 
man, and  voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance 
13,546-13,548.— Got  either  7/.  or  8/.  for  his  vote  from 
Mr.  Bennett,  forgets  which,  13,550-13,552. 

Electors  of  Canterburv  : — 

There  were  about  1,500  electors  in  1847,  Brenf,  998. 
— ^The  electors  consist  of  freemen  and  householders, 
under  the  10/.  franchise,  Nutt,  2. — Those  voting  as 
householders,  generally  better  off  than  the  freemen, 
many  of  the  latter  being  labouring  men,  and  veiy 
badly  off.  Brent,  1215.— ^Tiore  were  953  registered 
freemen  in  1851,  Nutt,  13. — ^There  are  between  600 
and  700  householders  registered  as  electors.  Cooper, 
1506. — ^Thinks  the  majority  of  these  not  accessible  to 
corruption,  ib.  1807. — In  1852,  there  were  946  freemen 
on  the  register,  and  928  householders,  but,  deducting 
the  freemen  on  the  householders'  list  and  the  double 
entries,  the  electors  were  altogether  1,581,  Aris,  3301. 
(See  also  Voters.) 

Election  Committees — for  management  of  the  elec- 
tions.   (See  Elections.) 

Election  Committee  of  House  of  Commons.  (See 
Select  Committee  of  House  of  Commons  on  Canter- 
bury Election  1852.) 

Election  Petitions  : — 

Attended  to  the  defence  of  the  seats  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  on  the  occasion  of  the  petition  against 
the  last  election,  Kingtford,  5514. — Sent  his  clerks  to 
examine  the  witnesses,  and  took  the  evidence  of  a  great 
number  of  them,  ib.  5517. — Was  employed  on  behalf 
of  the  sitting  members,  in  investigating  the  allegations 
against  them,  Scoones,  466. 

Elections  for  Canterbury  : — 

General  Election  of  1852. 

The  candidates  were  the  Hon.  Butler  Johnstone  and 
Mr.  Gipps,  Col.  Romilly,  Sir  William  SomerviUe,  and 
the  Hon.  George  P.  S.  Smythe,  Nutt,  21.— The  num- 
bers polled  were — ^for  Jomistone,  758;  Gipps,  7^; 
SomerviUe,  570;  Romilly,  50;  and  Smythe  7,  Aris, 
56. — Witness  resigned  before  going  to  the  poll,  and 
the  votes  in  his  ravoiur  were  given  against  his  wish, 
Smythe,  2380. — Mr.  Alderman  Brent  was  chairman  and 
treasurer,  and  Mr.  Alderman  Plummer  deputy  chair- 
man of  the  blue  committee,  Aris,  61,  62,  395 ;  Cooper, 
536,  537. — Mr.  George  Gooper  had  the  management  of 
the  colourmen,  Aris,  76. — There  was  no  regular  or 
formal  appointaient  of  a  committee,  ib,  394. — It  was 
an  open  committee,  which  any  one  might  join  who 
took  an  interest  in  the  election,  ib.  395-597. — Hardlv 
considered  it  a  committee.  Cooper,  535 ;  Brent,  1056, 
3088. — Dr.  Lochee  was  chairman,  and  Mr.  Hellier  and 
Mr.  Sankey  deputy  ch^rmen  of  the  general  committee, 
Collard,  9151-9153.— The  borough  was  divided  into 
two  districts  by  the  Conservative  party  at  this  election, 
with  separate  committees,  Mr.  Collard  being  at  thQ 
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Elbctionb  fob  Canterbury — continued. 
General  Election  of  1852 — continued, 
head  of  one  committee,  and  Mr.  Pout  of  the  other, 
Pouty  9920. — Dr.  Lochee,  Mr.  Dehnar,  and  Mr.  Kings- 
ford  acted  as  referees,  to  whom  commimications  would 
be  made  by  both  committees,  Lochee,  13,659. — ^Was 
induced  to  become  a  candidate  upon  the  representations 
of  Mr.  Ward  and  Mr.  Collard,  who  called  upon  wit- 
ness in  London  as  a  deputation  from  the  Conservative 
party,  Johnstone,  2560. — Was  informed  by  them  that 
the  Consen'atives  were  in  a  considerable  minority  on 
the  last  registration,  ib.  2561. — Coalesced  with  Mr. 
Gipps,  who  had  the  advantage  of  great  local  interest; 
issued  a  joint  address,  and  fought  the  battle  together, 
f6.2566. 

Bye  Election  of  1850. 

This  election  caused  by  Lord  Albert  Conyngham 
being  raised  to  the  peerage  and  created  Lord  Londes- 
borough,  Aris,  41. — The  candidates  were  Colonel 
RomiUy  and  Mr.  Vance,  Aris,  41-44. — Colonel  Romilly 
was  returned  without  a  contest,  Mr.  Vance  declining 
to  go  to  the  poll,  Aris,  42  \see  Expenses  of  Elections.] 
— rarticulars  of  an  interview  with  Colonel  Romilly  in 
London,  which  induced  him  to  become  a  candidate. 
Brent,  1226. — Colonel  Romilly's  version  of  the  same 
intenaew,  Rondlly,  1771,  17/2.— Particulars  of  an 
interview  with  Mr.  Vance  in  London,  bjr  a  deputation 
from  London,  calling  upon  him  with  a  view  to  induce 
him  to  become  a  candidate;  opinion  in  favour  of 
Mr.  Vance's  chances  of  success,  and  reasons  for  that 
opinion,  F^lev,  5051 ;  Poti^,  4546.— Asked  for  300/. 
to  cover  the  legitimate  expenses,  and  o£Pered  to  ex- 
onerate Mr.  Vance  from  fiirther  expense,  ib,  5049. — 
Acted  as  chairman  and  treasurer  of  the  Liberal  com- 
mittee at  tMs  election.  Brent,  800. — Mr.  White  CoUard 
was  chairman  of  Mr.  Vance's  committee,  Poti^,  4409. — 
Witness  was  chairman  of  Mr.  Vance's  committee  at 
the  bye  election  of  1850,  Furley,  5047. 

Evidence  relative  to  Mr,  Vance^s  retirement. — Mr. 
Vance  retired  suddenlv  and  unexpectedly  at  12  o'clock 
on  Saturday  night,  tne  election  being  fixed  for  the 
Monday  following,  1090,  1091.— Heard  that  Mr. 
Vance  was  pwd  1,000/.  to  retire  from  the  contest. 
Brent,  943. — ^This  report  originated  entirely  with 
Mr.  Vance's  party,  ib,  946-1110-1113.— The  rumour 
of  Mr.  Vance  having  been  bribed  to  retire  was  very 
prevalent,  ib,  1462. — Was  greatly  smprised  at  hearing 
of  Mr.  Vance's  retirement.  Cooper,  1461 . — Mr.  Vance's 
retirement  was  not  caused  by  any  private  understanding 
between  the  two  committees,  nor  between  the  candi- 
dates. Brent,  1 102, 1 103-1 106.— Mr.  Vance  called  upon 
Colonel  Romilly  at  the  Fountain,  and  informed  him  of 
his  intention  to  abandon  the  contest.  Brent,  1091. — 
Did  not  see  Mr.  Vance  when  he  called  on  this  occasion ; 
witness  was  in  bed  at  the  time,  and  was  aroused  by  the 
porter,  who  gave  him  a  letter  from  Mr.  Vance,  inform- 
ing him  of  nis  retirement  from  the  contest,  Romilly, 
li^7. — Had  no  personal  communication  with  Afr. 
Vance  during  the  time  he  was  in  Canterbury  as  a 
candidate,  ib,  1798,  1799.— Concurs  in  Col.  Romilly's 
evidence  relative  to  Mr.  Vance's  retirement,  Paget, 
11,208. — Mr.  Vance,  in  his  address  to  the  electors 
announcing  his  retirement,  stated  his  reason  for  doing 
so  was,  because  he  thought  his  success  impossible 
without  bribery,  Romilly,  1807. — Mr.  Vance  announced 
to  his  own  committee  his  intention  to  retire,  about 
5  o'clock  on  the  Saturday  before  the  election,  Furley, 
5071. — He  gave  as  his  reason  for  this  decision,  the 
appemnce  in  Canterbury  of  Lord  Albert  Conyngham, 
inferring  from  that.  Lord  Albert's  determination  to 
cMTy  the  election  for  his  own  party,  coute  oui  coute,  U>, 
5074. — He  feared  the  influence  of  Lord  Albert's  purse 
upon  the  election,  which  could  not  be  met  without  a 
corresponding  outlay  of  money  on  his  part,  ib,  5077. — 
Neither  witness,  nor  any  of  the  committee,  concurred 
in  this  opinion;  they  felt  certain  of  success  if  Mr. 
Vance  had  stood  his  ground,  ib.  5081 . — ^The  committee 
used  every  means  to  induce  Mr.  Vance  to  alter  his 
decision,  but  without  success,  and  he  finalljr  left  them, 
after  a  discussion  of 'several  hours  duration,  to  an- 
nounce his  retirement  to  the  opposite  party,  his  own 
committee  having  declined  to  do  so,  ib,  5(^-5098. — 
Witness's  own  impression  decidedly  is  that  the  fear  of 
Lord  Albert's  purse  drove  him  away,  thinking  also 
that  he  stood  no  chance  in  Canterbury  upon  purity 
principles,  Furley,  5117. — Heard  the  rumour  ot  Mr. 
Vance  having  had  1,000/.  to  retire,  but  does  not  give 
the  slightest  credence  to  it,  ib,  5121. — Retired  from  the 
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contest  altogether  from  pecuniary  motives,  to  save  his 
own  pocket,  Vance,  11,299. — Was  not  promised,  nor 
did  he  receive  any  money  to  induce  him  to  retire,  ib, 
11,300. — Had  no  conversation  on  the  subject  of  his 
proposed  retirement  with  any  individual,  on  the 
opposite  side,  ib.  1 1,302. 

General  Election  of  1847. 

The  candidates  were  Lord  Albert  Convngham,  the 
Honourable  George  P.  S.  Smythe,  Lord  Thomas  Pel- 
ham  Clinton,  and  Mr.  Vance,  Aris,  50-52. — The 
numbers  polled  were  for  Conyngham  808,  Smythe  782, 
Clinton  641,  and  Vance,  643,  ib,  54.— Mr.  Smythe 
started  on  the  independent  interest,  but  coalesced  with 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham  on  the  night  before  the 
election.  Pout,  4076-4078.— Mr.  Rutter  was  treasurer, 
and  disbursed  the  funds  for  the  Liberal  party.  Brent, 
962. — Mr.  Rutter  was  paymaster  at  this  election. 
Cooper,  660. — Statement  of  the  circumstances  whidi 
induced  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  to  offer  himself  as  can- 
didate for  Canterbury  at  the  general  election  of  1847» 
Clinton,  4765.— Was  introduced  by  Mr.  Gillett  Gridley, 
who  was  agent  for  Lord  Pollington,  who  contemplated 
standing  for  Canterbury,  and  h^l  prepared  his  aadress, 
but  subsequently  withdrew,  ib,  4/65. — Mr.  Gridley,  a 
solicitor  in  London,  and  entirely  unconnected  with 
Canterbury,  ib,  4766-4768. 

Bye  Election  of  184/. 

This  election  caused  by  the  death  of  Mr.  Bradshaw, 
Cooper,  1416.  —  The  candidates  were  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  and  Mr.  Gipps,  ib,  1417. — Mr.  Gipps 
commenced  his  canvass,  but  retired  without  going  to 
the  poll,  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  returned, 
ib,  1417. — Mr.  Walker  was  Mr.  Gipps's  agent  at  this 
election,  Gipps,  2749. — Every  preparation  for  a  contest 
made  by  the  Liberals.  Pitcher,  2906. 

General  Election  of  1841  :— 

The  candidates  were  Lord  Albert  Convngham  and 
Mr.  Hodges,  Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  BraJshaw,  Brent, 
S\2.— Pout,  4044-4593-4595.— The  candidates  were 
Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  on  the  red  side,  and 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Hodges  on  the 
blue  side.  Brent,  Sl2.—Pout,  4044-4593-4595.— Mr. 
Smythe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  were  returned.  Brent,  810, 
-^Pout,  4044. 

Bye  Election  of  1841  :— 

This  election  caused  by  the  resignation  of  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham,  Cooper,  1416. — ^The  candidates 
were  the  Hon.  George  Smvthe,  and  Mr.  Henniker  Wil- 
son, t^.  1423-1424. — Mr.  Smythe  was  the  red,  and  Mr. 
Wilson  the  blue  candidate ;  Mr.  Smythe  was  returned, 
ib.  1424-1430. — The  conservative  club,  of  which  Mr. 
Gumey  Crossdale  was  chairman,  formed  the  committee 
for  managing  this  election  for  the  Conservative  party, 
Smythe,  2529. — Mr.  Pout  and  Mr.  King  were  active 
members  of  this  committee,  ib,  2516-2532. — Mr.  Ed- 
ward Plummer  was  chairman  of  the  blue  committee 
at  Mr.  Henniker  Wilson's  election.  Brent,  817. 

General  Election  of  1837  :— 

The  candidates  were  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and 
Mr.  Villiers,  Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr.  Gipps,  Brent, 
825. — Pitcher,  2870. — Lord  Albert  Conyngluon  and 
Mr.  Bradshaw  returned,  ib,  2871. — Mr.  Gipps  peti- 
tioned the  House  of  Commons  against  the  return  of 
Lord  Albert,  Brent,  825, — ^'lliis  petition  was  subse- 
quently withdrawn,  ib,  1343. 

General  Election  of  1835. 

The  candidates  were  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  Mr. 
Villiers,  and  Mr.  Lushington,  Pitcher,  2833-2838.— 
Mr.  Villiers'  return  was  petitioned  against  by  Mr. 
Lushington,  and  he  was  unseated  upon  a  scrutiny. 
Brent,  1341-1342.  — Pt/cAer,  2838.  — Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  and  Mr.  Villiers  had  separate  committees, 
ib,  2S46, 

Elliot,  The  Honourable  George.  (Analysis  of  his 
Evidence. — Came  down  to  Canterbury  a  few  days 
before  the  last  election,  to  assist  Col.  Romilly,  10,081- 
10,083. — Can  speak  to  the  determination  of  Col;  Romilly 
and  Sir  William  Somerville  not  to  have  recourse  to 
corrupt  and  illegal  practices,   10,085.^>)1.  Romilly 
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Elliot,  The  Honourable  Gkorgb — continued, 

paid  half  the  expenses  of  the  election,  10,087. — No 
part  of  the  money  passed  through  witness's  hands 
either  before  or  after  the  election,  10,088,  10,089. 

Ellis,  Georgk.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.) — ^Voted  at 
the  last  dection  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  got  51. 
from  Kelson  for  his  vote,  14,725-14,727. 

Ellis,  Walter.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  at  the  last  election  for  Johnstone 
and  Gipps;  got  nothing  for  his  vote,  was  not  a  messen- 
ger, and  had  no  colour  tickets,  14,618-14,627. 

Employment  of  Voters  : — 

1.  Generally. — Nearly  all  the  persons  employed  on 
both  sides  as  messengers  are  voters.  Arts,  113 ;  Tay- 
lor, 8565;  Rutter,  1642. — Numerous  voters  are  em- 
ployed in  various  ways  about  the  election,  Br«i^,1010- 
1036;  Rutter,  1725;  Cooper,  1741-1751,  1760.— The 
payments  to  these  persons  had  nothing  to  do  with 
their  votes,  they  were  all  for  services  actually  perform- 
ed, ib.  1761-1762. — ^Advanced  Reader,  a  person  em- 
ployed about  the  election  in  1852,  71'  in  consideration 
ana  on  account  of  actual  service.  King,  5306. — ^This 
money  was  not  paid  for  his  vote,  tb.  5303. — Does  not 
know  whether  any  of  the  band  were  voters ;  they  were 
engaged  without  reference  to  their  votes.  Brent,  887. 
—Paid  Burgess,  a  voter,  10/.  in  1850,  and  20/.  in  1852 
for  the  hire  of  his  room  as  a  committee  room  for  the 
Liberal  candidates,  t6. 889^892.— Paid  Pentacost  21. 10«. 
for  the  use  of  a  horse  and  cart  in  bringing  up  people 
to  the  poU,  Jacobs,  5365. — He  might  have  been  em- 
ployed m  this  way  to  induce  him  to  vote,  ib.  5365. — 
Was  active  and  useful  in  the  election  of  1847  in 
getting  the  voters  together  and  taking  them  up  to  the 
poll,  and  was  paid  5/.  by  Thomas  Friend,  IVeed,  14,448. 
— Voted  for  Chnton  and  Vance,  but  the  5/.  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  his  vote,  ib.  14,448. 

2.  As  Colourmen. — Had  1/.  for  two  colour  tickets, 
kept  the  money  himself,  thought  it  his  right,  and  that 
it  was  to  pay  him  for  his  loss  of  time,  Best,  10,784- 
10,789. — Received  11.  for  two  colour  tickets,  and  voted 
for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  Josslyn,  10,844. — Had  21, 
for  colour  tickets,  and  voted  for  Conyngham  and 
Smythe,  Mount,  11,525. — Received  2/.  12s.  6rf.  instead 
of  colour  tickets.  Lemon,  11,506-11,516. — Paid  Lemon 
3/.  lOj.  in  lieu  of  colour  tickets,  which  were  all  given 
dkWdky,  Jacobs,  11,517- — Had  two  colourmen's  tickets 
and  gave  them  to  his  sons  who  received  1/.  on  them, 
Dioby,  11,568;  Fnend,  11,599.— Voted  for  Gipps  and 
Johnstone,  and  received  1/.  for  two  colour  tickets, 
Roalfe,  11,816 ;  ^/rfridjye,  11,8^3.— Applied  for  colour- 
men's  tickets  but  could  not  obtain  them,  and  received 
3/.  instead ;  voted  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  Att- 
wood,  12,003. — Witness's  mother  i*eceived  1/.  for  his 
two  colour  tickets  in  1847,  and  his  father-in-law  and 
brother  in  1852,  Cherrison,  12,469-12,472.— Voted  for 
Smythe  and  Conyngham,  and  received  1/.  for  two 
colourmen's  tickets,  Admans,  12,618. — Voted  for  Gipps 
and  Johnstone,  and  received  two  colour  tickets.  Pierce, 
13,373. — Received  one  colour  ticket,  and  voted  for 
the  reds,  Weatherly,  13,564. — Got  half  a  sovereign  for 
one  colour  ticket,  and  voted  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone, 
Best,  13,600.— Received  21.  for  four  colour  tickets. 
Coombs,  13,729. — Witness's  two  sons  got  \l.  for  colour 
tickets.  Knell,  13,751.— Voted  in  1847  and  1852,  and 
got  \0s.  at  each  election  for  colour  tickets,  and  gave 
his  son  10*.  each  time  for  witness's  other  ticket.  Page, 
13,822-13,825.— Voted  for  the  Tories  at  the  last 
election,  got  two  colour  tickets  and  kept  the  money 
himself.  Palmer,  13,856-13,859.— Voted  for  the  Tories 
and  was  paid  1  /.  for  colourmen's  tickets,  T.  H.  Palmer, 
13,910. — Voted  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  received 
\l.  for  two  colourmen's  tickets.  Crouch,  14,156-14,168. 
— Voted  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  had  two  colour 
tickets  for  his  sons.  Knell,  14,212. — Took  one  ticket 
for  himself  and  gave  the  other  to  his  son,  Cherrison, 
14,198. — Had  three  tickets  and  gave  them  to  his 
brother  and  two  sons,  Bradley,  14,258. — Received  two 
colour  tickets,  kept  one  himself  and  ^ave  the  other  to 
his  brother,  Pickering,  14,276. — Received  two  colour 
tickets,  gave  one  away  and  kept  the  other  for  himself, 
voted  for  the  reds.  Brown,  14,424. — Voted  for  the 
Conservatives  in  1852,  had  two  colour  tickets  and 
kept  them  for  himself,  Blogg,  14,435;  John  Blogg, 
14,469 ;  Lemar,  14,495 ;  Watson,  14,651 ;  Andrews, 
14,672. — Had  four  tickets  for  his  four  boys  who  got 
21.  amongst  them,  Smithson,  14,732. 
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Employment  op  Voters — continued. 

3.  As  Canvassing  Clerks. — Was  employed  as  can- 
vassing clerk  by  Mr.  Smythe  in  1847,  and  for  Somer- 
ville  and  Romilly  in  1852,  Saunders,  3209-3270.— 
Was  employed  by  the  Liberal  party  in  1847  and  1850, 
and  was  paid  for  his  services,  Deto,  3529. — ^Witness's 
son  was  also  employed  at  the  same  time  and  in  the 
same  manner,  t4.  3536. — Received  17^.  for  the  two 
elections  for  his  services,  and  thinks  his  son  got  5/., 
ib.  3544-n3557.— Paid  Reader  15/.  for  his  services  as 
cam'assing  clerk.  Pout,  12,510. 

4.  As  Committee  Clerks. — Was  employed  as  com- 
mittee clerk  for  Colonel  Romilly  in  1850,  and  for 
Romilly  and  Somerville  in  1852,  Taylor,  3690. — ^As 
such  witness's  duty  was  to  copy  out  the  alphabetical 
lists  of  voters,  &c.,  but  had  no  accounts  to  keep,  nor 
anything  to  do  with  accoimts,  ib.  3705. 

5.  As  Messengers. — Thinks  about  sixteen  messengers 
were  put  on  by  the  blues  at  the  last  election.  Arts, 
348. — Between  fifty  and  sixty  persons  engaged  by  the 
Conservative  committee  for  the  election  of  1852,  Taylor, 
8565. — ^They  are  nearly  all  electors,  Aris,  113;  Taylor, 
8565. — Paid  them  sums  varying  from  10s.  to  21*.  each, 
Taylor, S669. — Was  employed  fifteen  days  as  messenger 
and  received  altogether  4/.  10^.,  Taylor,  10,746.— ife 
was  for  his  services  and  not  for  his  vote,  ib.  10,754. — 
Was  employed  and  voted  for  the  Conservatives  at  the 
last  election,  and  paid  16s.  as  messenger,  Burt,  10,904. 
— Received  12s.  6d.  as  messenger,  and  voted  red.  Pierce, 
10,937. — ^Voted  for  Con3mgham  and  Smythe  in  1847, 
and  was  paid  M.  5s.  for  three  days'  services  as  messen- 
gers, Thatcher,  11,442. — Was  paid  12s.  6d,  as  messen- 
ger at  the  last  election  and  voted  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  Pierce,  13,371. — Was  employed  as  messenger  in 
1847,  voted  for  Clinton  and  Vance  and  received  21, 
Stone,  13,426. — Was  paid  16s.  as  messenger  at  the 
last  election,  Andrews,  13,491. — Received  15s.  for 
fourteen  days'  work  as  messenger  at  the  last  election, 
voted  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  Jarman,  13,505. — ^Waa 
employed  as  messenger  for  the  blues,  and  received 
16s.  for  his  sen'ices.  Mills,  13,579. — Received  25s.  for 
work  as  messenger,  was  actually  employed  evenr  day, 
Lyons,  13,795. — W'as  employed,  as  messenger  by  the 
l)lues  in  1847,  voted  for  them  and  was  paid  1/.  for  his 
services,  Somerford,  13,835. — Was  employed  one  day 
in  carrying  the  papers  from  the  poll  to  the  committee, 
ib.  13,838. — Was  employed  four  days  in  1847,  voted 
for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  and  received  1/.,  Palmer, 
13,847. — Was  doorkeeper  at  the  committee  room  four 
days  and  booth  messenger,  and  was  paid  1/.  at  the 
rate  of  4s.  a  day,  Wilks,  13,926.— Voted  for  Clinton 
and  Vance,  ib.  13,926. — ^Voted  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  and  received  16s.  as  a  messenger.  Street,  14,028. 
— Was  a  messenger  in  1847,  voted  for  Clinton  and 
Vance,  and  received  21.  10s.,  KneU,  14,219. — Was  paid 
Is.  M.  as  messenger  at  the  last  election,  did  no  work, 
but  voted  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone,  Pickering,  14,279. 
— ^Voted  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe  in  1847,  was 
put  on  as  messenger,  received  l/.but  did  no  work, 
Wraight,  14,300. — W^as  a  working  messenger,  received 
a  little  subsistence  mon^,  and  voted  for  Gipps  and 
Johnstone,  Baines,  14,32/. — Received  22s.  for  eighteen 
days'  work,  ib.  14,330. — ^Was  employed  in  184/,  and 
had  5s.  a  day,  voted  then  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  ib, 
14,336. — Received  10s.  for  two  days'  work  as  messenger 
to  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  voted  for  them. — John^, 
14,508. — Got  l/.5s.  as  messenger  in  1847,  did  veiy  little 
work  for  it  and  voted  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham,  Cole, 
14,528. — W^as  employed  as  messenger,  and  voted  for  the 
reds  in  1847  and  was  paid  U.4s.,Moreland,  14,542. — Re- 
ceived 16s.  as  messenger,  and  voted  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  Palmer,  14,558. — Received  16s.  as  messengers 
in  1847,  and  voted  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  Dormer, 
14,583. — Received  21.  4s.  as  messenger  in  1847,  and 
voted  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  ib.  14,589. — Received 
II.  is.  as  messenger  in  1847,  and  voted  red ;  did  little 
or  nothing  for  the  money,  Pamell,  14,615. — Received 
16s.  as  messenger  in  1852,  and  voted  for  Gipps  and 
Johnstone,  Lansjield,  14,630. — Received  1/.  4s.  as  mes- 
senger in  1847,  and  voted  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe, 
Blogg,  14,689;  James  Blogg,  14,702.— Was  paid  10s. 
for  two  days'  work  for  Romilly  and  Somerville,  and 
voted  for  them,  Fedarb,  14,706. — Received  1/.  5s,  in 
1847,  and  voted  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham,  ib. 
14,711. — Had  10s.  from  Romilly  and  Somerville,  and 
voted  for  them,  John  Fedarb,  14,716. — Received  U.  4s. 
in  1847,  ih.  14,723;  Ponton,  14,744-14,758;  Norley, 
14,759-14,770;  Hooper,  14,777-14,788. 
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Evans,  Charles  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) 
— Is  a  freeman,  and  voted  at  the  last  election  for  John- 
stone and  Gipps,  and  got  61.  10s.  from  Admans  for  his 
vote,  11,733-11,737. — ^Admans  agreed  to  give  71,  but 
stopped  \0s.  for  commission,  1 1,739. 

Evans,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance ; 
got  61.  10s.  for  his  vote  from  George  Harding,  13,313- 
13,320. 

Excise  Prosecution  : — 

Was  ex  chequered  for  1,900/.,  and  endeavoured 
through  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  to  procure  remission 
of  the  penalty,  Goodwin,  5922. — This  penalty,  miti- 
gated to  100/.,  which  waa  raised  by  a  subscription 
among  witness's  friends  and  paid,  ib.  5933. — Saw 
Lord  Albert  at  Bifrons  and  promised  to  help  him  in 
the  election  business,  if  he  would  help  witness  in  the 
excise  matter,  ib.  5940-5961. — Further  evidence  in 
explanation  of  this  transaction,  Londeshorongh,  14,911- 
14,925;  5myM^  15,028-15,062. 

Expenses  of  Election  Petitions  : — 

The  expense  of  a  petition  a  great  bar  to  such  a  pro- 
ceeding, Brent,  1082. — ^The  costliness  of  a  petition 
depends  upon  the  grounds  of  proceedings  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  ib.  1083, — Gained  the  seat  in 
1835,  by  petition,  at  an  expense  of  between  6,000/. 
and  7jOOO/.  chiefly  in  law  expenses,  Lushington,  5013. 

Expenses  op  Electors.    (See  TraveUing  Expenses.) 

Expenses  of  Elections  : — 

1.  Generally: — 

There  has  always  been  a  great  deal  of  improper 
expenditure  in  election  expenses  at  Canterbury, 
Lushington,  5,004. — A  lavish  expenditure  bordering  on 
impropriety,  ib.  5005. — This  excessive  expenditure  was 
for  colourmen,  hallmen,  and  exorbitant  payments  to 
messengers,  ib.  5004. — Has  reason  to  suppose,  although 
he  has  had  no  personal  and  actual  knowledge  of  it, 
that  there  was  tdways  money  bribery  to  a  considerable 
extent,  ib. — Has  been  connected  with  Canterbury 
politically,  for  nearly  fifty  years,  ib. — First  contested 
Canterbury  in  1803,  and  was  beaten ;  was  successfril, 
in  1812,  1818,  1820,  and  1826,  and  again  on  petition 
in  1835,  ib.  5012. — Witness's  expenses  in  1803  were 
very  extravagant,  does  not  know  their  amount,  as  they 
were  paid  by  his  father-in-law.  Lord  Harris,  ib.  5012. 
— ^The  election  of  1818  cost  him  between  3,000/.  and 
4,000/.;  that  of  1820,  5,822/.  17s.  Hd.;  and  of  1826, 
1,008/.  lis.  6id.,  ib.  5013.  Contested  the  city  in 
1835,  and  was  beaten  by  improper  practices,  but  ob- 
tained the  seat  on  petition,  at  an  expense  of  between 
6,000/.  and  7,000/.,  chiefly  in  law  expenses,  ib.  5013. 

2.  At  particular  elections : — 

At  the  election  of  1852,  by  the  LAberal  Party. 
Received  and  paid  436/.  6s.  \\d.  for  the  expenses  of 
of  both  the  Liberal  cimdidates  at  the  last  election. 
Brent,  885. — Particulars  of  some  of  the  items  included 
in  this  amount,  ib.  887-892. — Evidence  in  explanation 
of  the  expenditure,  ib.  961-997,  1007-1055.--Paid 
43/.  13s.  for  colourmen,  messengers,  and  refreshments 
for  them.  Cooper,  755. — Paid  Mr.  Brent  220/.  as  wit- 
ness's share  of  the  expenses  of  this  election,  RomiUy, 
1906,  1910-1912.— Witness's  election  cost  him  210/., 
Somerville,  10,069. 

At  the  Election  of  1852,  by  the  Conservative  Party. 

Mr.  Johnstone  contributed  1,300/.,  and  Mr.  Gipps, 
1,050/.  towards  their  expenses,  making  together  2,350/., 
Johnstone,  2577 ;  Gipps,  2729. — Paid  altogether  1,300/. 
as  his  share  of  the  expenses  of  this  election,  exclusive 
of  the  cost  of  the  petition,  Johnstone,  2577. — Does  not 
know  what  his  colleague  paid,  ib.  2570. — Paid  300/.  to 
Mr.  Kingsford's  bankers  in  London,  two  or  three  days 
before  the  election,  700/.  on  the  21st  or  22d  July,  at 
witness's  own  house  to  Mr.  Pout,  and  300/.  afterwards 
on  application  either  from  Mr.  Pout  or  Mr.  Con.  Kings- 
ford,  does  not  recollect  which,  ib.  2586. — ITiinks  this 
last  300/.  ought  to  have  been  paid  by  Mr.  Gipps,  t^. 
2585. — The  agreement  with  Mr.  Gipps  was  that  the 
expenses  were  to  be  borne  equally  between  them,  t^. 
2587- — Expected  to  pay  more  than  the  300/.  contri- 
buted before  the  election,  because  Alderman  Brent  and 
the  Bifrons*  purse  were  against  him,  Johnstone,  2610. — 
It  was  rumoured  that  the  Marchioaeso  of  Conyngham 


Expenses  of  Elections— coftiimi«c2. 

2.  At  particular  Elections — continued, 

would  come  down  handsomely  with  her  thousands  if  she 
sawthe  election  going  against  her  son-in-law.  Sir  William 
Somerville,  ib.  2610. — Certainly  expected  that  the 
other  side  would  have  recourse  to  hnhery,  ib.  2611. — 
Was  not  assisted  in  any  way  by  any  person  or  par^  ii 
defraying  the  expenses  of  his  election,  &.  2633. — Paid  the 
money  out  of  his  own  funds,  ib.  2635. — Paid  altogether, 
on  account  of  this  election,  1,050/.,  viz.,  800/.  at  the 
time,  and  250/.  in  November  following,  Gipps,  2729. — 
This  was  exclusive  of  the  cost  of  the  election  petiticMi, 
ib.  2730.— Paid  the  8(K)/.  to  Mr.  Pout,  and  the  200/. 
to  Mr.  Kingsford  in  November,  ib.  2731. — Heard  that 
a  large  portion  of  this  money  went  in  colour  tickets, 
ib.  2/33. — Has  not  been  called  upon  to  pay  any  ad- 
ditional sum,  ib.  2820. — Received  from  Mr.  Kingsford 
100/.,  out  of  which,  50/.  was  paid  by  Mr.  Colhffd,  by 
direction  of  Mr.  Kingsford,  sAer  that,  150/.  from  Mr. 
Kingsford,  and  then  300/.  from  Mr.  Gipps,  and  sub- 
sequently, two  or  three  days  before  the  election,  re- 
ceived a  parcel  at  his  own  house,  dehvered  by  a  person 
who  said  his  name  was  Arbuthnott,  and  on  opemng  it, 
found  five  bags,  each  bag  containing  100  sovereigns. 
Pout,  4194-4202. — ^"lliese  several  payments  were  all 
made  before  the  election,  but  after  the  election,  witness 
got  700/.  from  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone  to  settle  the  out- 
standing accounts,  li.  4208-4209. — Had  no  doubt 
that  the  500  sovereigns  w^re  intended  for  bribery,  ib. 
4243. — ^This  money  was  sent  in  gold  as  being  more 
convenient  for  paying  away  in  small  sums,  and  per- 
haps also  to  prevent  it  being  traced,  Gipps,  4448-^449. 
The  500  sovereigns  were  forwarded  by  witness's  solid- 
tors,  Messrs.  Bndges  and  Mason,  of  London,  ib.  4445. 
— Witness  also  gave  Mr.  Pout  300/.  in  gold ;  in  fact* 
all  the  money  provided  for  the  purposes  of  the  election 
was  in  gold,  ib.  4473-4475. — Thinks  the  name  of 
Arbuthnott  was  assumed  by  Messrs  Bridges  and  Mason 
who  took  the  money  to  Mr.  Pout,  ib.  4481. — ^At  this 
time,  knew  nothing  of  what  was  contributed  by  Mr. 
Johnstone,  ib.  4805. — 850/.  paid  to  witness's  father,  to 
his  account  at  his  bank  in  London,  jK'in^sforrf,  5411. — 
Had  the  distribution  of  this  money,  ib.  5412. — Paid 
Mr.  Pout  50/.,  and  Mr.  Collard  50/.,  and  afterwards 
150/.  to  Mr.  Pout,  and  then  by  order  of  Dr.  Lochee 
330/.  to  Mr.  Pout,  ib.  5415.— Paid  Smith,  the  coach- 
maker,  113/.  Os.  2d.  for  making  colours;  Ward, 
621.  lis.  3d.  for  stationery,  and  Coleman  8/.  for  making 
bows  and  cockades,  ib.  5424-5440. — ^The  balance,  about 
115/.,  remains  in  witness's  hands  to  discharge  the 
the  unpaid  bills,  ib.  5440. — Received  50/.  from  Mr.  C. 
Kingsford  for  Ihe  general  purposes  of  the  election, 
Collard,  9157-9159.— Paid  30/.  of  this  to  Mr.  Bhgh, 
inclosed  in  an  envelope,  and  25/.  to  Mr.  Ashenden,  ib, 
9174.— Received  300/.  from  Mr.  Johnston  and  250/. 
firom  Mr.  Gipps,  which  was  transferred  from  witness's 
private  account,  to  his  pubhc  or  office  account  in  the 
bank,  Kingsford,  7720-7721. — Mr.  Johnstone  gaid 
300/.  subsequently,  making  altogether,  850/.,  ib.  7/21. 
— Particulars  of  the  expenditure  of  about  400/.  received 
from  Dr.  Lochee  and  Mr.  Pout,  on  account  of  the  ex- 

fenses  of  the  Consen'ative  party  at  the  election  of 
852,  Taylor,  8543. — Further  evidence  in  reference  to 
the  expenditure  of  the  Conservative  party  at  this  election 
amounting  to  1,624/,  10*.,  Pout,  12,500-12,571. 

Bye  Election  of  1850,  by  the  Liberal  party. 

This  election  cost  Colonel  Romilly  210/. — Received 
from  Colonel  Romilly,  in  anticipation  of  a  contest, 
450/.,  and  has  since  returned  the  oalance.  Brent,  1130. 
— Particulars  of  the  expenditure,  ib.  1134-1151. — 
Told  Colonel  Romilhr  that  the  expenses  would  not  be 
more  than  400/.  or  500/.,  and  in  consequence  of  this 
intimation,  450/.  was  pud  to  witness's  acooimt,  ib, 
1226. — ^Witness's  banker's  book  does  not  show  who 
paid  the  money,  ib,  2001. — Paid  the  balance  back  to 
Mr.  Coppoek  in  person,  ib.  2003. — ^Thinks  it  was  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham  who  suggested  that  the  money 
should  be  paid  to  Mr.  Coppoek,  ib.  4822. — Cannot 
recollect  that  any  sum  was  mentioned  by  Mr.  Alderman 
Prent  as  the  probable  expense  of  the  election,  Romilly, 
1776,  1777,  1862. — Did  not  pay  any  sum  to  Alderman 
Brent,  or  to  any  other  person,  on  account  of  this  election, 
«6.1778-1787-1809.— Cannot  tell  where  the  funds  came 
to  pay  the  expenses,  ib.  1811. — Conjectures  that  the 
expenses  were  paid  out' of  a  private  frmd  raised  for  the 

Surpose  of  meeting  such  matters,  ib.  1820. — ^Thinks 
Ir.  Brent,  who  received  the  money,  can  tell  where  he 
got  it  from,  ib.  1865, — Received  no  intimation  what- 
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ever  that  his  expenses  would  be  paid,  ib.  1869. — 
Considered  himself  responsible  for  all  legal  and  rea- 
sonable expenses  incurred  on  account  of  the  election, 
ib,  1986. — Never  heard  the  cost  of  his  election,  whe- 
ther 300/.  or  400/.,  ib.  1831-1834.— Did  not  receive 
210/.  fipom  Mr.  Brent  as  the  balance  of  the  election 
expenses,  ib.  1861-1862-1973. — Had  no  communica- 
tion with  Lord  Londesborough  on  the  subject  of  the 
expenses  of  this  election,  ib.  1962. — ^Was  consulted  by 
Mr.  Brent  on  the  subject  of  expenditure,  but  not  in 
respect  of  the  funds  to  meet  that  expenditure,  ib. 
1936-1938. — Has  no  means  of  knowing  whether  any 
sum  of  money  was  paid  out  of  the  secret  fund  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  a  contest,  ib.  1939. — Desires  to 
correct  his  former  evidence  relative  to  the  payment  of 
the  balance  of  the  expenses  of  this  election.  Brent, 
4819. — Thinks  he  did  not  pay  the  express  balance,  ib. 
— ^Went  to  London  with  the  mtention  of  paying  back 
150/.,  iHit  only  paid  Mr.  Coppock  100/.,  and  retained 
50/.  for  other  contingencies,  w.  4820. — Upon  reflection 
witness  thinks  he  met  Lord  Albert  Conjrngham  in 
London,  and  on  telling  him  of  his  business,  was 
advised  by  Lord  Albert  to  pay  back  100/.  only,  and 
reserve  the  rest  as  a  balance  for  payment  of  other 
expenses,  ib,  4822. — Is  sure  it  was  Lord  Albert,  who 
told  witness  that  he  had  better  pay  the  balance  back 
to  Mr.  Coppock,  ib,  4846. 

Bye  Election  qf  1850,  by  tke  Conservative  party. 

The  probable  expenses  of  a  single-handed  contest, 
estimated  by  Mr.  Furley  at  500/.  or  600/.,  Vance, 
11,282. — Re^d  without  going  to  the  poll  or  even 
canvassing,  and  his  expenses  amounted  to  65/.,  ib, 
11,288. 

General  Election  of  1847)  by  the  Liberal  party. 
This  election  cost  the  two  blue  candidates  1,800/.,  or 
900/.  each,  Brent,  908,  909.— The  exact  amount  is 
1,785/.  lU,  2rf.,i^.994.— Outofthissum,463/.10*.4c/. 
waa  perhaps  paid  in  direct  bribery,  62/.  6^9. 6d,  for  tra- 
velhng  expenses  of  out- voters,  100/.  128.  9d.  for  sheriff's 
expenses,  272/.  13«.  6d.  for  tavern  bills,  treating,  &c., 
and  479/.  155.  for  colour  tickets,  and  the  baliuice  of 
about  400/.,  consisting  of  misceUaneous  expenses,  Brm/, 
994-1000.— Cannot  ^ve  the  details  of  the  nusceOa- 
neous  expenditure,  tb.  1346.  —  Received  900/.  from 
each  blue  candidate,  making  1 ,800/. ;  the  whole  waa 
spent,  except  16/.  9^.  for  registration  fees,  and  a  balance 
of  14/.  8«.  lOd.,  Rutter,  1630. — Evidence  explanatory 
of  some  of  the  items  of  expenditure,  Rutter,  1543- 
1576,  1614-1625,  1641-1694;  Brent,  2009-2035; 
Pilcher,  9532-9582.— Witness's  election  for  1847  cost 
%  him  9(X)/.,  Smythe,  2389.— Pwd  the  900/.  to  Mr.  Rutter, 
ib,  2392. — Received  800/.  from  Denisons  in  three  sums, 
and  paid  it  to  Mr.  Rutter  on  account  of  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham's  share  in  this  election,  Pilcher,  2924. — 
Believes  the  expenses  were  equally  divided  between  the 
two  candidates,  Pilcher,  292/. 

General  Election  qf  1847,  by  the  Conservative  party. 

Witness  was  to  advance  2,000/.  and  Lord  Thomas 
Clinton  1,000/.,  and  if  one  only  was  returned,  was 
to  have  the  preference,  Vance,  11,249. — ^Thinks  all 
this  money  was  expended,  »6.  11,254. — ^Witness  paid 
at  various  intervals  2,000/.  for  the  purposes  of  this 
election,  through  Coutts'  and  Glynn's  banks,  t*.  1 1 ,257. 
— Furnished  this  smn,  upon  Mr.  Crossdill's  statement 
that  it  would  be  necessary,  ib.  1 1276.— This  was  wit- 
ness's own  money ;  was  not  assisted  in  any  way  from 
any  private  or  political  fund, -tA.  11,306.  —  About 
1,600/.  or  1,800/.  paid  into  the  Union  Bank  at  Can- 
terbury  by  Mr.  Gridley  to  witness's  credit,  in  the 
name  of  John  Brown,  Pout,  4083-4106. — ^The  money 
was  paid  in  this  way  to  prevent  its  beinff  traced,  ib. 
4086. — Mr.  Gridley  went  with  witness  to  the  bank  and 
arranged  that  the  money  was  to  be  paid  to  his  orders, 
under  the  signature  of  John  Brown,  ib.  4092. — Denies 
the  correctness  of  this  statement  altogether;  was  never 
in  the  Canterbury  bank,  and  knows  nothing  of  the 
circumstances  described  by  Mr.  Pout,  Gridley,  10,163. 
— ^The  money  was  to  bepaid  to  witness's  order,  under 
the  signature  of  John  Tnomas,  and  not  John  Brown ; 
and  he  still  believes,  notwithstanding  Mr.  Gridley's 
contradiction,  that  the  arrangement  was  made  by  Mr. 
Griiey  himself.  Pout,  10,107. — This  money  was  for 
the  expenses  of  the  joint  committee  of  Clmton  and 
Vance,  Pout,  4108. — Exhausted  all  the  money  thus 
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sent  in  paying  the  bills,  leaving  between  200/.  or  300/. 
unpaid,  Pout,  4112;  Walker,  9017.  — To  pay  this 
balance,  500/.  was  remitted  to  Mr.  Crossaale,  the 
chairman  of  the  red  committee,  who  discharged  Smith- 
son's  bill  for  printing  and  Smith's  colour  bill,  and 
then  absconded  with  the  rest  of  the  money,  4112. — 
550/.  was  remitted  to  Mr.  Crossdale  through  Furlev's 
bank,  Walker,  8968-9017,  9018.— Received  from  Mr. 
Vance  625/.,  and  forwarded  550/.  to  Mr.  Walker, 
retaining  75/.,  a  moiety  of  his  own  charges,  Gridley, 
1,0091.— Received  550/.  from  Mr.  Gridley,  Walker, 
8967.— Paid  out  of  this  money  450/.  to  Mr.  Pout,  50/. 
to  the  diairman,  and  54/.  to  the  London  and  County 
Bank,  in  discharge  of  a  debt  due  from  the  Conserva- 
tive Club  {see  Conservative  Club  of  Canterbury),  Wal- 
ker,  8968. — Witness's  expenses  were  paid  partly  by 
Lord  Pollington,  and  partly  by  Mcjor  Beresford,  C/tn- 
ton,  4 765. —Agreed  to  stand,  upon  Ihe  distinct  under- 
standing that  he  was  to  be  held  harmless  in  respect  of 
money  matters,  ib,  4765. — Believes  that  Lord  Polling- 
ton  and  Msgor  Beresford  sent  down  500/.,  and  after- 
wards 250/.,  making  750/.,  ib.  4799. 

Bye  Election  of  1847,  by  the  Liberal  party. 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  expenses,  incurred  in 
preparing  for  a  contest,  amounted  to  502/.,  Pilcher, 
2906. — Received  through  Denison's  house  two  remit- 
tances of  250/.  each,  leaving  a  balance  of  21,  due  to 
witness,  Pilcher,  2917. 

Bye  Election  of  \S47,  by  the  Conservative  party. 
Canvassed  three  or  four  days,  but  did  not  go  to  the 
poll,  and  the  expense  was  somewhere  about  300/., 
Gipps,  27,267. — There  was  a  strong  canvass  for  ten 
days  or  a  fortnight.  Walker,  8936. — In  this  amount 
were  one  or  two  old  bills,  Gwps,  2727 ;  Pout,  4069. — 
66/.  was  paid  for  the  bills  01  the  registration.  Walker, 
8931. — Cannot  recollect  to  whom  the  300/.  was 
paid;  either  to  Mr.  Pout  or  to  Mr.  Walker,  Gipps, 
2740. — ^Thinks  this  money  was  paid  to  Mr.  Walker; 
witness  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  Pout,  4070,  4071. — 
Received  815/.  from  Mr.  Gipps,  which  was  paid  to 
\vitness's  credit  into  the  Union  Bank  in  London, 
Walker,  8906.— Out  of  this,  paid  50/.  to  Mr.  Pout, 
50/.  to  Mr.  Turmaine,  40/.  to  Mr.  Crossdale,  and  66/. 
to  the  London  and  County  Bank,  on  account  of  a  sum 
due  to  witness  from  the  committee  of  the  Conservative 
Club,  and  15/.  to  Mr.  Smithson,  and  repaid  Mr. 
Gipps  500/.  by  a  check  on  witness's  London  banker, 
ib.,  8937. 

Bye  Election  qf  1841,  by  the  Liberal  party, 

Mr.  Wilson's  election  cost  him  about  4,000/.,  Cooper, 
1450 ;  Smythe,  2406. 

General  Election  of  IS4\,  by  the  Conservative  party. 
Witness's  expenses  at  this  election  cost  him  exactly 
1,000/.,  Swiy/Ae,  2387.— Witness's  coUeague,  Mr.  Brad- 
shaw,  paid  preciselythe  same  sum,  1,000/.,  ib.  2412; 
Kingsford,  /750.-  —Thinks  the  whole  expenses  of  the 
Conservative  candidates  were  about  1,800/.  or  2,000/., 
not  more.  Pout,  4048.— Received  1,000/.  from  Mr. 
Smythe  on  the  18th  September,  1841,  for  his  election 
expenses,  Kingtford,  7750. — This  was  all  the  money 
which  came  into  witness's  hands  on  account  of  this 
election,  ib.  7749.— Gave  Mr.  Pout  a  check  for  1,000/. 
shortly  afterwEurds,  ib,  7751. 

Bye  Election  qf  1841,  by  the  Conservative  party. 
Heard  Mr.  Smythe  state  on  the  hustings  that  his 
election  against  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson  cost  him  7,000/., 
Brent,  899 ;  Pout,  4558.— Witness's  first  election  cost 
hun  between  6,000/.  and  7,000/.,  Smythe,  2382.— Of 
this  sum,  about  2,000/.  was  for  colour  tickets,  Smythe, 
2399 ;  and  3,000/.  for  bribery,  Pow/,  4700.— The  bills 
and  docmnents  relating  to  this  election  were  all  biumt 
at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Lushington,  ib.  2400 ;  Pout, 
4024-4031.— Thinks  about  2,000/.  was  paid  before  the 
election,  and  the  rest  afterwards,  Smythe,  2513,  2514. 
— Does  not  recollect  the  persons  to  whom  the  money 
was  paid  on  account  of  this  election,  Smythe,  2505. — 
Believes  that  Mr.  Gumey  Crossdale,  the  chairman  of 
the  Conservative  Club,  received  some  of  the  money,  ib, 
2507. — ^The  money  was  forwarded  from  London  by 
witness's  father,  ib.  2519. — A  thousand  sovereigns 
were  taken  to  a  Mr.  King's,  Smythe,  2515. — Received 
a  box  containing  one  thousand  sovereigns,  which  were 
counted  out  to  witness  by  Captain  Bigg,  a  friend  of 
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Mr.  Smythe's,  King,  5216-5223. — Received  a  parcel 
from  Mr.  King,  which  he  stated  contained  money,  and 

fave  it  as  directed  to  Mr.  Crossdale  Walker,  8881. — 
,500/.  was  paid  to  witness's  account  at  Alford's  bank 
in  April  1841 ;  has  no  doubt  whatever  that  this  was 
Mr.  Smythe's  money,  Kingsford,  7730. — Previous  to 
this,  200/.  had  been  paid  in  by  Mr.  Smythe,  ib,  77^2. — 
Afterwards  2,000/.  was  paid  by  Mr.  Smythe,  and 
finally  294/.,  ib.  7733. — Knows  nothing  of  any  other 
paj)rment  on  account  of  this  election,  tb.  7734. — Paid 
this  money  all  away  in  checks  to  Mr.  Pout,  ib.  7733. 

General  Election  of  1837,  by  the  Liberal  party. 

The  expenditure  for  both  the  Liberal  candidates,  as 
witness  believes,  amounted  to  1,212/.  6«.  lie/.,  Pitcher, 
2872. — Had  not  the  exclusive  management  of  the 
funds  of  this  election,  and  is  not  quite  certain  as  to  the 
ikcts,  ib.  2872. — Received  from  Denison's  721/.,  as 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham's  share,  and  infers  that  the 
other  portion  was  paid  by  Mr.  Villiers,  making  up 
1,212/.  6«.  lie/.,  ib.  2873.— Is  quite  certain  this  500/. 
was  not  contributed  by  Lady  Conyngham,  ib.  2874. — 
Evidence  explanatory  of  some  of  the  items  in  the 
account  of  the  expenditure  for  1837,  ib.  3031-3046. 

General  Election  of  1837,  by  the  Conservative  party. 

By  arrangement  with  Mr.  Bradshaw,  witness  was  to 
pay  500/.  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  1,000/.  towards  the  ex- 
penses, Gipps,  2712-2715,  Pout,  4005.— Thinks  this 
sum  of  1,500/.  about  paid  the  expenses,  ib.  4005. — 
Cannot  give  any  detaols,  as  the  accounts  were  for- 
warded to  Mr.  Bradshaw  to  be  audited,  ib,  4010- 
4019. 

General  Election  of  1835,  by  thelAberal  party. 

This  election  cost  Lord  Albert,  for  his  share  alone, 
1,400/.  185.  9c/.,  Pi/cAtfr,2845.— Mr.  Villiers  paid  122/. 
as  his  share  of  the  colourmen's  tickets,  but  cannot  say 
how  much  more  Mr.  Villiers  paid,  ib.  2849. — Received 
from  Denison's  bank  500/.  7th  January,  and  another 
600/.  on  the  12th  January,  1835,  and  a  further  sum  of 
1/.  \9s.,  and  cash  and  bills  amounting  to  398/.,  making 
altogether  1,400/.  ISs.  9d.  received  by  witness  and 
accounted  for,  Pitcher,  2854,  2855. — ^The  expenditure 
chiefly  passed  through  Mr.  Birch's  hands,  ib.  2858, 
2859. — 320/.  was  paid  for  colourmen  on  this  occasion, 
ib,  2862. — Evidence  in  explanation  of  some  of  the  items 
of  expenditure  incurred  on  account  of  this  election, 
PUcher,  3056-3058. 

Faoo,  Jambs.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Voted  in 
1847»  as  householder,  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  and 
got  51,  for  his  vote  from  Jacobs,  11,451-11,456. — 
Voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  but  did  not 
get  any  money,  11,457-11,459. — Is  quite  sure  he  got 
no  money  for  his  vote,  11,460. — Voted  between  one 
and  two  o'clock,  with  Mr.  Bing,  a  neighbour,  11,463. 
— Had  no  conversation  with  Mr.  Bing  nor  with  any 
one  else  about  hb  vote,  11,465-11,470. 

Fedarb,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Voted 
in  1852  for  Romilly  and  SomerviUe ;  got  IO5.  for  two 
days*  actual  service  as  messenger,  14,704-14,708. — 
Voted  in  1847  for  Con3mgham  and  Smythe ;  got  1/.  5s, 
for  actual  service  as  messenger,  14,709-14,712. 

Fbdarb,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — Voted  at 
the  last  election  for  RomiUy  and  SomerviUe,  14,713, 
14,714. — ^Was  paid  lOs.  for  two  days'  actual  service  as 
messenger,  14,715,  14,716.— Voted  m  1847  for 
Conyngham  and  Smythe ;  got  1/.  45.  for  actual  service 
as  messenger,  but  no  money  for  his  vote,  14,718- 
14,724. 

Field,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Voted  for 
Johnstone  and  Gipps  at  the  last  election,  5698, 5699. — 
Voted  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham  in  1847;  knows 
Rutter ;  never  had  any  money  from  him,  5703. — Did 
not  ^et  51,  either  from  Kutter  or  any  one  else  on  account 
of  his  vote,  5705-5707. — Never  gave  a  recommend- 
ation for  colour  tickets  at  any  time,  5710. — Has  three 
sons ;  if  they  had  tickets  it  was  not  upon  witness's  re- 
commendation, 5713. — Voted  for  Mr.  Smythe  and 
Bradshaw  in  1841,  5714. — Had  no  money  then  for  his 
vote,  5715. — Never  gave  any  person  money  for  his 
vote  in  1847,  5719. — Knows  Goodwin,  but  has  had  no 
dealings  with  him  on  election  matters,  5720-5722. — 
Has  been  oflPered  money  for  his  vote,  5727. — Does  not 
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recollect  whether  he  was  ofiPered  money  in  1852;  if  he 
was,  he  did  not  take  it,  5730-5736. — ^Iliinks  he  was 
o£Pered  money  for  his  vote  in  1847,  but*  did  not  take  it, 
5738. — Cannot  recollect  who  it  was  o£Pered  the  mon^, 
there  were  so  many  of  them,  5739. — Thinks  Mr, 
lliomas  Friend  stopped  him,  and  asked  if  he  could  do 
anything  for  him  with  the  Tory  party,  5743. — ^An- 
swered  that  he  was  not  to  be  trifled  with,  5744. — Does 
not  recollect  any  one  else,  5744. — Was  not  trifled  with 
by  Goodwin  or  Southee  about  his  vote  in  1847,  5749- 
5/54. — Never  promised  his  vote  before  the  election; 
will  not  promise  any  one,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  he 
is  so  troubled  about  his  vote,  5758. — Polled  between 
3  and  4  o'clock  at  the  last  election,  5762. — No  one 
went  to  the  poll  with  him ;  no  one  came  in  the  course 
of  the  day  to  ask  for  his  vote,  5763, 5764.— Was  about 
the  town  all  the  day,  doing  what  little  he  had  to  do  in 
his  own  business,  5766. — There  is  another  voter  of  the 
name  of  Field;  John  Field,  in  Northgate,  5768,  5769. 

Field,  James.  (Second  Examination.)— Received  no 
money  after  the  elections  of  1852  or  1847,  5805,  5806. 
— Did  not  get  either  5/.,  41.,  or  3/.  \0s.,  nor  any  money 
at  all  for  electioneering ;  is  quite  certain  of  that,  5807- 
5812. 

Field,  James,  butcher.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Had  15/.  from  Mr.  Collar,  and  not  20/.,  as  he  stated, 
12,976. — Mr.  Collar  had  witness  up  and  sold  him  like 
a  slave,  12,977, 12,978.— Thinks  this  was  at  the  time  of 
Bradshaw's  election,  12,981.— Mr.  Collar  had  15/.  for 
witness's  vote,  but  as  witness  owed  him  money  it  was  set 
oflf  the  account,  12,986.— Did  not  get  20/.  as  stated 
by  Collar,  only  15/.,  and  this  was  not  paid  to  witness ; 
it  was  deducted  by  Collar  for  money  owing  to  him  by 
witness,  12,991-12,996. 

FiLMER,  Robert.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — lives 
at  Lower  Hardres,  is  woodiieeve  and  agent  to  Dr. 
Fawcett,  and  sevmd  other  conservative  gentlemen, 
.9671-9675.-18  not  a  voter  of  Canterbury,  9676.— 
Persuaded  some  voters  from  Lower  Hardres  to  vote  at 
the  last  election,  9678. — Knows  Taylor  who  formerly 
kept  the  White  Lion,  9680. — Knows  Roalfe,  Jeanes  and 
Stringer,  voters  living  at  Lower  Hardres,  9682-968/, 
— Had  no  conversation  with  Mr.  Taylor  respecting 
these  men,  9692. — Saw  Mr.  Kingsford's  clerk  about 
bringing  voters  to  the  poll,  96.95. — Does  not  recollect 
promising  this  person  to  forget  all  about  this  matter, 
9699. — ^Will  not  swear  that  he  did  not  say  so,  9700, 
9701. — Gave  goods  to  some  of  the  Hardbes  voters, 
butter,  meat,  bread  and  grocery,  9702-9709. — Cannot 
swear  that  he  did  not  tell  Mr.  Kingford's  clerk  that  he 
had  given  away  these  things,  9710. — Gave  Eldridge 
and  Barber  colour  tickets  ai^  the  election,  9712-9715. 
— Promised  the  tickets  before  the  election,  9715. — 
Roalfe,  Jeanes,  Eldridge,  Stringer  and  Barber  got 
colour  tickets  at  1/.  each,  9719. — Gave  colour  tickets 
to  these  five  voters,  no  others,  9722. — They  had  goods 
to  the  amount  of  their  tickets,  9728. — Communicated 
only  with  Mr.  W^ard  on  the  subject  of  the  election, 
did  not  attend  any  committee,  9732,  9733. — Got  the 
money  for  the  colour  tickets  from  Smith,  9734. — 
Promised  Mr.  Kingsfords's  clerk  that,  if  called  upon, 
witness  would  say  he  acted  in  this  matter  upon  his 
own  responsibilily,  9738. — Has  not  been  repaid  the 
money  expended  for  meat,  bread  and  groceries,  9739. 
— Has  made  no  claim  for  this  expense,  nor  does  he 
intend  to  do  so,  9742,  9743.— Got  51.  from  Smith 
for  the  colour  tickets  which  witness  paid  to  the  five  men, 
9749. — Is  out  of  pocket  about  30^.  for  the  goods  and 
expenses,  9754. 

Finn,  David.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  afrveman ; 
voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance ;  got  51.  for  his 
vote  from  Mr.  Bennett,  13,582-13,586.— Voted  at 
the  last  election  for  Johnston  and  Gipps ;  got  neither 
messenger's  place,  money,  nor  colour  tickets  on  that 
occasion,  13,587-13,591. 

Flags.    (See  Colours  of  Candidates.) 

Freemen. 

The  number  registered  in  1851  was  953,  Nutt,  13.— 
946  freemen  were  registered  in  \S52,  Aris,  3301. — ^The 
freedom  of  the  city  is  obtained  by  birth,  by  servitude, 
and  by  apprenticeship.  Cooper,  524. — ^AU  sons  of  free- 
men, bom  within  the  borough,  are  freemen,  ib,  527. — 
The  recommendations  for  colour  tickets  made  more  nu- 
merously by  freemen  than  by  householders,  ib,  716. — 
Many  of  the  freemen  are  in  indigent  circumstances. 
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labouring  men,  and  very  badly  off.  Brent,  1215. — The 
freemen,  as  a  class,  are  poorer  than  the  electors  who 
vote  as  householders,  Saunders,  .'^298. — ^lliinks  more 
than  200  of  the  freemen  ore  in  indigent  circumstances, 
Brent,  1216.— 'ITiinks  there  are  between  200  and  300 
indigent  freemen  in  Canterbury,  Saunders,  3308;  ib. 
14,85.'i. — By  indigent  means,  the  lowest  ckws  of  work- 
ing men,  not  being  paupers,  ib.  14,862. — ^The  lower 
class  of  freemen  are,  many  of  them,  common  labourers, 
ib.  3306. 

French,  Henry.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman;  voted  in  184?  for  Clinton  and  Vance, — got 
5/.  for  his  vote  from  Mr.  Smithson,  had  no  money  ft^m 
Mr.  Bennett,  13,448-13,453.— Voted  for  Johnston  and 
Gipps  in  1852,  and  got  some  money  from  Mr.  Friend, 
13,455-13,458. 

French,  Daniel.  (Analysis  of  his  Evi'Ience.) — Is  a 
freeman,  voted  in  1847  for  Chnton  and  Vance;  got 
71.  from  Adams  for  his  vote;  got  nothing  frDm 
Mr.  Bennett,  13,470-13,476.— Voted  in  1852;  got 
neither  money,  colour  ticket,  nor  messenger's  ticket, 
13,477-13,480. 

Friend,  William.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
licensed  victualler,  and  a  Blue,  3608, 3609. — Witness's 
house  never  opened  for  the  Blue  party,  3610. — Knows 
Southee  and  Goodwin ;  did  not  work  with  them  for  the 
election  of  1847,  3613-^3615.- Was  not  particularly 
employed  at  this  election,  3616. — Voted,  but  did  not 
take  any  active  part  in  getting  voters  to  the  poll,  3617- 
3625. 

Friend,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Mr.  Smythe;  got  no- 
thing for  his  vote,  11,796-11,801.— Voted  in  184/  for 
Conyngham  and  Smythe:  got  nothing  for  his  vote, 
11,802-11,804.— Received  34/.  or  35/.  from  Alderman 
Brent,  and  gave  it  to  Goodwin,  11,806. 

Friend,  William.  (His  Examknation  resumed.) — ^Went 
with  Goodwin  to  Lord  Londesborough  to  Biftt)n8 
previous  to  the  general  election  of  1847)  15,067- 
15,070. — Was  present  when  the  conversation  about  the 
Excise  took  place,  15,071,  15,072.— Mr.  Goodwin 
asked  his  Lordship  if  he  could  render  him  any  assist- 
ance about  the  Excise  business,  and  he  promised  he 
would,  and  then  called  Mr.  Goodwin  into  another  room, 
15,073. — Nothing  was  said  in  witness's  presence 
respecting  the  assistance  to  be  given*  by  Mr.  Goodwin 
at  the  el^rtion,  15,074. — ^This  was  just  previous  to  the 
general  election  of  1847,  15,076-15,079.— Is  not  quite 
positive  whether  this  was  before  the  single-handed  elec- 
tion, or  before  the  general  election  of  1847,  15,080- 
15,090. — At  the  time  he  went  to  Bifrons  with  Mr. 
Goodwin,  does  not  think  the  trial  had  come  on, 
15,097. — Knew  before  he  went  to  Bifix>ns  that  Goodwin 
had  got  into  trouble,  15,100. — It  was  expected  when 
witness  went  to  Bifrons  that  Lord  Albert  Conyngham 
would  become  a  candidate  for  Canterbuiy,  15,101- 
15,105.       • 

Friend,  Thomas.  (Second  Examination.) — Has  been 
a  voter  since  1836,  7355,  7356.— Voted  Blue  in  1841 
and  Red  subsequently,  7357-7360. — At  the  election  in 
February  1841  was  desired  by  Alderman  Henry  Cooper 
to  see  James  Turmiune  of  Sturry,  and  obtain  his  vote, 
7362. — Received  10/.  from  Alderman  Cooper,  and  gave 
it  to  Turmaine  for  his  vote,  7366. — Received  15/.  for 
lie  votes  of  Weld  and  his  two  sons ;  polled  the  father 
and  one  son,  and  paid  them  51.  each,  but  returned  the 
other  5/.  to  the  committee,  as  the  other  son  had  voted, 
7372. — Cannot  recollect  which  election  this  was,  nor 
who  gave  witness  the  money,  7372. — Received  the 
money  in  the  committee  room ;  thinks  from  Mr.  Edward 
Plummer  or  one  of  the  committee,  7373,  7374. — Was 
mixed  up  in  a  similar  transaction  with  Alderman 
Neame,  at  the  election  in  1835  or  1837,  cannot  recollect 
which,  7380-7384.— Got  9/.  from  Mr.  Neame,  and  paid 
it  to  John  Hancock  for  his  vote,  7387,  7388.— Thmks 
this  was  at  the  election  in  1837,  7392. — Paid  a  man 
of  the  name  of  Blackman  41.  for  his  vote,  and  took  it 
from  him  on  Friday,  he  did  not  mean  to  vote,  7393- 
7395, — Mr.  George  Davey  also  verv  active  for  the 
Blue  party  in  getting  voters,  7404. — Jacob  Jacobs  also 
very  active  in  the  bribing  department,  7408. — ^There 
was  a  good  defd  of  bribery  in  1837  and  in  1841,  par- 
ticularly among  the  Blues,  7410. — ^After  1841  became 
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a  Red,  and  was  offered  by  Jacobs  10/.  for  liis  sendees  to 
aaiist  in  Lord  Albert  Conyngham*s  election,  74 16. — 
Gipps  opposed  Lord  Albert  on  the  death  of  Mr.  Bradshaw, 
but  retired  without  a  contest,  7420-7423. — Is  not 
aware  of  any  corrupt  practices  at  this  election,  7423. — 
Took  an  active  part  for  the  Reds  at  the  genertJ  election 
in  1^7,  7426.— Bribed  a  few  for  the  Reds  at  this 
election,  but  not  many,  7431. — The  following  are  the 
names,  to  the  best  of  witness's  recollection,  7432.— 
There  were  three  Josslyns,  Joseph  the  elder,  Thomas, 
and  one  other,  whose  Christian  name  witness  does  not 
recollect,  7434.— Received  money  from  Mr.  Pout  after 
the  election  to  pay  the  voters,  /439.— Promised  these 
men  that  they  should  have  something  for  their  ser\ice ; 
by  senice  meant  votes,  7440-7443. — Cannot  recollect 
what  sum  he  promised,  7447. — Gave  Edward  Pierce  3/. 
for  his  vote ;  James  Knell  had  something,  but  cannot 
recollect  how  much,  7448-7454. — Laslett,  now  dead, 
had  6/.  or  7/. ;  got  all  the  money  for  bribing  these 
people  from  Pout,  7460. — Was  similarly  employed  at 
the  last  election  (1852);  bribed  four  of  the  five 
Josslyns,  7465-7468. — ^'llie  Josslvn  witnessdid  not  bribe 
works  for  William  Knoller,  7470. — Gave  the  Josslyns 
5/.  each  for  their  votes,  7475. — ^The  men  were  pro- 
mbed,  but  no  money  was  paid  until  after  they  had  voted, 
7476-7478. — Paid  the  following  persons  for  their 
votes  :  William  Wane,  3/.  10«. ;  Henry  French,  4/. ; 
Henry  Pittock,  41. ;  John  Lemar,  5/. ;  Samuel  Lemar, 
5/. ;  James  Wille,  5/. ;  total  46/.  \^.,  for  votes,  and 
21.  10*.,  for  treating ;  making  altogether,  49/.,  7476- 
75O6. — Up  to  the  i)resent  time  has  been  a  loser  by  his 
election  transactions,  7507. — Has  received  nothing  for 
his  services  on  account  of  the  election  of  1852,  7508. — 
Has  returned  altogether  9/.  on  account  of  his  services 
at  various  elections,  7512. — ^Evidence  relative  to  the 
Government  patronage  bestowed  upon  the  fiimilies  of 
voters,  7518-7529.— Mr.  William  Friend  acted  for 
Mr.  Smythe,  and  it  was  to  him  Blinks  oifered  the 
list  of  voters,  7542,  7543. — ^Took  no  part  in  the  ge- 
neral election  of  1841,  except  voting  for  Conyngham 
and  Hodges,  7551. — The  opposition  to  Sm3rthe  and 
Bradshaw  had  no  chance  of  success,  7552. — ^Does  not  re- 
collect having  bribed  any  one  at  the  general  election  of 
1841, 7557.— Thinksit  likelvthat  it  wasat  thiselectionhe 
bought  the  votes  of  the  three  Weeds,  but  cannot  say 
positively  whether  it  was  at  this  or  the  previous  election 
m  February,  7550-7566. — Did  nor  apply  for  remuner- 
ation for  his  services  after  the  general  election  of  1841, 
7571,  7572.— Witness  iwdd  17*.  more  on  account  of 
that  election  than  he  received,  7572. 

Friend,  Mr.  Thomas.  (His  Examination  resumed.) — 
Received  49/.  from  Mr.  Pout  after  the  election  in  1852; 
45/.  in  one  sum,  7611-7613. — Received  no  money  of 
any  one  else,  either  for  bribery  or  any  other  purpose, 
7614-7618.— Received  10/.  from  Mr.  Pout  for  John 
White  to  go  away  with,  to  avoid  going  before  the 
Election  Committee,  7619-7622.— Witness  went  away 
with  White  to  Hull,  7626.— Received  10/.  afterwards 
from  Mr.  Scones  for  expenses,  7627-7629. — Received  a 
further  sum  of  20/.  from  Mr.  Scones,  making  40/. 
between  White  and  witness  for  their  expenses  for  three 
weeks  while  away  from  Canterbury,  7630-7^7.— Had 
about  10/.  of  this  money  as  a  remuneration  for  his 
services,  7651. — Did  not  consider  this  any  remuneration 
for  his  services  during  the  election,  7655. — Has  occu- 
pied himself  in  getting  up  evidence  to  oppose  the 
petition,  7660. — Communicated  with  Mr.  Walker  on 
this  matter,  7663. — Has  not  received  nor  applied  for 
any  remuneration  for  these  services,  7664-7666. — Has 
not  received  any  other  monies  for  election  or  other 
services  from  Mr.  Pout,  Mr.  Scones,  Mr.  Kingsford, 
Mr.  Collard,  nor  Mr.  Walker,  7671-7679.— Hancock, 
one  of  those  whom  witness  bribed,  is  alive  and  in 
Canterbury,  7686-7688.— Has  communicated  with  the 
secretary  of  the  Commission  relative  to  the  subject  of 
the  inquiry,  7695. — Witness  has  occupied  himself  in 
getting  up  evidence  against  the  Blues,  to  be  laid  before 
the  Commission,  7698. — Was  asked  by  Mr.  Walker  to 
do  this,  7699. 

Friend,  Robert.  (Analysis  of  kis  Evidence.) — Voted 
in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe )  got  no  money  : 
never  had  any  money  in  his  life,  but  had  two  colour 
tickets  for  his  sons,  11,594-11,599.— Voted  for  Romilly 
Mid  Soroerville  in  1852^  but  got  no  money,  11,601* 
11,603. 
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Friend,  Robert.  {His  Examination  resumed.) — Got 
21,  4s,  iit>m  Jacobs,  and  paid  it  to  Edenden's  gnmdson, 
11,(506,  11,607.— Has  been  a  voter  thirty-five  years, 
and  never  received  a  penny ;  has  paid  his  own  travel- 
ling expenses,  11,608-11,610. — R«x)mmendedonejnan 
for  a  colour  ticket  in  1847,  11,614. 

Friend,  Richard.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence. )--la  a 
fireman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps ; 
got  6/.  lOf..  for  his  vote  from  Admans,  11,777-11,782. 
— ^Agreed  for  7/.,  but  the  10s.  was  stopped  by  Admans 
for  expenses,  11,783-11,789.— Voted  m  1847  for  CUn- 
ton  and  Vance,  and  got  5/.  from  Admans  for  his  vote, 
11,790-11,795. 

Funds  for  Election  Expenses. 

General  Election  qf  1852. 

Was  promised  and  paid  500/.  towards  the  expenses 
of  this  dection  by  Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie,  the  member 
for  Liverpool,  Gipps,  2757. — Cannot  say  out  of  what 
fund  this  money  was  paid ;  believes  that  it  is  a  poli« 
tical  fund,  similar  to  that  raised  by  the  opposite  party, 
ib.  2758-2760. — BeUeves  there  is  a  general  fund  on 
both  sides  for  election  purposes,  li.  2767. — The  500/. 
was  paid  in  London  to  the  Eastern  Branch  of  the 
Commercial  Bank,  ib.  2779-2781. 

Bye  Election  qf  1850. 

Received  from  Colonel  Romilly  450/.  on  account  of 
the  election  expenses  on  the  28th  Februaiy,  1850,  six 
days  before  the  election.  Brent,  1132. — ^This  money 
was  pud  to  witness's  account  at  his  banker's,  ib.  2002. 
— ^The  banker's  book  does  not  state  by  whom  the 
money  was  paid,  ib,  2002. — The  money  was  paid  to 
witness's  credit  in  the  London  and  County  Bank,  ib, 
4840. — Having  told  Colonel  Romilly  incidentally  that 
the  expenses  would  be  from  400/.  to  500.,  expected 
thai  he  would  remit  money  to  about  that  amount,  ib, 
4841-4866. — Paid  no  money  either  to  Alderman  Brent 
or  to  any  other  person,  on  accoimt  of  the  expenses 
of  this  election,  Romilly,  1778-1785-1808.— 6amot 
say  how  these  expenses  were  met;  does  not  know,  ib, 
1810. — Cannot  give  a  clue  ;  it  is  pure  conjecture,  ib, 
1818. —  Supposes  the  money  came  from  a  private 
fund  at  the  disposal  of  parties  for  the  purpose  of 
meeting  the  expenses  which  they  think  will  maintain 
their  pwrty,  ib,  1820. — ^Witness's  impression  is  that  the 
money  was  found  from  pnvnte  sources,  which  parties 
have  for  the  sake  of  keeping  their  party  together,  ib. 
1836. — Has  no  knowleoge  of  the  existence  of  such 
private  sources;  assumes  that  that  is  the  case,  ib, 
1837. — Witness  knows  nothing  at  all  on  the  subject ; 
it  is  altogether  conjecture,  supposition,  and  assumption 
on  his  pau^,  ib.  1841. — Communicated  with  no  person 
on  the  subject  of  the  funds  for  his  election,  ib.  1847. — 
Thinks  Mr.  Brent,  who  received  the  money,  can  state 
where  he  got  it  from,  ib.  1860. — No  person  intimated  to 
witness  that  his  expenses  would  be  paid  out  of  the 
fund,  ib,  1869. — Suspected  that  no  demand  would  be 
made  upon  him  for  money,  on  account  of  this  election, 
after  the  election,  ib,  1870. — Did  not  communicate 
with  Aldermian  Brent  during  the  election,  nor  at  any 
other  time,  to  ascertain  whether  funds  would  be 
wanted,  ib.  1874. — Did  not  ascertain  whether  funds 
had  been  lodged  to  anybody's  credit  for  witness,  ib. 
1875. — Always  supposed  that  the  money  came  out  of 
the  fund  before  referred  to,  ib,  1877. — Knows  of  the 
existence  of  this  fund  only  by  rumour,  i6.  1887. — ^The 
general  rumour  is  that  such  a  fund  exists  for  the  pur- 
pose of  conducting  the  objects  which  parties  think 
desirable  to  muntain  themselves  and  their  principles, 
ib,  1888. — As  witness  was  never  called  upon  to  pay 
money  on  account  of  this  election,  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  was  fbimd  for  him  out  of  this  fimd,  ib, 
1894. — Has  often  mentioned  that  fie  was  returned 
to  Parliament  by  the  fimds  of  this  society,  ib.  1895. — 
Believes  the  person  supposed  to  have  connexion  with 
such  a  fimd  is,  when  a  party  is  in  power,  the  political 
secretary  of  the  treasury,  and  when  not  in  power,  the 
party  wno  acts  in  that  capacity  in  Ihe  House  of  Com^ 
mons,  ib,  1979.— Mr.  TufPhell,  at  the  time  of  the 
election  of  1850,  and  Mr.  Hayter,  at  the  present  time, 
represent  these  parties,  ib.  1980,  1981. — ^Had  a  good 
deal  ot  conversation  with  Lord  AU>ert  Conyngnam, 
previous  to  the  election,  on  the  subject  of  the  new 
candidate,  and  witness  thinks  Lord  Albert  told  him 
not  to  be  anxious  about  the  expenditure,  as  the  money 
would  be  funushed.  Brent,  4880. — This  conversat  on 
took  place  two  or  three  months  before  ^e  election,  j'^. 


Funds  for  Election  Expenses — continued. 
General  Election  of  1850 — continued. 
4881. — Lord  Albert  did  not  state  from  what  source  the 
funds  would  be  found,  ib.  4882.— Subscribed  1,000/. 
to  the  general  election  fund  in  1850,  Londesborougk, 
14,951. — Paid  this  to  the  fund  raised  to  defray  the 
general  expenses  of  all  elections,  ib.  1749. — Cannot 
recollect  whether  this  was  paid  before  or  after  Colonel 
Romilly's  election  in  1850,  ib,  14,960. 

General  Election  of  1847. 

500/.  was  paid  on  account  of  witness's  expenses  at 
the  general  election  of  1847,  through  Major  Beresford; 
cannot  say  who  paid  him,  CUnton,  4790. — Understood 
that  Lord  PolUngton  would  contribute  something 
towards  the  expenses,  and  Miyor  Beresford  the  re- 
mainder, ib,  4790. — ^Thinks  750/.  altogether  was  paid 
through  M^or  Beresford,  ib.  4799. 

FuRLEY,  Mr.  George.  {Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.) — Is 
a  sohdtor,  a  voter,  and  Conservative  in  pohtics,  5044- 
5046. — ^Was  chairman  of  Mr.  Vance's  committee  in 
1850,  5047. — Particulars  of  witness's  search  for  a  can- 
didate in  London,  5048. — Msgor  Beresford  introduced 
Mr.  Vance,  and  it  was  arranged  that  he  was  to  stand, 
5048.— Saw  Mr.  Vance  at  the  Wyndham,  with  Mr. 
Brown,  the  Parliamentary  agent,  5049. — Stated  that 
300/.  would  be  required  to  cover  the  expenses,  5049. 
—  Mr.  Vance  came  forward  upon  the  understand- 
ing, that  nothing  beyond  the  legitimate  expenses  would 
be  required,  5050. — There  was  no  canvass ;  it  was  not 
known  until  Friday  night  that  there  was  to  be  any  op- 
position, and  there  was  no  time  for  canvassing,  5051, 
5052. — Is  not  aware  that  any  appUcations  for  colour 
tickets  were  sent  in,  5054.— ITiere  was  time  to  issue 
them,  but  none  were  given,  6056. — ^The  committee  met 
at  the  Rose,  and  were  actively  engaged  in  preparing 
books,  &c.,  when  Mr.  Vance  left  them  about  one  or  two 
o'clock,  and  was  absent  about  two  hours,  5058,  5059. 
— Does  not  know  where  he  went  to,  5060. — Mr.  Vance 
saw  Mr.  Pout  and  Mr.  Delmar,  both  Conservatives, 
5063. — Mr.  Vance's  head  miarters  were  at  the  Rose ; 
does  not  know  whether  he  nad  a  room  at  the  Foun- 
tain, 5065. — Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was  a*  the  Foun- 
t^n  about  three  o'clock,  but  does  not  know  whether 
Mr.  Vance  went  there,  6067,  5068.— On  Mr.  Vance's 
return  to  the  Fountain  he  announced  to  his  committee 
his  intention  to  withdraw  from  the  contest,  5069-^73. 
— The  appearance  of  Ijord  Albert  in  the  borough,  as 
showing  his  .determination  to  carry  the  election,  urged 
by  Mr.  Vance  as  his  reason  for  withdrawing.  5074. — 
He  feared  he  should  have  no  chance  against  Lord 
Albert's  purse,  5077- — Is  certain  Mr.  Vance  would 
have  won  if  he  had  gone  to  the  poll,  5078. — Mr.  Vance 
himself  felt  equally  sure  of  defeat,  5079. — ^This  opinion 
first  expressed  between  five  and  six  o'clock  on  the  Satur- 
day afternoon,  5080. — ^The  discussion  lasted  from  five 
o'clock  until  twelve,  the  committee  urging  Mr.  Vance  to 
remain  and  go  to  the  poll,  5081. — The  committee  agreed 
to  guarantee  all  further  expenses  if  he  would  stand, 
5082. — Mr.  Vance  stated  as  another  reason,  that  he  had 
come  down  suddenly,  and  was  unprepared  with  funds, 
5085. — The  discussion  between'Mr.  Vance  and  his  com- 
mittee lasted  until  twelve  o'clock,  and  they  parted  on  bad 
terms ;  the  committee  declining  to  announce  his  retire- 
ment to  the  opposite  party,  5088. — Nothing  was  said  on 
either  side  that  Mr.  \  ance  could  gain  any  tfing  by  with- 
drawing from  the  contest,  5090. — He  left  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  he  would  inform  Colonel  Romilly  of 
his  retirement,  5093. — Does  not  know  whether  Mr. 
Vance  saw  Colonel  Romilly,  5097. — ^The  address  noti- 
fying his  retirement  was  written  and  signed  that  even- 
ing, 5097. — Did  not  approve  of  the  address;  took 
cmurge  of  it,  and  undertook  to  get  it  printed,  5103. — 
Witness  was  to  send  the  accounts  to  Mr.  Vance  of  the 
expenses  incurred,  and  he  promised  to  pay  them,  5106. 
— There  was  no  question  ndsed  about  the  payment  of 
outstanding  accounts  of  former  elections,  either  then  or 
at  any  other  time,  5107,  5108. — Sent  the  accounts  and 
received  the  money  from  Mr.  Vance,  5110,  5111. — Is 
not  aware  that  there  were  any  expenses  outstandmg  in 
1850  on  account  of  the  election  of  1847,  5113.— 'ftese 
expenses  never  mooted  at  the  time  of  the  1850  election, 
5115. — ^Witness  believes  that  the  presence  of  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham  drove  Mr.  Vance  away ;  he  thought 
he  stood  no  chance  for  the  seat  upon  puri^  principles, 
5117. — Does  not  think  any  one  knows  more  of  this 
transaction  than  witness,  or  can  throw  any  more  light 
upon  it,  5118. — Has  ho  reason  to  suppose  that  Mr, 
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FuBLBY,  Mr.  George — continued* 

Vance  had  an  interview  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham, 
5119. — ^The  rumour  was  that  Lord  Albert  had  given 
Mr.  Vance  1,000/.  to  retire  from  the  contest,  5121. — 
Never  ffave  any  credence  to  this  report,  5122. — Never 
heard  that  Mr.  Vance  had  been  to  the  Fountain  on  that 
day,  5123. — It  was  stated  that  he  had  met  Lord  Albert 
in  Canterbury,  and  that  this  negotiation  was  set  on  foot, 
5123. — Believes  that  Mr.  Vance  would  have  been  re- 
turned if  he  had  gone  to  the  poll,  unless  the  opposed 
party  resorted  to  corrupt  practices,  5124. 

FuRLEY,  Mr.  George.  {Sec(md  ExaimnatioH.) — ^EzplainB 
all  of  tiiat  part  of  his  former  evidence  relstinff  to  Mr. 
Vance's  absence  from  the  committee  on  the  Saturday 
before  the  election,  5199-5205. 

General  Election.    (See  Elections.) 

Gipps,  Mr.  Henry  Plumptre.  (Anafysis  of  kis  Evi- 
d«nr6.)— Was  one  of  the  sitting  members  at  the  last 
election  for  Canterbury,  and  uns^ited  on  petition,  2709, 
2710. — Has  been  long  connected  with  Canterbiuy, 
2712.— Was  candidate  for  the  city  with  Mr.  Bradshaw 
in  1837,  2712,  2713.— Witness  waa  to  pay  500/.  and 
Mr.  Bradshaw  1,000/.  towards  the  expenses  of  the  elec- 
tion, 2715. — ^Witness,  as  second  candidate,  was  to  retire 
if  only  one  could  be  returned,  2716. — ^Retiivd  accord- 
ingly, 2717- — ^Was  again  a  candidate  in  1847,  at  a  sin- 
gle election  a  short  time,  previous  to  the  general 
election,  2722,  2723.— Was  opposed  by  Lord  A. 
Conyngham ;  did  not  go  to  the  poll,  2724, 2725.— Can- 
vassed for  three  or  four  days,  and  spent  about  300/., 
2726,  2727.— Again  came  forward  in  1852,  and  paid, 
irrespective  of  we  expenses  of  the  petition,  1,050/. 
2728-2730.— Paid  800/.  to  Mr.  Pout,  and  250/.  to  Mr. 
Kingsford,  2731. — Receiyedno  account  of  the  ezpen* 
diture  of  the  money,  2733. — Has  heard  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  money  was  spent  for  colour  tickets, 
2733. — Believes  it  has  always  been  the  practice  for  a 
voter  to  recommend  for  two  colour  tickets,  2735. — 
Always  one  and  sometimes  two  tickets,  2736. — Be- 
lieves the  voter  never  took  the  ticket  himself  $  it  was 
contrary  to  orders  if  he  did  do  so,  2737. — Always  con- 
sidered it  bribery  to  give  a  colour  ticket  to  a  voter, 
2737.  —  Never  heard  that  any  of  the  money  was 
spent  in  direct  money  payments,  2738. — Has  never 
asked  for  any  accounts  of  the  disbursements,  2739. — 
Does  not  recollect  to  whom  the  300/.  was  paid  on  ac- 
count of  the  election  in  1847 ;  probably  either  to  Mr. 
Pout  or  to  Mr.  Walker,  2740. — Received  the  particu- 
lars of  the  disbursements,  but  has  not  got  them  with 
him,  2741,  2742.— Some  part  of  it  went  to  pay  ofif  old 
bills  for  registration,  2744,  2745. — Retired  aoout  three 
or  four  days  before  the  election  in  1847,  2747. — Mr. 
Walker  was  witness's  agent  on  this  occasion,  2747. — 
Witness's  share  of  his  expenses  were  paid  out  of  his 
own  pocket,  2753. — ^Was  promised  help  at  the  last 
election ;  was  promised  500/.  if  he  required  it,  2756, 
2757. — ^This  money  was  to  have  come  out  of  thepoliti- 
cil  fund,  of  which  Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie,  the  member 
for  Liverpool,  is  manager,  2758, 2759. — Received  500/. 
from  Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie  on  account  of  the  election, 
2762. — ^The  expenses  altogether  amounted  to  1,050/. ; 
towards  this  he  received  500/.  and  paid  the  rest  out  of 
his  own  pocket,  2764. — Has  no  notion  from  what 
source  the  fiind  is  raised,  2767. — Believes  there  is  a 
general  fund  on  both  sides  for  election  purposes,  2767. 
— Does  not  contribute  to  the  fund  himself,  nor  does  he 
know  any  one  who  does,  2768,  2769. — Received  the 
promise  of  the  500/.  in  London  before  he  stood  for  the 
Dorough,  2770. — Does  not  know  what  assistance  Mr. 
Johnstone  got  out  of  the  same  fund,  2772. — ^Thinks  all 
the  accounts  of  the  last  election  have  been  paid,  2775. 
— Received  no  assistance  nor  promise  01  assistance 
out  of  any  fiind  at  any  previous  contest,  2776. — The 
500/.  promised  by  Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie  was  pwd  into 
witness's  bankers*  (the  Commercial  Bank  in  London) 
when  he  was  abroad,  2778-2780.-^^200  was  sent  in 
notes  to  witness  at  Canterbury  shortly  before  the  elec- 
tion, and  300/.  was  paid  into  the  Commercial  Bank, 
2782-2785. — By  a  pnvate  arrangement  with  the  mana- 
ger of  the  bank  the  300/.  paid  in  did  not  appear  in 
witness's  bank  book,  2788. — ^Took  no  part  in  the  elec- 
tion of  1850,  2791. — AccompMiied  Mr.  Johnstone  in 
his  canvabs  in  1852,  2792.— Ne^-er  heard  any  voter  ask 
either  witness  or  Mr.  Johnstone  for  money ;  they  have 
asked  for  colour  tickets,  but  witness  never  gave  any 
promise  even  of  colour  tickets,  2794. — Knows  Southee, 
a  tailor,  at  Heme  Bay,  2797. — Southee  wrote  to  witness 
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in  December  1852,  asking  for  assistance  to  pay  his 
rent,  but  does  not rememl^r his  askingfor anythmg at 
the  time  of  the  canvass,  2798,  2799.— 3>t)es  not  recol- 
lect any  out-voter  living  at  Heme  Bay  applying  either 
to  witness,  or  to  Mr.  Johnstone,  or  any  of  tneir  canvass- 
ers for  money,  2800. — Referred  Southee's  letter  to  Mr. 
Pont,  who  said  that  it  was  not  a  case  of  distress,  and 
witness  gave  no  answer,  2801. — Heard  the  day  before 
the  election  that  the  Blue  party  were  not  going  to  issue 
colour  tickets,  and  that  it  was  a  trap  to  gain  the  seats 
hj  allowing  the  Reds  to  bribe  as  usual,  2805-2809.— 
Certainly  md  not  hear  this  report  until  a  day  or  two 
before  tne  election,  2810. — Before  this  time  the  Reds 
had  committed  themselves  freely  to  colourmens'  tick- 
ets, 2811. — Did  not  consider  the  issue  of  colour  tickets 
bribery,  so  long  as  they  were  not  issued  to  voters,  2812. 
— Neither  Mr.  Johnstone  nor  witness  were  examined 
before  the  Commons*  Committee,  2815. — Neither  of 
them  tendered  their  evidence,  but  witness  was  in  the 
way  if  called  upon,  2818. — Knew  of  the  issue  of  colour 
tickets,  but  did  not  consider  that  bribery,  2818. — Paid 
no  more  than  the  500/.  originally  agreed  upon  as  wit- 
ness's share  of  the  expenses  of  the  election  of  1837^ 
2820. — BeUeves  that  Mr.  Bradshaw  did  not  pay  more 
than  the  sum  he  agreed  upon,  2821. — There  were  no 
contributions  to  the  election  expenses  of  1852  b^ond 
those  already  stated  in  evidence  by  witness,  1^22. — 
Paid  in  the  expenses  for  1852  some  outstanding  r^^ 
tration  expenses,  in  the  same  way  as  he  had  done  in 
1837,  but  never  paid  for  anything  except  registration, 
2823, 2824. — Knows  nothing  of  any  account  left  unset- 
tled by  Mr.  Vance ;  knows  nothing  about  the  payment 
of  Mr.  Vance's  expenses,  2825,  2826. 

G1PP8,  Mr.  Henry  Plumptre.  (Second  Ewamina- 
tion.) — ^The  money  received  from  Mr.  Forbes  Mackenzie 
on  account  of  witness's  election  was  paid  in  two  sums, 
part  to  the  Commercial  Bank  and  part  to  himself,  4443, 
4444. — ^The  500/.  was  advanced  by  witness's  own  soli- 
citors, Messrs.  Bridges  and  Maaon,  and  was  sent  chiefly 
in  gold,  4447,  4448. — Obtained  this  money  after  the 
canvass,  and  within  a  few  days  of  the  election,  4452. — 
Knew  a  great  part  of  the  money  would  be  expended 
for  colour  tickets,  messengers,  &c.,  4454. — No  portion 
of  this  money  intended  either  as  bribery  or  for  pre- 
sents, 4455-4458. — It  was  for  the  general  purposes 
of  the  election,  4458. — Mr.  Pout  was  to  have  the  dis- 
tribution of  it,  4459-4461.— Witness  gave  Mr.  ^Pout 
unlimited  authority  in  respect  of  the  disbursement  of 
the  money,  4464. — Witness  brought  300/.  himself,  all 
in  gold,  4474,  4475. — Mr.  Arbuthnot  an  assumed 
name,  as  witness's  solicitors  did  not  wish  tiieir  names 
mentioned,  4477. — The  money  was  taken  down  by  one 
of  Bridges  and  Maaon's  clerks,  4482. — Has  not  been 
furnish^  with  any  accounts  of  the  expenses,  4483. — 
Took  down  300/.  himself,  knowing  that  more  money 
wocdd  be  wanted;  instrocted  his  solicitors  to  remit 
500/.  more,  4487. — Bridges  and  Mason,  of  Red  Lion- 
square,  are  witness's  soUcitors,  4489. — Pidd  Mr.  Kings- 
ford  250/.  by  check,  in  November  of  the  same  year, 
4498,  4499. — Has  received  no  account  from  Mr.  Kmgs- 
ford  of  the  expenditure  of  this  money,  4501. — Did  not 
know  what  Mr.  Johnstone  had  contributed  towards  the 
expenses ;  considered  the  money  paid  by  witness  as  his 
share,  4503,  4504. — Knows  nothing  about  the  money 
contributed  by  Mr.  Johnstone,  4505. — Had  no  doubt 
that  the  greater  part  of  the  money  contributed  by 
witness  would  be  spent  in  colour  tidcets  and  the  usual 
election  expenses,  4506. — Did  not  think  that  any  of 
the  money  was  to  be  spent  in  cormpting  the  electors, 
4509. — Did  not  consider  colour  tickets  illegal  if  the 
voter  got  no  money  for  them,  4511. — ^Admits  that  the 
money  business  was  a  foolish  transaction,  4513. — Mr. 
Prout  acknowledged  the  receipt  of  the  500/.,  4618. — 
This  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  500/.  repaid  by  Mr. 
Forbes  Mackenzie,  4527. — It  was  understood  that  wit- 
ness was  to  find  the  money  for  the  election  in  the  first 
instance,  and  that  500/.  was  to  be  repaid,  4528. 

Goldsmith,  Thomas.  (Analysis  (f  his  Evidence.) — 
Voted  as  a  householder  in  184/  for  Clinton  and  Vance ; 

fot  no  money  for  his  vote,  13,526-13,532. — Was  paid 
0/.  for  the  use  of  his  gardens  taken  for  the  candidates, 
13,534.— The  gardena—St.  Peter's  Gardens— were  not 
used  at  all,  13,536.  [Bennett,  Edwahd.— Paid 
Mr.  Goldsmith  10/.  for  St.  Peter's  Gardens  and  4/. 
for  the  tavern  account,  at  the  Shakspeare,  13,543. — 
The  gardens  were  not  used ;  they  were  hired  to  pre\'ent 
their  being  taken  by  the  Blue  party,  13,544^  1^5.] 
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Gold,  William.  (Analyms  of  his  Evidence.)— U  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps ; 
p:ot  nothing  for  his  vote,  11,986-11,989.— Voted  in 
1S47  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  and  got  3/.  from 
Goodwin  for  his  vote^  1 1,98G-1 1,994. 

Goodwin,  Charles.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Was 
engaged  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Smythe  at  the  election  in 
1847,  when  Mr.  Smythe  and  Ijord  A.  Conyngham 
coalesced  to  oppose  the  Conservative,  2121-2128. — 
Was  engaged  with  Mr.  Southee  in  getting  as  many 
votes  as  they  could,  2130. — Got  150/.  from  Mr.  Rutter 
for  the  purpose  of  obtainting  a  certain  number  of  votes, 
2131-2134. — Was  not  on  the  committee,  nor  did  he 
go  near  the  committee,  2136. — Before  the  election 
a  list  of  140  or  150  voters  was  given  him  by  Mr.  Slad- 
den,  and  he  was  asked  to  undertake  the  management 
of  them  at  5/.  a  vote,  2136,  213/. — Witness  undertook 
thirty  names  upon  the  understanding  that  he  was  to 
get  5/.  for  each  vote  polled,  2138.— Polled  aU  the  thirty 
votes,  2138.— Cannot  give  all  the  names ;  there  were 
Tookey,  Barnett,  and  two  Stredwicks,  2141.— Paid  30/. 
for  their  five  votes  to  Pearson  Dray,  witness's  foreman, 
after  the  election,  2143. — Promised  these  voters  6L 
each  for  their  votes,  if  they  voted  for  Smythe  and 
Conynghiun,  2145. — ^Thinks  Tookey  was  ipaid  10/.  for 
his  vote,  2149. — Cannot  mention  any  of  the  thirty 
names  except  those  already  given,  2151. — Witness  paid 
very  few  himself,  but  cannot  tell  who  did  pay  them, 
2152,  2153. — Has  never  been  charged  with  taking  this 
money  himself,  2155. — A  Mr.  Cavell  was  one  of  the 
thirty  names,  and  some  one,  after  Cavell  had  voted, 
drew  5/.  in  hxs  name,  2156. — Cavell  did  not  receive  the 
money,  nor  any  one  by  his  authority ;  cannot  say  to 
whom  the  5/.  was  paid,  2156-2161.— Saw  Tookey  and 
the  Stredwickes  previous  to  their  voting,  but  cannot 
recoUect  that  he  saw  any  of  the  other  thirtv  voters, 
2162-2168.— Undertook  the  management  of  the  thirty 
voters  in  Mr.  Sladden*s  list,  upon  the  understanding 
that  he  was  to  receive  51,  for  each  vote  polled,  2172- 
2175.— Did  not  know  any  of  the  men  personally,  only 
by  name,  2178. — Did  not  give  the  money  to  the  voter, 
but  to  those  who  had  procured  the  vote  and  polled  the 
man,  2180. — Kept  no  accounts  or  papers ;  did  the  best 
he  could  with  the  money,  2184. — \Vitness  received 
nothing  for  his  ser\'ices,  and  always  paid  his  own 
expenses,  2185-2188.— Could  do  very  Uttle  at  the 
election  of  1852;  the  Blue  party  would  not  withdraw 
a  man,  and  Mr.  Smythe  retired,  2189. — ^There  was  no 
money,  nor  anvthinff  of  that  sort  at  that  election,  2190, 
2]91.-^Once  bribed  a  man  for  the  Reds  at  Mr.  Brad- 
shaw's  election,  but  recollects  very  little  about  it,  2194. — 
Does  not  know  where  Sladden  is,  2199. — Cannot  tell 
the  names  of  any  persons  who  can  throw  more  light 
upon  the  bribery  of  the  thirty  voters,  2201-2203. — 
davell  lived  in  Dover  Lane ;  saw  him  after  the  elec- 
tion, but  could  not  tell  who  had  the  5/.  paid  in  his 
name,  2205-2208. — Gave  no  accounts  of  the  expen- 
diture of  the  150/. ;  polled  the  thirtv  votes  as  agreed 
upon,  2209. — Received  the  money  from  Mr.  Imtter, 
upon  proof  that  the  thirty  votes  had  been  pdled, 
2212.  —  lliinks,  according  to  the  agreement,  he 
would  have  been  justified  in  putting  all  the  money 
into  his  own  pocket  if  he  could  have  got  the  votes  for 
nothing,  2215. — It  was  a  contract,  and  if  he  could 
have  pocketed  all  the  money,  thinks  there  would  have 
been  a  deid  of  credit  due  to  him,  2216. — Cannot  recol- 
lect whether  any  portion  of  the  money  was  paid  before 
the  election,  2220,  2221.— If  the  thirty  had  not  all 
voted,  should  have  to  refund  to  Mr.  Rutter,  2226. — 
Mr.  Rutter  did  not  want  to  know  what  money  was 
paid  for  the  votes,  he  only  wanted  to  know  if  all  the 
men  had  polled,  2227. — ^The  contract  was  with  Mr. 
Sladden,  ivho  told  witness  to  go  to  Mr.  Rutter  for  the 
money,  2229. — Cavell  polled  for  Smythe  and  Conyng- 
ham, 2232. — ^The  discovery  that  Cavell  did  not  get  the 
5/.  was  made  from  his  recommending  two  colour 
tickets  which  were  not  paid,  2235. — Paid  this  51.  to 
some  one ;  does  not  recollect  who  got  it,  2236,  2237. — 
Paid  it  to  some  one  who  said  he  had  polled  Cavell, 
2240. — Did  the  same  with  the  other  voters ;  took  no 
trouble  to  ascertain  whether  the  voter  really  got  the 
money,  2241. — Cavell  wished  very  much  to  find  out 
who  took  the  money  for  his  vote,  2244. — Furnished  no 
accounts ;  proved  that  the  thirty  voters  had  polled,  and 
claimed  the  money  agreed  upon,  2252. — Gave  in  a  hst 
of  the  names  of  the  thirty  voters,  but  no  particulars 
of  the  sums  paid  for  each  vote,  2257,  2259,  2260.— 
Cannot  give  a  perfect  list  of  the  thirty  voters  to  whom 
the  mon«y  wa3  paid,  2266.-1185  not  had  much  to  do 
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with  bribery,  but  has  had  the  credit  of  it,  2270. — Has 
asked  Mr.  Southee  and  Mr.  Dray  if  they  recollect  any 
of  the  thirty  names,  but  they  lK)th  said  they  did  not ; 
witness  would  give  them,  but  he  cannot  remember 
them,  2271-2274. 

Goodwin,  Charles.  {Second  Examination.) — Dehvers 
in  a  list  of  eleven  persons,  to  whom  witness  paid  money 
for  their  votes  in  1847,  5874.— Received  150/.  from 
Mr.  Rutter,  for  the  piurpose  of  buying  votes,  5875. — 
Paid  Warren,  as  he  states,  3/.  each  for  the  two  Jennings' 
votes, 5876-5882.— Atwood,  of  MiU  Lane,  got  3/  for  his 
vote,  5884-5888.— William  Gould,  WiUiam  Willaing, 
and  William  Waind,  got  3/.  each  for  their  votes,  5889- 
5894. — Paid  Mr.  Dray,  who  was  then  witness's  foreman, 
money  for  six  votes;  but  witness  can  only  recollect 
the  names  of  four  of  them,  5896. — ^Thinks  Bamet,  a 
butcher,  in  Sun  Street,  was  one,  and  Tookey  another, 
5902-5905.— Mr.  Dray  states  that  Bamet  had  7/. ; 
witness  thinks  it  was  6/.,  5906. — Cannot  recollect  the 
names  of  any  other  persons  who  had  money  in  1847, 
out  of  the  150/.,  5912. — Was  then  acting  for  Smythe 
and  Conyngham,  5916. — Was  Exchequered  for  1,900/., 
5922. — Did  not  seek  help  from  Mr.  Smythe  on  that 
occasion,  5924. — Proposed  to  Mr.  Smythe  to  coalesce 
with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  5925. — Particidars  of 
witness's  inter\dew  with  Mr.  Smythe,  5925. — Witness 
went  to  Bifrons,  to  Lord  Albert,  aliout  the  1,900/., 
5928. — Eventually  paid  100/.  and  his  expenses  on  ac- 
count of  this  process,  5933. — Witness's  friends  sub- 
scribed and  paid  the  amount,  5933. — When  witness 
saw  Mr.  Smythe  about  the  election,  thinks  it  very 
hkely  that  he  touched  upon  the  Exchequer  business, 
3934. — Saw  Lord  Albert  on  the  subiect,  and  asked  ftwr 
assistance  from  him,  and  was  referred  to  his  committee, 
5943. — Mr.  Smythe  told  witness  he  could  not  do  any- 
thing for  him ;  he  did  not  tell  him  to  apply  to  Lord 
Albert,  5948-5950.— Thmks  this  took  place  in  the 
early  part  of  1847,  5953,  5954.— Lord  Albert  promised 
to  do  what  he  could  for  him,  provided  he  assisted  him 
in  his  election,  5956-5958. — Contracted  with  Mr.  Rut- 
ter to  procure  thirty  votes  for  150/.,  5962. — Cannot 
recollect  more  than  eleven  of  the  persons  who  got  this 
money,  5963. — It  was  all  paid  and  a  great  deal  more, 
5963. — Was  out  of  pocket  by  his  election  business  in 
1847 ;  never  applied  for  repayment ;  looked  upon  it  as 
a  sort  of  contract,  and  stood  by  it  to  his  loss,  5963- 
5969.— Cannot  tell  the  extent  of  his  loss,  59/0,  5971. 
— ^Took  no  part  in  the  election  of  1850,  5975. — Voted 
with  the  Reds  again  in  1852,  5976. — After  the  election 
of  1852,  claimed  and  obtained  100/.  due  to  %vitness  for 
municipal  matters,  5978. — Pressed  the  Reds  for  pay- 
ment of  this  simi,  because  he  considered  it  to  be  due 
from  them,  5979. — Asked  Dr.  Lochee  for  payment  of 
the  sum  due  to  witness,  5982. — ^I'hinks  this  ii-as  after 
the  election  of  1852,  5983. — Whether  witness's  claim 
were  settled  or  not  it  made  no  difference  about  his  vote. 
5985,  5986. — ^Exerted  himself  to  procure  the  return  of 
Mr.  Smythe,  5986. — Failed,  because  the  Blues  would 
not  withdraw  one  of  their  men,  5986. — Did  not  vote 
for  Mr.  Smythe  on  this  occasion ;  voted  for  the  Reds, 
5991. — Did  not  vote  for  the  Reds  with  the  expec- 
tation of  getting  the  100/.,  5992.— Thinks  the  100/. 
was  paid  in  September,  1^2,  5997. — Gave  no  ac- 
count; the  claim  was  for  repayment  of  monies 
advanced,  and  witness  produced  vouchers  in  support 
of  his  cLedm,  6001. — His  claim  well  known  to  De  a 
just  one,  6001,  6002.— It  was  for  78/.  advanced  bv 
witness  upon  the  order  of  the  municipal  club,  which 
with  interest  amounted  to  100/.,  6005. — Applied  to  Mr. 
Smithson  for  payment,  and  said,  as  it  had  been  stand- 
ing so  many  years  he  would  trust  to  the  honour  of  the 
paity  to  pay,  and  burnt  the  account  in  presence  of  Mr. 
Smithson,  6OO7. — Charged  5  per  cent,  mterest  for  the 
money  adi^anced,  6017. — ^The  money  had  been  owing 
about  twelve  years,  6020. — ITie  debt  was  incurred  on 
account  of  the  registration,  6024. — Received  37/.  10». 
from  Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  2d  March,  1850,  through 
Mr.  Friend,  of  the  Eagle  tavern,  in  payment  of  two 
bills  incmred  for  tavern  and  other  expenses,  at  the  Vic- 
toria and  the  Queen's  Head,  on  account  of  Mr. 
Smythe's  committee,  6032-6038. — ^The  committee  of 
1847  reftised  to  pay  these  accounts,  and  witness  was 
sued  in  the  County  Coiurt,  and  compelled  to  pay  them, 
6040. — Applied  several  times  to  Mr.  Brent  for  pay- 
ment, but  he  would  not  sanction  it  \iithont  the  consent 
of  other  members  of  the  committee,  6050. — Had  no 
conversation  with  Mr.  Brent  respecting  the  election  of 
1850,  before  it  took  place,  6051. — Imagines  Alderman 
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Brent  paid  these  accounts  with  the  expectation  of  get- 
ting witness's  vote,  6054. — ^The  monejr  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  election,  6058. — Has  informed  the  Ck>m- 
missioners  all  he  recollects  of  the  expenditure  of  the 
150/.  paid  to  him  in  184?  for  thirty  votes,  6063.— Is 
not  aware  of  any  brihery  agent  receiving  money  for  the 
purpose  of  bribery,  and  retaining  a  portion  for  his  own 
use,  6065. — Further  evidence  in  explanation  of  wit- 
ness's endeavours  to  procure  payment  of  the  37/.  10#., 
on  account  of  the  expenses  at  the  Queen's  Head  and 
Victoria  in  1847,  ana  the  inducements  held  out  to  ob- 
tain payment  on  one  side,  and  to  get  some  return, 
either  in  votes  or  services,  on  the  other  side,  6060- 
6075. — It  was  natural  to  suppose  that  Alderman  Brent 
paid  witness's  daim  with  the  expectation  of  getting  his 
vote  at  the  approaching  election,  6076. — tliought  it 
more  likely  to  get  the  money  when  a  contest  was  ex- 
pected, 6O79. — Never  ceased  to  press  the  payment  of 
these  bills ;  was  not  more  urgent  on  account  of  the 
election,  6081,  6082. — The  receipt  of  the  money  is 
dated  2d  March,  and  the  election  took  place  on  the 
4th,  6088. — Does  not  think  he  got  the  money  on  the 
2d  March ;  thinks  he  left  the  receipt  with  Mr.  Friend 
for  him  to  get  it  for  him,  6089. — Canvassed  for  Mr. 
Smvthe  at  the  election  of  1852,  and  not  for  Johnstone 
and  Gipps,  6097. — Received  no  other  account  of  the 
election  of  1852,  except  the  100/.  from  Mr.  James  Del- 
mar,  6102,  6103. 

Goodwin,  Charlbs.  (Second  Examination  resumed,) — 
Did  not  receive  any  payment  in  1850,  on  account  of 
his  claim  respecting  the  municipal  matters,  6492-6494. 

Goodwin,  Charles.  {TTtird  Examination,)  —  Can 
remember  several  parties  to  whom  witness  gave 
monies  for  their  votes  in  1847»  in  addition  to  those 
detailed  in  his  previous  evidence,  9624. — Paid  Smith 
of  Palace  Street,  3/. ;  William  Cocket,  3/. ;  William 
Famham,  3/. ;  William  Austen  of  Castle  Street,  3/. ; 
Jennings  Southbee,  5/.  for  Edward  Ratcliffe's  vote, 
9624-8636.— Ratdiffe  has  said  that  he  did  not  get  all 
the  5/,  he  got  3/.,  9637-9642.— Cannot  teU  whether 
Thomas  Barber  got  the  money  direct,  or  whether  wit- 
ness paid  some  one  for  him.  Henry  Pittock  had  to 
look  after  Barber,  and  polled  him,  9643, 9644. — Cannot 
tell  what  Barber  got,  he  is  now  dead,  9646. — Paid  two 
Baileys,  £dward  and  John,  3/.  each,  James  Hawkes 
tbinl^  with  5/.,  but  cannot  recollect  the  amount; 
Edward  Havward,  3/. ;  two  lintons,  Thomas  and  John, 
3/.  each ;  William  Raymond  Solly  5/,  on  account  of  a 
pink  flag,  in  addition  to  33/.  for  the  flag,  considered  the 
5/.  was  for  the  vote,  9651-9666. 

Goodwin,  Charlss.  (Fourth  Examination.)  —  Was 
requested  by  Covell  to  pay  the  money  intended  for 
him  to  Wootton,  the  diaper,  13,153. — Was  not  told 
by  him  to  pay  the  money  back  to  the  candidates, 
13,155. — Enaeavoured  to  discover  the  person  who  got 
the  money  intended  for  Covell,  but  without  success, 
13,161. —  fhought  that  Jennings  Southee  knew  some- 
thing of  the  transaction,  13,163. — Witness  called  upon 
Covdl  as  soon  as  he  found  out  that  Covell  had  not 
received  the  money,  and  told  him  of  the  circumstance, 
13,173. — Covell  complained  of  his  name  having  been 
reported  about  the  town  in  connexion  with  bribery, 
wnich  he  had  nothing  to  do  with,  13,177* 

Goodwin,  Charles.  (Fifth  Examination,)  —  The 
Excise  fraud  was  first  discovered  on  the  2nd 
January  1847,  15,106. — Produces  and  delivers  to  the 
Commissioners  a  copv  of  the  correspondence  with  the 
board  on  the  subject,  15,107. — Immediately  on  witness 
discovering  the  fraud,  he  gave  notice  of  it,  and  request- 
ed an  investigation,  15,111. — The  letter  of  December 
1847  was  to  try  and  get  o£P  the  100/.  penalty  after  the 
trial,  15,114. — Did  not  succeed  in  this  application, 
15,119.— The  verdict  for  100/.  was  by  consent,  but 
witness  knowing  himself  innocent  still  desu^  an 
investigation,  15,118-15,123. — Applied  to  Lord  Albert 
iConyngham  to  procure  an  investigation,  and  not  to 
procure  a  remission  of  the  judgment,  15,124,  15,125. 
— ^lliis  application  was  made  prior  to  the  general 
election  of  1847,  15,126-15,130.— Applied  to  Lord 
Albert  at  Bifrons,  and  Friend  was  with  him,  15,126. — 
Lord  Albert  took  witness  into  an  inner  room  hwtij 
from  Friend,  and  asked  him  if  he  had  done  all  he  could 
for  him  in  the  election  matter ;  witness  said  he  had,  and 
would  do  all  he  could  for  him,  15,133. — Cannot  reool- 
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lect  whether  Lord  Albert  was  member  for  Canterbuij 
at  this  time,  15,135. — Was  exchequered  in  January 
1847,  and  the  trial  came  on  in  court  two  or  three  times, 
and  the  verdict  of  100/.  was  obtained  by  consent 
15,139-15,143. — Was  called  upon  for  payment  imme« 
diately  after  the  trials  15,147. — Immediately  after 
witness  had  refused  payment  15,147. — Wrote  in 
Deoembor  1847,  to  be  rehevedof  the  penaltv ;  thinks 
it  very  likely  the  monejr  was  then  formally  demanded, 
15,155. — Is  Quite  certain  that  witness's  conversation 
with  Lord  Albert  on  the  Elxchequer  process  was  long 
before  the  election,  15,158. 

Goodwin,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
and  got  5/.  from  Mr.  Vincent  for  his  vote,  10,969- 
10,923.— Voted  in  1847  for  the  Reds,  but  got  no 
money,  10,974-10,977. 

G08B  Y,  William  Richard.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) 
— Voted  in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smyt^e,  and  got 
21,  from  Mr.  CuUen  for  his  vote,  14,410-14,415.*— 
Never  received  a  farthing  at  any  other  election,  14,416- 
14,418. 

Government  Situations: 

Has  obtained  Government  situations  for  his  four 
sons,  and  was  himself  made  a  deputy  lieutenant,  as  a 
reward  for  his  services  in  the  Liberal  cause.  Brent, 
1246. — ^These  services  general,  and  not  limited  to  any 
particular  election,  ib,  1246. — Has  obtained  Govern- 
ment situations  for  voters  through  the  influence  of  the 
member  for  the  time  being,  ib,  1268. — Considers  this  le- 
gitimate influence,  ib. — ^I'his  influence  alw^s  exercised 
in  favour  of  political  friends,  ib.  1269. — Lord  Alb^t 
Conyngham  procured  a  tide-waiter's  situation  of  about 
70/.  a  year  for  a  son  of  Baldock,  a  voter  generally  sup- 
porting Lord  Albert,  Pitcher,  301 0.—E^idence  relative 
to  the  promotion  of  Alderman  Brent's  son  in  the 
Government  service,  and  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
George  Cooper's  son  to  the  vacan^,  about  the  time  of 
the  election  of  1852,  Friend,  7519. 

GRATfJITIES   TO   VoTKRS. 

1.  Complimentary  Presents  for  services  rendered. 

Many  of  the  persons  employed  as  committee  and 
canvassing  clerks  and  messengers  were  specially  re- 
warded for  their  activitv  and  zesA,  in  addition  to  the 
ordinary  payment  for  tneir  services,  Brent,  1010. — 
Names  of  some  of  these  persons  and  statement  of  the 
extra  sums  paid  to  them,  ib.  1011-1035 ;  Butter,  1725; 
Cooper,  174 1-1 751-1 760. — Mr.  George  Cooper,  on  the 
authority  of  Mr.  Pilcher,  is  stated  to  have  received 
a  present  of  20/.  or  25/.  for  his  services  in  the  Liberal 
cause.  Butter,  1 734 . — Received  a  present  of  20/.  or  26/, 
through  Mr.  Pilcher,  from  Lord  Albert  Conyngham, 
Cooper,  1 739. — Received  25/.  from  Mr.  Pilcher  as  a  pre- 
sent from  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  for  witness's  services 
during  the  election  of  1<S7,  Masters,  3596. — Does 
not  look  upon  this  as  bribery ;  it  was  a  distinct  and 
direct  payment  for  services  rendered,  ib.  3596. — 
Assisted  Lord  Albert  in  various  ways,  publicly  and 
privately,  and  was  supposed  to  have  won  his  election, 
ib.  3600. — Applied  to  Lord  Albert  for  remuneration  for 
these  sennces  sdme  time  after  the  election,  and  at  his 
lordship's  request,  witness  himself  named  the  sum 
which  would  compensate  him  for  his  loss  of  time,  ib. 
3602-3607. 

2.  Charitable  Donations, 

Gave  George  Barber  one  pound  in  1847,  on  account 
of  some  expenses  incurred  by  him  at  some  former  elec- 
tion, Pilcher,  9534. — ^This  debt  incurred  for  the  blue 
party,  and  being  a  just  claim,  witness  paid  it,  ib.  9534. 
— Barber  voted  for  the  opposite  party  in  1847,  ib. 
9535. — Admits  that  he  might  have  given  him  the 
pound,  thinking  it  would  influence  his  vote,  ib.  9538. 
— Should  not  have  paid  the  money  if  there  had  been 
no  election,  ib,  9540. — Paid  Edward  Keeler  5/.  in 
1847)  in  consideration  of  his  poverty  and  expenses,  ib. 
9541. — Keeler  came  from  London  and  voted  without 
solicitation,  and  knowing  his  poverty,  gave  him  the 
money,  ib.  9541. — ^Took  his  vote,  his  travelling  ex- 
penses, and  his  poverty  all  into  consideration,  ib.  9545. 
—On  reference  to  witness's  accounts,  finds  Keeler 
only  got  30f.,  ib.  9561. — Gave  James  Sheath,  another 
poor  iinfortunate  man,  1/.  at  the  same  election,  ib. 
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- — 2,  Charitabk  Donations — continued. 
^5dO, — Sheath  said  he  had  come  to  vote  at  his  own 
expense,  and  hoped  witness  would  consider  his  poverty 

•  in  paying  him  his  expenses,  ib,  9551. — Gave  him  the 
money  openly  after  he  had  voted,  ib,  9552. — ^William 
Henry  Stow,  of  Barham,  was  veiy  ill,  when  witness 
canvassed  him,  and  his  ^e,  sometime  after  the  elec- 
tion in  1847,  asked  for  half  a  sack  of  flour,  and 
witness  gave  her  51,  more,  on  the  score  of  chari^,  ib, 
9600. — Cannot  explain  the  order  to  pay  Beard  2/., 
otherwise  than  for  chan^,  ib,  9619.---Uave  Richard 
Sell,  who  had  heen  very  ill  a  long  time,  a  sovereign,  in 
1847,  Jacobs,  11,560. — Received  a  sovereign  ftt)m 
Mr.  Jacobs,  but  does  not  know  whether  it  was  given 
him  to  induce  him  to  vote,  Sell,  11,541. 

- — 3.  Christmas  Gifts  to  Voters. 

Heard  that  it  was  formerly  the  practice  for  the  sit- 
ting members  to  send  half  a  guinea  at  Christmas  to 
the  freemen  as  a  compliment  for  their  votes.  Brent, 
832. — This  was  customary  in  Lord  Clifton's  time,  ib, 
832. 

Gridlby,  Henry  Gillet.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) 
Accompanied  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  and  Mr.  Vance  to 
Canterfouiy  in  the  election  of  1847,  10,090.— Evidence 
explanatcnr  of  the  accounts  connected  with  this  elec- 
tion, 10,091. — Statement  of  the  origin  of  witness's 
connexion  with  the  election  i^^^^-Clame  down  aa  the 
friend  of  Lord  Hiomas  Clinton  and  not  Mr.  Vance, 
but  in  the  course  of  the  canvass  bectune  intimate  with 
thelattergentleman,  ib. — Afterthe  election  receivedfrom 
Mr.  Vance  a  check  ^  625/.,  of  this  sum  remitted  550/.  to 
Robert  Walker,  retaining  75/.  on  account  of  witness's 
own  charges,  amounting  to  150/.  ib, — Received  a  tavern 
bill,  amounting  to  110/.  or  115/.  for  the  expenses  of 
the  two  candichstes  at  the  Rose,  but  cannot  tell  what 
became  of  it,  whedier  it  was  destroyed  or  handed  to 
Lord  Hiomas  Qinton,  10,092.-— Haa  nothing  to  do 
with  the  expenses  of  the  contest ;  the  letters  for  Mr. 
Vance  were  sent  to  witness  under  cover  to  that  gentle- 
man because  his  address  was  not  known  in  Canterbury, 
10,092. — Has  no  recollection  of  having  written  for  any 
documents  or  papers  connected  with  the  election,  if  he 
has  done  so,  it  it  must  have  been  l^  request  of  Mr. 
Vance,  10,093-10,095.— Had  no  accounts  to  settle  with 
Mr.  Vance ;  retained  75/.  out  of  the  625/.  remitted  to 
witness,  as  his  claim  upon  the  general  ftind  of  the 
committee,  and  not  from  Mr.  Vance  individually, 
10,095. — Has  not  received  the  balance  of  hb  account, 
10,096. — Mr.  Pout  at  fault  in  stating  that  witness 
inht)duced  him  to  the  bank ;  never  was  in  the  Canter- 
liury  Bank,  10,099.^The  money  arrangements  of  the 
election  were  all  made  before  witness  came  down, 
10,102-10,105. 

Gridley,  Henry  Gillet.  (His  Examination  resumed.) 
— ^Had  one  or  two  letters  from  Canterbuiy  rdative 
to  the  election,  but  had  nothing  to  do  witn  the  ac- 
counts, 10,128. — Represented  Lord  Thomas  Clinton, 
who  was  not  to  pay  sixpence,  oonsequenUy  the 
accounts  were  no  concern  of  his,  10,129. 

Gruby,  James.  (Analysis  (if  his  Evidence,) — Is  a  free- 
man and  voted  Blue  in  1847,  12,763-12,765.— Got 
10/.  from  Saunders  to  jmv  two  freemen,  Roberts  and 
Gruby,  for  their  votes,  12,766-12,776.— Witness  got 
1/.  45.  as  messenger,  for  attendance  several  days  at  the 
committee,  12,779-12,781.— Voted  at  the  last  election 
for  Somervifle  and  Romilly ;  got  no  money  for  his  vote 
or  services,  12,783-12,786. 

GuRNEY,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Romilly  and  Somerville, 
13,757-13,758.~Was  canvassed  by  Mr.  Bligh  and 
Mr.  Holtham ;  did  not  promise  his  vote,  but  nothing 
was  said  about  money ;  did  hot  get  any  money  for  his 
vote,  13,759-13,770. 

Hadley,  Wi  lli am  .  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^Voted 
at  the  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  got 
51.  for  his  vot«  from  Mr.  Irons,  10,569-10,573.— 
Voted  in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  but 
got  no  money  for  his  vote  at  that  election,  10,574- 
10,576. 

Hallmen: — 

Voters  employed  in  the  hall  prior  to  the  passing  of 
the  Reform  BiU,  and  paid  10^.  a  day,  for  facilitating 
the  entry  and  departure  of  their  respective  friends, 
Cooper,  1515. — Hallmen  were  employed  ti  keep  the 
place  clear  for  the  voters,  Jossfyn,  10,846 


Harris,  Thomas.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence,) — Is  % 
freeman,  voted  for  Clinton  and  Vance  in  1847;  ^ot  51, 
fi^m  Munns,  who  dropped  it  in  the  road,  and  witness 
picked  it  up,  13,322, 13,331.— Voted  for  Johnston  and 
Gipps  in  1852,  13,332. 

Harvey,  Stephen.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
householder,  but  did  not  vote  either  in  1852  or  1847, 
13,799-13,804.— Thomas  Friend  offered  witness  money 
for  his  vote  at  the  last  election,  biit  he  would  not  take 
it,  13,805. — Knows  nothing  of  any  list  in  which  his 
name  stands  as  receiving  money  for  his  vote,  13,805- 
13,ol2. 

Hayward,  Edwin.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^\^oted 
for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  in  1832,  and  got  41.  for  his 
vote  from  Mrs.  Irons,  10,564-10,568. 

Hayward,  Edward.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Is  a  freeman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Romilly  and  Somer- 
ville ;  got  nothing  for  his  vote,  12,130-12,133.— Voted 
in  1847.  and  was  paid  3/.  by  Goodwin,  12,134-12,138. 
—Did  not  share  tne  bribe  with  any  one,  12,143. 

Hawkes,  Mrs.  (Analysis  of  her  Evidence.)— Witaesa^s 
husband,  now  dead,  voted  in  184 7  for  Conyngham  and 
Smythe,  12,144. — Never  heard  that  he  got  anything 
for  his  vote,  12,145-12,150. 

Hearnden,  Edward.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Voted  in  1852  as  a  householder,  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  and  was  paid  21,  IJs.  6d.  for  his  vote  by  Thomas 
Munns,  11,843-11,849.— Voted  for  the  Reds  in  1847, 
but  got  no  money  for  his  vote,  11,850-11,853. 

Hills,  Samuel.  (Analysis  of  kis  Evidence.) — Has  been 
employed  by  the  Commissioners  to  trace  the  20/.  en- 
closed in  an  envelope  for  Mr.  Bligh,  which  he  denies 
having  received,  13,105.— Called  upon  Mr.  BHgh  in 
consequence  of  a  paragraph  in  Mr.  Ward's  paper,  and 
Mr.  Bligh  admitted  that  he  had  changed  a  20/.  note  at 
the  bank,  and  was  advised  by  Mr.  Pilcher  to  say 
nothmg  about  it,  13,105.— Callea  again  upon  Mr.  Bligh 
on  the  8th  June,  and  he  said  that  he  had  recdved  &e 
20/.  from  Mr.  Pout,  for  work  done  for  him,  13,106. 

Hilton,  Jamer.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
householder,  and  voted  at  the  last  election  for  Romilly 
and  Somer\nlle,  14,568-14,570. — Got  neither  money 
iior  colour  tickets  for  his  votes,  14,571, 14,572. — Voted 
in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe;  got  neither 
money  nor  colour  tickets  on  that  occasion,  nor  employ- 
ment as  messenger,  14,573-14,5/8. 

Holland,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
tailor  and  woollen-draper,  and  freeman  of  Canter- 
bury, 3720-^3721.— Has  Dcen  active  in  election  business 
for  the  Reds,  or  Conservative  party,  3722,  3723.— Re- 
ceived 10/.  from  Mr.  Rutter,  in  1847,  3725^731.— 
Voted  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham  m  1847,  3734. — 
Was  paid  the  10/.  in  consequence  of  being  money  out 
of  pocket  in  treating  in  1841,  and  refrising  to  vote 
again  until  the  money  was  paid,  3737. — The  money 
spent,  by  witness  in  1841  was  on  account  of  Mr. 
Smythe*s  election,  3739. — Never  applied  to  Mr.  Smythe 
for  payment  between  1841  and  1847,  nor  made  out  any 
account  against  him,  3740, 3741. — It  was  known  to  Uie 
committee  that  witness  had  been  spending  money  on 
account  of  the  election,  3742. — Paid  away  much  more 
than  10/.  in  this  manner  without  repayment,  3743- 
3746.— Was  paid  the  10/.  after  the  election,  3747.— 
Took  no  part  beyond  voting  at  the  election  of  1847, 
3748. — Is  quite  sure  this  money  was  not  paid  for  any 
other  purpose,  3748. — Was  red  again  in  1852,  and 
supposes  he  was  on  the  committee,  3752. — Did  nothing 
particular ;  may  have  can^^assed  a  few  voters,  but  does 
not  recollect,  3/61-3764. — Has  seen  in  the  committee 
room  applications  for  colour  tickets,  377  L — The  derk 
generally  files  the  applications,  3774. — Ashenden  was 
clerk,  Dr.  Lochee  cnairman,  and  Mr.  Thomas  White 
CoUard  deputy  chairman  of  the  committee,  3775-3777. 
— Does  not  know  who  acted  as  the  legal  agent,  3779. 
— Saw  the  applications  for  colour  tickets,  but  not  the 
tickets  themselves,  3783. — Never  applied  fnr  a  colour 
ticket,  3785.— Told  Mr.  Rutter  of  the  money  owing 
to  witness  before  he  voted  in  1847, 3788.— Dedined  to 
vote  again  until  this  money  was  paid,  3/91. — Told  Mr. 
Rutter  that  the  money  had  been  expended  on  account 
of  Mr.  Smythe's  election  in  1847,  3791,  3792.— Mr. 
Rutter  promised  to  get  something  towards  the  if  pay- 
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Holland,  James— continued.' 
raent  of  tile  mongr,  3795.— Voted  when  he  got  this 
promise,  3798.— Probably  without  this  promise  he 
would  not  have  voted  at  all,  3799.-~Wi8hes  it  to  be 
distinctly  understood  that  a  bribe  would  not  have 
induced  him  to  vote,  3800.— Is  a  town  coundllor,  and 
has  been  one  eight  years,  3801,  3802.— Attended  the 
Red  committee  room  at  the  last  election,  3806.— Blinks 
gave  witness  the  names  of  several  persons  who  would 
not  vote  without  money,  3815.— Fust  gave  three  names, 
and  upon  inquiry  witness  found  that  their  votes  were 
promised,  38l9. — Blinks  gave  witness  a  second  list, 
'  and  these  also  upon  inquiry  were  reported  as  promised 
votes,  3820.— Blinks  stated  that  each  man  would  re- 
quire 51,  3826.— Gave  in  other  names  of  voters  who 
had  not  promised  ^eir  votes,  3827-3833.— Does  not 
know  how  these  voters  were  dealt  with,  3834.— Witness 

*  told  Taylor,  Uie  canvassing  clerk,  that  the  names  in  the 
list  were  purchaseable,  and  on  refefenoe  some  were 

'  found  to  have  promised  their  votes,  3850,  3851. — Left 
the  matter  with  Taylor,  to  be  dealt  with  as  he  thought 
proper,  3853.— Does  not  know  that  anjr  of  these  voters 
were  bribed,  3854.— Had  no  commumcakion  with  any 
one  except  Taylor  and  Blinks  on  the  subject  of  these 
vot^s,  3806-3865.— Evidence  as  to  the  handwriting  of 
the  list,  and  of  the  annotations  on  the  list,  3864-3866. 
—The  names  of  Cherrison  and  Page  are  in  witness's 
writing,  and,  as  he  understood,  were  the  names  of  voters 
who  had  not  promised,  3868.— Does  not  know  that 
these  men  ever  voted,  nor  if  he  got  an^  money  to  in- 
duce them  to  vote,  3873-3876.— Is  a  tailor  and  draper, 
and  furnished  Tomas  Brown,  a  voter,  with  clothes,  and 
received  3/.  for  them,  3982.— This  was  on  Saturday 
after  the  election,  3885.— Brown  said  nothing  of  Kelson 

*  respecting  the  clothes,  3885.— Did  not  furnish  any 
'  other  voter  with  clothes  dxuing  the  election,  3893. — 

Did  not  send  in  any  bill  to  Gippsand  Johnstone's  com- 
mittee at  the  last  dection,  for  monies  expended,  3897. 

Received  no  other  money  for  election  purposes  except 

.  the  10/.  before  referred  to,  3900.— -Is  quite  certwn  that 

he  was  out  of  pocket  in  his  election  transactions,  3906. 

—After  the  dection  in  1841,  applied  to  Bradshaw  and 

.   Smythe's  committee  to  reimburse  witness  for  expenses 

,   incurred  by  him  during  the  election  of  1837 ;  made  a 

s'unilar  statement  in  1841,  in  reference  to  previous  elec- 

*  tions  as  he  did  in  1847  with  respect  to  1841,  3909.— 
Was  told  he  ought  to  have  ^plied  sooner,  3917.— Evi- 

^  dence  explanatory  of  witness's  payments  for  electiot 
expenses,  and  his  endeavours  to  get  repaid,  3918-^3931. 

.  —Does  not  know  Brown ;  had  notiiing  to  do  with  his 
going  ofiF,  3934,  3935.— Was  not  engaged  with  hita  in 

-  any  way,  393?.— Heard  in  Canterbury  that  Whke  was 
gone,  but  only  knew  it  from  rumour,  3940. — ^Had  no 

-  knowledge  that  Wlute  and  Brown  were  gone  until  it 
:  was  rumoured  about,  3944.— Did  not  know  that  th^ 
.    were  going,  3946.— Ten  days  before  they  went  ofif  it 

-  was  well  known  that  they  intended  to  abscond,  3951.— 
Witness  distinctly  swears  that  he  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do  either  with  White  or  Brown  going  away,  3956. 

Holland,  Jambs.  (Second  J5afommal»ofi.>— Received 
6L  \0s.  from  Mr.  Pout,  at  the  last  election,  to  be  ex- 
pended for  corrupt  purposes,  6649.— Out  of  this  sum 
paid  Thomas  Taylor,  of  Abbot's  Place,  41  for  his  vote, 
and  John  Lewin,  21  for  his  vote,  6650-6658.--Bo^ 

*  men  voted  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone,  6655. — Heard 
either  from  Irons  or  Kelson  that  Brown  was  going 

'  away;  cannot  say  which,  6674.— Received  a  letter  from 
Kelson  in  his  absence,  addressed  to  his  wife,  enclosed 
in  a  blank  cover,  6675.  Did  not  get  any  letter  from 
Kelson  for  Mr.  Pilcher,  6677.— Nor  anvletterfrom  Mr. 
White  or  Mr.  Brown,  6678.— The  hst  of  names  of 
voters  handed  in  at  witness's  last  examination  was  pre- 

*  pared  from  information  by  Blinks,  6679.— Referred  to 
'    the  canvassing  clerk,  to  see  if  the  voters  whose  names 

were  given  in  had  promised  or  not,  and  put  a  pen 
throu^  those  who  had  promised,  6680.— Does  not 
know  whether  any  of  those  persons  received,  or  were  pro- 
mised anything  for  their  votes,  6681, 6682. 

Holland,  Jam^s.  {Second  Examination  eonttmied.) 
—Gave  Taylor  (the  same  to  whom  Mutton  paid  money) 
money  at  tiie  deotion  of  1852,  but  not  in  1847,  6695- 
6700. 

*  Holland,  James.    {Third  ^Baramina/ian.)— Explamtion 

of  his  former  evidence  respecting  the  bribe  of  4/.  1U«.  to 
Tayk)r  for  his  vote,  7331.— Abo  of  a  transaction  con- 
nected with  the  election  of  1841,  m  attempting  to  bribe 
a  voter  of  the  name  bf  Gearing,  who  asked  more  for  his . 


Holland,  Jamks — eofi^ttiti«fl^, 

vote  than  the  committee  were  disposed  to  give,  7331. 
— On  account  of  this  transaction  was  compdled  to 
leave  Canterbury  for  three  weeks,  at  an  expense  of 
more  than  20/.  Left  Canterbury  to  avoid  appearing 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  7332-- 
7336. — It  was  the  re-payment  of  this  money  by  Mr. 
Rutter  in  1847  which  witness  referred  to  in  his 
evidence,  as  on  account  of  a  previous  election,  7338. — 
The  evidence  of  witness  f^out  the  bribery  (rf  a  man 
named  Ivory,  or  Avery,  refeired  to  Gearing,  witness 
having  mistoken  the  name,  7340. — Can  swear  that  all 
the  names  given  in  by  Blinks  were  included  in  the 
list  handed  in  by  witness,  16  in  all,  7343,  7344.— 
Knows  of  no  other  names  except  those  in  the  list,  7344. 
— Blinks  stated  that  some  wanted  5/.,  and  some  6/.  for 
their  votes,  7347. — Gave  the  names  to  Mr.  Pout  and 
Taylor,  the  canvassing  clerk,  7352. — ^To  the  best  of 
witness's  knowledge  and  behef  no  voters  were  afterwards 
secured  by  gifts  or  promises  of  money,  or  money's 
worth,  7352. — Has  since  understood  that  some  of  these 
votes  were  bought,  but  witness  had  no  knowledge  of  it 
at  the  time,  7353,  7354. 

Holland,  Jambs.  {Fourth  Examination,)  —  Got 
61.  lOs.  from  Mr.  Pout,  and  out  of  it  paid  4/.  \0s,  to 
Thomas  Taylor,  by  Charles  Kelson,  and  2L  for  John 
Lewin. 

Hooper,  Hartley.  {Analysis  of  his  Emdence,y^ 
Voted  at  the  last  election  for  Romilly  and  Somervifle ; 
was  not  a  messenger,  and  got  no  money,  14,777- 
14,782.— Voted  in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe, 
and  got  30f .  for  actual  services  as  messenger,  but  no 
money  for  his  vote,  14,783-14,788. 

Horns  BY,  Cuarlkb.  {Anallfsis  qfhis  Evidence,) — Is  a 
licensed  victualler,  and  tnuner  of  race^horses,  5772. — 
Had  a  horse  of  Mr,  Butier  Johnstone's  a  few  weeks,  to 
•ee  if  he  could  be  made  a  race-horse  of,  5773. — Has  a 
vote  for  the  county,  but  not  for  Canterbury,  5/74. — ■ 

.  Received  5^.  from  Mr.  Pout,  and  paid  it  to  William 
Brown,  of  Bamham)  for  his  vote,  5775-5789.— Brown 
plumped  for  Johnstone  at  witness's  request,  5793. — 
Brown  said  that  he  always  voted  for  the  Bifrons  party, 
who  ^ve  him  something  for  his  vote,  5780. — Witness 
promised  him  something  if  he  would  vote  for  his  par^; 
and  he  asked  and  got  the  5/.  from  Mr.  Pout,  5781- 
5794. 

HoRTON,  Edward.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Johnston  and  Gipps, 
13,880-13,882.— Got  no  money  for  his  vote,  nor 
messenger's  place,  nor  colour  ticket,  13,883-13,888. — 
Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance ;  got  51.  for  his 
vote;  thinks  ft^m  Mr.  Smithson,  13,890-13,893.— 
Was  news-carrier  to  Mr.  Snuthson,  and  inserted  the 
5/.  in  his  bill,  13,894-13,902. 

Householders  : — 

The  householders  of  Canterbury  had  no  vote  before 
the  Reform  Act,  Brent,  1058.— Householders  do  not 
apply  so  generalhr  for  colour  tickets  as  freemen, 
Cooper,  716.— 635  householders  were  registered  as 
electors  in  1852,  Aris,  3302. 

Irons,  Mary.  (Analysis  of  her  Evidence,)— la  the  wife 
of  Mr.  Irons,  a  licensed  victuidler,  and  keeps  the 
Malt  Shovel,  13,205.— Paid  Edward  Heywood  4/.  at 
the  last  election  by  request  of  Mr.  Kelson,  who  gave 
him  the  money,  13,217-13,220.— Paid  Hadley  some 
money,  does  not  know  how  much,  by  Kelson's  request, 
13,222-13,226.— Did  not  pay  any  one  else,  13,227.— 
Did  not  pay  Thomas  Brown  anything,  13,229. 

Irons,  WiLLiAM,iun.  (Analysis  qfhisEvidence.y-l»ihe 
son  of  Irons,  of  the  Malt  Shovel,  and  keeps  the  Crown 
and  Anchor,  King  Stireet,  13,771,  13,773.— Neither 
a  freeman  nor  householder,  and  never  had  a  vote, 
13,774,  13,775.— Took  a  part  in  the  last  election  after 
it  was  over,  13,776,— Did  not  see  Thomas  Brown 
during  the  election,  13,778.— He  is  in  the  hospital 
at  present,  13,799. — Brown  was  a  servant  of  wit- 
ness's since  October,  and  doing  work,  13,781-13,783. 
—Was  not  appointed  by  any  one  to  take  care  of 
him  until  after  the  election,  13,785,  13,786.— Was 
told  to  take  care  of  him  with  reference  to  the  in- 
qtdiy  before  the  House  of  Commons,  13,787,  W88, 
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Irons,  Mr.  William  Culling.  (Analysis  of  his  Evi- 
dence).— Is  a  householder  and  licensed  victualler ;  the 
first  election  witness  voted  at  was  Mr.  Gipps's,  8742- 
8746. — Has  always  been  on  the  Red  side,  8/47. — ^I'ook 
no  part  at  last  election ;  does  not  know  if  his  wife  did, 
but  gave  her  nothing  to  give  anybody,  8749-8751. — 
Received  4/.  10s.  from  Mr.  Kelson  to  give  to  Mr.'rhomas 
Brown,  before  the  members  were  returned,  8752-8759. 
—Brown  was  a  voter,  and  has  a  suspicion  the  money 
was  given  to  vote  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  8763. — 
Further  evidence  on  the  money  given  for  votes  and  for 
treating,  8765-8837. 

Jacobs,  Jacob.  {Analifsis  of  his  Evidence.) — An  elector 
.  of  the  borough  of  Canterbury  in  the  year  1847,  and  had 
been  since  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  5136-5138. 
— ^A  householder,  and  of  the  blue  party,  5139. — Had 
50/.  of  Mr.  Rutter  in  1847  for  general  electioneering 
purposes,  5140-5142.  It  was  witness's  proAdnce  to 
bring  all  the  outdwelling  freemen  at  Whitstable  to  the 
poll.  Went  down  on  several  occasions.  Expended  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  50/.  in  that  manner,  lliey  had 
copious  refreshment  when  freemen  came  up,  breakfast 
b^ore  coming  away,  luncheon  when  they  got  here,  and 
dinner;  and  they  brought  their  wives  and  diildren, 
altogether  a  very  respectable  party,  5143,  3144.  There 
were  17  or  18  freemen  out-voters  at  Whitstable  on  the 
blue  side,  5145,  5146.-— About  27/.  or  28/.  was  ex- 
pended there  and  when  they  came  up  to  poll ;  Mr. 

.  Kutter  had  an  exact  account  of  the  monej  expended, 
5147,  5148.  About  20/.  was  expended  m  inducing 
men  to  vote,  5150. — No  man  in  Whitstable  took  any- 
thing for  his  vote  beyond  coloiir  tickets,  5151. — ^I'he 
20/.  was  expended  upon  four  voters  who  had  5/.  a  piece, 
5153,  5154. — Hitchcock,  a  portrait  painter  in  Palace 
Street,  represented  himself  to  be  in  great  distress  as 
the  reason  for  accepting  money ;  but  no  bargain  was 
made  as  to  hb  vote,  5155-5158. — Sheather  was  ano- 
ther who  had  5/. ;  same  story  as  Hitchcock,  his  wife 
in  great  need,  5160. — Sneller,  a  town  councillor  and 
cow-keeper,  instructed  witness  to  call  on  these  two 
5171,51/2. — Moses  Nathan,  the  third  man  who  had 
5/.  of  witness,  hves  in  Northgate — a  sunilar  story — 
very  poor,  and  had  been  offered  5/.  by  the  Conser- 
vatives, but  preferred  the  Blues  if  they  would  give 
as  much,  51/3-5179. — Does  not  know  the  name  of 
the  fourth,  5179.— Was  directed  by  Mr.  Richer  to  see 
the  fourth  man,  who  was  then  at  Mr.  Brown's ;  saw 
him  and  gave  him  51.,  5180. — Nathan  was  a  fruiterer. 
No  one  told  witness  to  call  upon  him,  met  him  in  the 
street  and  it  was  there  he  told  witness  of  having  been 
offered  51.  by  the  Conservatives,  5181-5183. — Did 
not  give  hun  the  5/.  till  the  day  previous  to  the  elec- 
tion, 5184. — He  did  not  say  who  had  offered  him  the 
5/.  on  the  other  side,  5185. — Did  not  benefit  directly 
or  indirectly  one  single  sixpence  bv  the  election,  5186. 
—Did  not  have  30/.  from  Mr.  Pilcher ;  only  had  money 
from  Mr.  Rutter,  thinks  more  than  50/.,  5i88.~rHere 
a  paper  was  handed  to  witness  which  he  declared  was 
his  account  with  Mr.  Rutter.] — Finds  the  man's  name 
that  witness  could  not  find  before — Reader,  5189, 
6190. — f  A  second  paper  is  handed  to  witness.]— lliis 
paper  is  explanatory  of  charge  of  20/.  lOf.  Did  not 
wish  it  to  remain  in  doubt  t&t  witness  had  expended 
the  money,  so  gave  a  separate  statement,  5192.  Wit- 
ness has  nothing  to  add  to  prc\iou8  statement,  which 
is  correct,  5193,  5194.— Knows  Abraham  Abrahams, 
of  Northgate.  Dbes  not  know  of  3/.  he  had  to 
pay,  5195,  5196. — Does  not  know  any  other  persons 
to  whom  sums  of  money  were  given  on  the  Blue 
side,  5197. 

Jacobs,  Jacob.  (Second  Examination). — Seven  out- 
voters at  Whitstable  had  1/.  each,  as  being  equal  to 
two  colourmen's  tickets  apece.  They  led  witness  such 
a  Ufe  till  he  gave  them  the  money  that  he  paid  them 
before  he  received  it  himself,  5332. — The  colour  tickets 
were  granted  to  them  at  first,  and  not  on  canvassing 
them,  5333.--Thinks  the  money  was  i)aid  them  the  day 
after  the  election.  They  gave  the  tickets  to  witness  on 
his  paying  them,  and  some  days  afterwards  witness 
had  the  money  from  Mr.  Rutter  on  presenting  two 
tickets,  5334-5340.— The  Whitstable  and  Canto-bury 
people  consider  it  as  a  part  of  their  privilege  to  recom- 
mend two  colourmen's  tickets — ^as  much  their  privi- 
lege as  they  do  their  vote,  5341.— The  grandson  of 
Edenden  had  one  guinea.  Edenden  wanted  this 
young  man,  in  addition  to  his  two  colourmen's  tickets, 
to  be  nommated  on  the  band;  but  the  bandmaster 
would  not  admit  him,  and  the  old  man  would  not 


Jacobs,  Jacob — continued, 
vote  unless  his  grandson  had  the  guinea,  although 
he  was  not  allowed  to  blow  his  trumpet,  5^42- 
5347.— Paid  Mr.  Fragg,  a  baker  in  Umon  Street, 
5/.,  5349. — Paid  Sims,  the  stammering  shoemaker, 
3/.  for  his  vote,  5351-5353.— Has  no  recollection  of 
giving  Henry  Cousins  a  guinea  for  his  vote,  5355, 
5356.— Samuel  Parren,  of  Northgate,  31.  10*.  for 
his  vote ;  that  was  a  chiim  for  debt  due  to  him 
of  a  former  election,  which  he  made  a  condition  he 
should  have  paid,  5357,  5358. — Harry  Parren  had 
3/.  lOs.  for  his  vote,  5359. — Lemond,  a  tailor  of 
Boughton,  had  also  31.  \0s.  for  his,  5360^  6361.— 
Does  not  recollect  Thomas  Mount  in  the  Mihtaiy 
Road,  but  if  2/.  5s.  is  down  against  him,  he  had  it  for 
his  vote,  5362,  5363. — Joseph  Pentacost  was  employed 
with  his  light  spring  cart  and  horse  bringing  up  people 
to  vote,  and  had  21.  \0s.  for  his  services.  He  was  em- 
ployed in  order  to  induce  him  to  vote,  5365.— The 
subscriptions  by  order  of  Alderman  Brent  were  31.  or 
guineas  frtmi  Lord  A.  Conynghrai  and  Mr.  Smythe, 
towards  the  erection  of  a  new  synagogue,  5,366. — It  is 
not  given  or  mooted  until  after  the  eledaon,  5367. 
5368. 

Jacobs,  Jacob.  (Second  Examination  resumed.) — R.  Sell 
had  one  guinea,  and  his  wife  and  daughter  If.  6d.,  to 
ride  with  him,  otherwise  he  said  he  would  walk,  and  it 
was  not  safe  to  let  him  do  so  for  fear  of  his  being  picked 
up  by  other  party,  5370-5372.— This  gumca  was,  no 
doubt,  an  inducement  to  vote,  5373, 5374. — Has  known 
instances  of  persons  taking  bribes,  and  then  voting 
wrong,  but  does  not  allege  any  special  case,  5375.— ^llic 
Whitstable  voters  expenses  are  20/.  lOf.  (produces  the 
items  of  that  account) ;  on  going  over  the  matter  wit- 
ness finds  he  is  lis.  6d.  out  of  pocket,  5376,  5377.— 
Witness  was  not  reader  at  the  synagogue  at  that  time ; 
it  was  a  man  of  the  name  of  Benjamin,  since  dead,  and 
he  had  no  vote,  537&-5380. 

Jacobs,  Jacob.  (Third  Examination.) — Was  told  by 
one  of  the  Whitstable  people  that  Sell  had  been  Uud 
up  badly  for  about  ^ve  months,  and  that  it  would  be 
an  act  of  charity  if  something  beyond  the  two  colour 
tickete  could  be  got  for  him,  and  got  a  sovereign  for 
him ;  let  the  party  have  Is.  6d.  for  Sell  for  ndinir, 
11,560-11,562.  ^ 

Jacobs,  Jacob.  (Fourth  Examination.)—Sa,w  Williim 
Digby  at  Whitetable  a  week  before  the  election,  when 
he  mentioned  he  would  be  obhged  to  get  a  man  in  his 
place,  as  he  was  captain  of  a  vessel,  and  that  he  should 
require  4/.,  11,592.— If  Robert  Friend  stands  in  wit- 
ness's list  for  21.  4s.,  the  money  was  decidedly  paid; 
witness  thinks  he  himded  him  that  money  for  a  per- 
son who  had  a  ticket ;  it  was  stated  before  that  some 
gjrson  would  have  a  bread  ticket  for  his  grandson. 
^  denden  received  the  money  for  it,  11,604,  11,605.— 
The  grandfather  had  the  money  from  Rob^  Friend 
for  Ethelbert  Edenden.  Did  not  see  Ethelbert  on  the 
occasion,  but  saw  his  grandmother,  if  she  was  so,  who 
stated  that  her  husbaiid  would  not  vote  unless  the 
grandson  had  a  bread  ticket.  It  was  impossible  so  to 
arrange  it,  and  witness  was  instructed  to  give  a  guinea^ 
11,620-11,626. 

Jarman,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— A  hee^ 
man  and  voted  in  1847  for  Vance  and  Clinton,  13,497 
-13,499.— Had  51.  from  Mr.  Bennett  for  vote,  13,500- 
13,501.— Voted  last  year  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
13,502-13,503. — No  mone^  for  vote,  and  no  colour 
ticket,  but  had  15*.  for  being  a  mfessenffer  fourteen 
days,  13,504-13,506.  ^ 

Jeanbs,  Dennis.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.}— \  ftw 
man,  and  voted  last  year  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
and  had  7/.  from  Kelson  for  vote,  10,625-10,632.— 
Voted  in  1847  on  the  blue  side,  and  had  1/.  for  own, 
and  the  same  each  for  his  sons  votes,  James  and 
Edward,  from  George  Cooper,  10,633-10,654. 

Jbanes,  Jambs.  (Analysis  of  his  ^Pk/mce.)— Voted 
last  year  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  had  7/  from 
James  Kelson,  10,655-10,659.— In  1847  voted  on  the 
blue  side,  and  had  a  pound  from  Geonre  Cooner. 
10,660-10,663.  *     vA~P«^i 

Jbanes,  Edward.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.}— -A  free- 
man, and  voted  last  year  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and 
had  7/.  for  vote  from  James  Kelson,  10,664-10.669,— 
Voted  in  1847  on  the  blue  side,  and  had  1/.  from 
George  Cooper,  10,670-10,676. 
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Jennings,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — ^A  free- 
man of  the  city  of  Canterbury,  and  voted  in  1852  for 
Gipps  and  Johnstone,  ll,86l-ll,8G4.— Had  5/.  for  ex- 
penses  from  London  by  train,  second  class,  being  absent 
about  three  days,  11.865-11,870.— Voted  in  1847  for 
Smythe  and  Conyngham,  and  had  3Z.  from  Goodwin 
for  vote,  11,871-11,877— Applied  for  two  colour 
tickets  from  the  committee,  and  had  them,  11,878- 
11,88().— lliinks  Dr.  Lochee  was  upon  the  committee, 
11,881.— Gave  the  name  of  John  Wood,  11,882.-18 
no  relation  to  Henry  Jennings,  11,883. — Did  not  re- 

'  ceive  the  money  for  colour  tickets  himself,  11,884. — 
Wood  did  not  pay  any  money  to  witness,  11,885. — 
Was  li\'ing  in  St.  Hildred's  in  1847,  11,88(). 

Jennings,  Henry.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — ^Voted 
in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  had  5^.  from 
Kelson  for  vote,  10,577-10,581.— Voted  in  1847  for 
Clinton  and  Vance,  and  had  3/.  for  vote  then  from 
George  Crothall,  a  buUder,  10,582-10,587. 

Jennings,  Edward.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  had  51. 
from  Kelson  for  vote,  10,588-10,592.— Was  not  a  voter 
in  1847,  10,593. 

Jennings,  George.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Is  a 
freeman,  but  had  no  vote  at  last  election,  11,962, 
11,963.— Voted  in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe, 
and  had  3/.  for  vote  from  Goodwin,  11,964-11,968. 

Johnson,  George.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A 
freeman,  and  voted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  14,503-14,505.— Had  nothing  for  his  vote.  Had 
10«.  as  a  messenger  for  two  days,  14,506-14,510. — Did 
not  vote  in  1847,  14,511. 

Johnson,  Benjamin.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A 
miller,  and  voted  for  the  Reds  at  last  election,  8389, 
8390— Paid  21.  to  Mr.  Roberts,  a  voter,  for  four  colour- 
men's  tickets  given  to  his  sons ;  they  are  in  service 
and  able  to  carry  colours;  the  money  received  fr^m 
Mr.  Pout,  8395-8406.— Paid  2/.  to  John  Coombes,  of 
Artillery  Street,  a  carrier  or  carter,  for  four  tickets, 
also  received  from  Mr.  Pout ;  and  Mr.  Keel,  the  baker, 
had  U.,  8407-8421.— Knows  Coveney,  the  baker,  but 
never  sent  him  a  sack  of  flour  in  his  life,  or  ordered 
one  to  go,  or  knows  of  him  haA-ing  one  from  anybody 
else;  and  sent  no  sacks  to  any  one,  8422-8428. — 
Kncrws  Busher,  a  freeman ;  statement  of  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  his  being  on  witness's  pre- 
mises for  three  weeks,  and  treatment  towards  him, 
8429-8478.— Voted  for  Lord  Albert  and  Smythe,  and 
in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  being  a  miller,  he  did 
not  like  foreign  flour  coming  m  free,  and  took  a  little 
interest  in  protection,  being  one  of  the  committee, 
8479-8481. 

Johnson,  Benjamin.  (Second  Examination.) — Adheres 
to  former  statement,  that  he  was  not  a  party  to 
Busker's  bein^  hid  on  his  premises,  12,893,  12,894. 
— Stated  previously  that  he  had  given  Busher  about 
30s.  out  of  charity  ;  never  paid  him  3/.  for  not 
voting,  12,895-12,901. — Witness  made  a  statement 
before  Mr.  Scoones,  which  he  reads  from  brief  marked 
A.,  frt>m  which  it  appeared  that  the  reason  for  witness 
keeping  Busher,  was  to  prevent  him  voting  for  the 
Blues,  while  in  his  statement  to  the  Commissioners  he 
said  he  did  not  know  why  he  kept  him,  12,902-12,908. 
— When  Busher  stated  that  witness  gave  him  3/.  for 
not  voting  for  the  Blues,  he  stated  very  wrong,  as  all 
he  had  was  30s.  out  of  witness's  pocket,  12,909- 
12,912. — ^l^old  Busher  to  go  and  vote  which  way  he 
pleased,  but  not  in  consequence  of  a  dispute  witness 
had  with  Alderman  Brent,  and  did  not  ask  or  encourage 
him  first  to  vote  for  the  Tories,  12,913-12,919.— Got 
5/.  from  Mr.  Pout  for  Roberts,  Cocnnbs,  and  Keel,  as 
stated  when  last  examined,  12,920,  12,921. 

Johnstone,  the  Honourable  Mr.  Butler.  (Analysis 
of  his  Evidence.) — One  of  the  successful  candidates  in 
Ae  election  of  1852,  2555. — Knew  nothing  of  Canter- 
buiy  before  that,  and  was  not  locally  connected  with 
the  place,  2556. — How  witness  was  induced  to  start  for 
Canterbury,  2559, 2560. — Nothing  was  then  mentioned 
about  l^e  probable  expense,  but  witness  asked  parti- 
cularly about  the  registration,  and  was  assured  the 
Conservatives  were  in  a  considerable  majority,  2561. — 


Johnstone,  the  Honourable  Mr.  Butler— con/»nt(«(^. 

Did  not  ascertain  before  coming  to  Canterbury  what 
the  probable  expenses  would  be,  2562. — ^Witness  should 
think  he  was  down,  and  canvassed  the  city  a  month  or 
six  weeks  before  the  election,  2563,  2564. — Coalesced 
with  Mr.  Henry  Plumptre  Gipps ;  his  great  local  con- 
nexion being  another  inducement  to  stand,  2565. — 
Issued  a  joint  address,  and  fought  the  battle  together, 
2556. — Witness  was  called  upon  for  an  advance  of 
money  two  or  three  days  before  election,  and  advanced 
300/.,  which  was  paid  into  the  account  of  Mr.  Kingsford, 
with  his  bankers  in  London,  2568-2573. — Had  various 
applications  in  the  street  from  freemen  wanting  money, 
but  was  veiy  guarded.     Heard  that  the  Blue  party 
were  laying  a  trap  to  trip  witness  up  upon  petition, 
2574. — Was  not  asked  for  any  further  advance  during 
the  election,  2575. — Has  psdd  1,^^00/.  in  all  in  reference 
to  this  election;    exclusive  of  the  petition;   that  is 
another  matter,  2576-2579.— Paid  the  1,300/.  in  three 
moments;  first  300/.,  then  700/.,  and  then  300/.,  2580. 
Witness  paid  the  700/.  in  London,  at  his  own  house, 
to  Mr.  Pout,  about  the  21st  or  22d  of  July,  soon  after 
the  election,  2581-2584.— As  to  the  last  300/.,  >vitnes8 
should  say  he  ought  not  to  have  paid  it ;  but  his  col- 
league went  to  Germany,  and  while  witness  was  in 
Scotland  he  received  a  letter  asking  for  300/.,  which  he 
considered  Mr.  Gipps  ought  to  have  paid,  2585. — ^The 
letter  was  from  Mr.  Pout  or  Mr.  Kingsford;  is  not 
quite  sure  which,  2586. — Witness  remitted  from  Scot- 
land, through  his  bankers  there,  the  300/.,  which  makes 
the  1,300/. ;  that  is  the  only  money  he  has  ever  paid, 
and  is  told  he  will  never  be  called  upon  for  more ;  but 
considers  Mr.  Gipps  owes  witness  some  money,  as  the  ex- 
penses were  to  have  been  equally  divided  between  them, 
2587,  2588. — No  account  has  been  rendered  to'witness, 
2589. — Does  not  know  how  the  300/.   was    spent. 
Understood  there  was  a  great  number  of  colour  tickets. 
Was  exceedingly  particukr  that  there  should  be  no  act 
of  bribery,  knowing  the  trap  of  the  Blue  party,  and 
that  thev  had  fallen  back,  expecting  to  beat  upon  peti- 
tion.    Witness  was  rather  startled,  and  said,  "  If  this 
money  is  expended  we  shall  be  unseated,"  but  was 
assured  a  great  number  of  colour  tickets  were  required ; 
that  that  was  a  legal  thing,  and  that  the  freemen  of 
Canterbury  were  entitled  to  them,  2590. — Had  no  legal 
agent,  2591. — Statement  as  to  Mr.  Richard  Kingsford's 
connexion  with  witness,  2594. — Found  that  a  large 
pud  force  was  absolutely  necessary  to  prevent  mal^ 
treatment,  especially  on  the  poUing  day,  2596. — ^The 
Blues  had  a  procession  equally  as  iBxge,  but  whether 
paid  or  not  cannot  say,  2597— Never  knew  until 
petition  was  presented  against  witness  that  the  other 
parties  had  not  colour  tickets,  2598. — ^Witness  always 
wondered  what  the  trap  was,  and  where  it  was  placed, 
2599,  2600.— Had  a  conversation  with  Dr.  Lochee 
aiter  the  election,  in  the  cricket  week,  in  August, 
when  he  said  he  did   not  think  witness  would  be 
called  upon   to    pay   any   more,    2602-2608. — Wit- 
ness   was    fully    under    the    impression    he    had    a 
deal  more  to  pay,  after  paying  the  300/.  before  ihe 
election,  and  was  prepared  to  do  so,  2609. — Reasons 
for  this  impression,  2610-2613. — When  told  that  the 
Bifrons  purse  was  to  be  opened,  certainlv,  in  the  heat 
of  the  tning,  should  say,  would  have  oeen  prepared 
to  have  had  recourse  to  the  same  measures  which 
witness  anticipated  they  would  have  recourse  to  to 
save  the  seat,  2614. — Although  not  called  upon  till 
after  the  election  for  an  additional  700/.  would  have 
paid  it  during  the  election,  if  asked,    2615. — Tlie 
colour  tickets  always  reconciled  \ntness  to  the  fact  of 
the  expenditure  of  that  sum,  knowing  such  were  on 
both  sides  for  years,  and  the  immense  number  of  tiiem 
required ;  but  witness  did  not  go  amongst  them,  nor 
ask  how  the  expenditure  was  going  on,  2616. — Should 
have  given  the  mone^,  and  asked  no  questions,  2618. 
— Cannot  say  what  induced  the  deputation  to  invite 
witness  to  become  a  candidate  for  Canterbury,  2619.— 
Witness  cannot  say  from  whom  he  first  heard  a  mem- 
ber was  required.    Witness  belongs  to  three  dubs  in 
London,  and  has  heard  the  on  dits  of  elections,  and 
thinks  in  that  way  it  may  have  come  to  his  ears,  2620. 
— Witness's  reasons  for  going  into  Parliament,  2621. 
— ^The  deputation  from  electors  of  Canterbury  did 
not  reach  witness  before  Lord  Derby's  Government 
came  into  power,  2622. — Was  careless  of  getting 
into  Parliament.     Was  spoken  of  for   one  or  two 
places  before  Canterbury,  2623,  2624. — Consulted  one 
or  two  persons^  with  a  view  of  getting  named  as  a  Tory 
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'  candidate,  2625-2627.— -Mr.  Brown,  the  parliamentary 
agent,  was  one,  2628,  262.9.— He  acted  for  witness  as 
parliamentary  agent,  when  the  petition  was  presented 
against  return  conjointly  with  Mr.  Kingsford,  2631. — 
Defended  witness's  seat,  2632.— Had  no  conversation 
with  any  one  in  London  as  to  the  expenses  after  recdv- 
ing  the  Canterbury  deputation,  2633.— Had  no  reason 
tobelieve  that  any  assistance  would  be  received,  2634. 
— ^The  money  came  from  witness's  own  legitimate 
property,  2635.— Was  in  Canterbury  a  week  canvassing 
before  the  300/.  was  pwd  into  Mr.  Kingsford's  account 
with  his  London  bankers ;  it  was  so  paid  at  his  request, 
2636-2639.— Should  be  sorry  to  say  who  the  banker 
was,  without  having  a  note  of  it,  2640. — When  the 
deputation  called  upon  witness  in  London  not  a  sylla- 
ble was  mentionea  about  bribeir  and  corrupfion, 
colour-ticket  men,  or  anything  of  the  sort,  and  witness 
made  no  inquiry,  264  L — Was  not  requested  to  stand 
upon  the  pun^  principle ;  that  was  left  perfectly  open, 
2642,2643. — Mr.  Vance,  the  present  member  for 
Dublin,  preceded  witness  and  Mr.  Gipps,  2645,  2646. 
— Did  not  know  him  at  that  time,  2o47.— Knew  no- 
thing of  Ids  affiedrs ;  not  one  word  was  said  to  witness 
on  me  subject,  and  would  not  have  listened  to  it  if  there 
had,  2648. — ^Was  called  upon  to  meet  no  outstanding 
claim  of  his,  2649. — Knew  nothing  as  to  whether  the 
expenses  of  Mr.  Vance's  last  and  previous  contest  had 
been  paid  before  witness  came  down  to  Canterbury, 
2650. — Heard  liiere  was  a  rumour  of  Mr.  Vance's  going 
suddenly  away,  and  taking  leave  of  the  constituency. 
Asked  nim  one  day  in  the  House  of  Commons,  if 

*  they  supposed  he  received  money;  but  he  merely 
gesticulated,  as  much  as  to  say,  it  was  not  the  case, 
2651-2653. — Cannot  particularize  who  told  witness 
Mr.  Vance  had  received  some  inducement  to  leave, 
2654. — First  heard  the  rumour  in  Canterbury,  2655. 
— Heard  of  the  trap  laid  for  witness  and  Conser- 
vative party  during  the  canvass ;  cannot  say  who 
told,  but  heard  it  from  a  great  number;  no  lawyer 
mentioned  it,  2657. — It  made  such  an  impression 
that  witness,  during  the  canvass,  used  eveiy  mode 
to  impress  upon  his  friends  exceeding  caution,  2660. 
— To  the  poor  voters,  when  askea  for  money  in 
the  street,  ^tness  told  them  he  could  not  listen, 
and  then  to  remember  who  they  were  talking  to, 
2663. — ^About  a  dozen  such  applications  were  made, 
and  they  seemed  to  think  that  witness  spoke  as  a 
man  of  sense ;  they  walked  away,  and  did  not  appear 
angry,  2664-2668.— Did  not  mean  them  to  go  to 
the  agents;  only  said  he  could  not  give  them  any- 
thing; they  must  be  certain  it  was  contrary  to  law, 
2669,  2670.— Never  was  asked  to  pay  any  debts  for 
them,  2671. — Never  was  asked  to  contribute  towards 
former  elections,  and  should  not  have  done  so ;  nor 
outstanding  dums  under  which  these  men  were  in- 
titled,  2672,  2673.— Knows  the  name  of  Southee, 
2674. — Went  to  Heme  Bay  to  canvass ;  met  several 
out-voters  there,  but  could  not  particularize ;  does  not 
recollect  Southee,  2676,  2677. — ^There  are  six  or  seven 
freemen  at  Heme  Bay,  whom  witness  canvassed,  2678- 
2681. — ^Remembers  a  poor-looking  man,  a  tailor, 
makii^  some  chum,  but  never  came  to  any  terms 
\rith  mm,  nor  promised  him  anything,  and  to  the 
best  of  witness's  knowledge  he  never  had  anything, 
2682. — Explanation  regarding  his  claim,  and  how 
made,  2684-2687.— When  statement  of  his  poverty 
was  made  at  Heme  Bay,  Dr.  Lochee  was  not  con- 
sulted, 2688. — Does  not  think  Dr.  Lochee  was  at 
Heme  Bay,  2689. — Has  no  recollection  of  referring  the 
man  to  Dr.  Lochee,  2690,  2691. — Does  not  know 
whether  Southee  voted  for  witness  or  not,  2692. — 
Understood  the  practice  of  colour  tickets  was  spread 
over  years ;  for  naif  a  century  both  sides  had  prac- 
tised it,  2696. —  It  has  been  decided  by  the  Com- 
mittee who  unseated  witness  to  be  bribery,  2697. — 
Was  not  examined  before  swd  Committee.  Heard 
colour  tickets  were  not  given  to  electors,  but  that 
electors  recommended ;  and  never  fsmcied  that  to 
be  bribery :  if  it  were,  thought  Aldermen  Brent 
and  Neame  too  respectable  for  such  a  thing,  2698. — 
Is  not  cognizant  of  one  single  act  of  bribery,  treat- 
ing, or  cormption,  except  the  colour  tickets,  while 
witness  was  a  candidate,  2701. — During  the  canvass 
drove  out  to  Bridge ;  on  the  road  met  a  poUceman  who 
was  stated  to  be  a  voter,  and  he  was  asked  to  support 
the  cause  in  the  usual  manner.  Witness's  friends  who 
were  with  him  knew  therte  was  another  vote  to  be  got 
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there,  and  asked  the  poUceman  about  him,  when  he 
consented  to  give  his  vote  and  assistance  to  us,  2702, 
2703. — Does  not  remember  the  name  of  the  voter, 
2/04. — Never  heard  the  policeman  say  that  the  man 
would  want  buying,  2705,  2706.— No  such  question 
was  ever  asked  by  policeman ;  if  it  had  been,  should 
clearly  remember  it.  Mr.  Gipps  and  Mr.  Core  Kings- 
ford  were  in  the  car  with  witness  at  the  time,  270/. 

JossLYN,  Joseph.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— A  free- 
man, and  voted  last  year  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
received  5/.  from  Friend,  10,828-10,833. 

JossLYN,  Joseph,  senior.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) 
A  freeman,  and  voted  last  year  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
and  received  5/.  from  Friend,  10,835-10,839.— Voted  in 
1847  with  the  Blues,  and  had  two  colour  tickets  from 
tile  committee,  worth  to  witness  1/.,  10,840-10,844. — 
Never  voted  ^i^out  having  something,  either  colour 
tickets  or  money,  10,845-10,847. 

JossLYN,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — A 
freeman,  and  voted  at  last  election  on  the  Tory  side. 
Received  5/.  from  Thomas  Friend,  10,848-10,854.— 
Had  5/.  also  from  Friend  in  1847  for  vote  for  the 
Tories,  10,855-10,858. — ^Always  had  money  for  vote, 
except  in  1841,  and  Friend  always  paid  witness,  10,859- 
10,866. 

JossLYN,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  free- 
man, and  voted  last  year  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps. 
Had  51.  from  Thomaa  Friend,  10,867-10,873. 

JossLYN,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A 
bricklayer  and  freeman,  14,127,  14,128. — Five  of  same 
name  upon  register,  brothers  and  fe^her,  14,129-14,131 . 
— Voted  at  last  election  for  Somerville  and  Romilly, 
14,132,  14,133. — Canvassed  by  Gipps  and  Johnstone ; 
did  not  promise,  and  had  no  money  from  them  nor 
committee,  nor  from  Mr.  Friend  or  anybody  during 
election ;  no  colour  tickets,  and  was  not  a  messenger, 
14,134-14,142.— Voted  in  1847  for  Clmton  and  Vance, 
and  had  5/.  from  Mr.  Kelson ;  is  sure  it  was  not 
8/.,  14,143-14,148. — ^Had  nothing  more  that  election; 
14,l49.~Gave  no  hint  at  the  election  of  1852  that 
witness  wanted  any  money,  14,150-14,152. — Did  not 
expect  any,  14,153. 

Kelson,  Charles.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  at  last 
election,  but  did  not  have  a  "  blessed  halfjienny"  for  his 
vote,  13,021-13,025. — Circumstances  connected  with 
delivery  of  parcel,  supposed  to  contain  money,  to 
Thomas  Taylor.  13,026-13,058.— Voted  for  first  time 
at  last  election ;  gave  no  parcel  or  money  to  anybody 
but  Taylor,  and  does  not  know  of  any  other  person 
employed  in  the  same  way  in  disguise,  13,059-13,068. 
— ^Was  told  by  his  brother,  at  Hollands',  to  take  the 
money  to  Taylor,  13,069,  13,070. — Was  disguised  only 
once,  for  about  one  hour,  between  eleven  and  t^'elve 
in  morning,  13,071-13,075. 

Kelson,  James.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence,) — ^Was  not 
at  HuU  in  Yorkshire  in  February  lasl^  nor  anywhere  in 
Yorkshire,  418,  419. — Had  left  directions  with  Scoones 
and  Pilcher  that  witness  would  be  found  in  the  Isle  of 
Man,  420,  421. — BeUeves  Mr.  Pilcher  assists  occasion- 
ally as  a  derk  in  Mr.  Kingsford's  office,  422,  423. — 
Had  left  no  direction  with  anybody  that  a  letter  would 
find  witness  at  the  Post  Office  at  Hull  in  Yorkshire, 
424. — Did  not  know  of  anybody  going  to  Hull  in 
Yorkshire  about  the  same  tipie  witness  went  to  the 
Isle  of  Man,  425. — Had  no  convocation  with  Pilcber 
or  Scoones  about  any  letter  addressed  to  Hull,  426. 

Kelson,  Jambs.  (Second  Examinatum), — Is  a  surveyor 
and  builder,  6106. — Has  always  been  a  Conservative, 
6107,  6108.— Is  both  a  freeman  and  householder,  6109, 
6110. — Voted  first  in  1847,  when  he  had  some  money, 
but  cannot  tell  how  much,  from  Mr.  Frederick  Beni 
nett,  to  pay  for  votes,  6111-6118. — ^Paid  money  to 
seven  or  eight,  but  cannot  recollect  all  their  names, 
6119,  6120.— Thinks  he  paid  one  Henry  Page  10/.,  an 
hour  or  two  after  voting,  by  Mr.  Bennett's  authority, 
6121-6131.— Paid  Henry  Wood  41,  or  5/.  after  voting, 
6132-6136. — Cannot  remember  any  other  name,  paid 
away  about  40/.  or  50/.  in  all  among  the  seven  or 
eight,  but  kept  no  account,  6137-6140. — Page  was  the 
dearest  bargain  they  had,  6141. — Returned  no  money 
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to  Mr.  Bennett,  and  kept  none,  as  witness  received  the 
money  from  Mr.  Bennett  roan  by  man,  and  had  his 
personal  sanction  in  each  case,  6142-6146. — Does  not 
know  Mr.  Bennett's  Christian  name,  but  he  is  alive 
and  lives  somewhere  in  London,  6147-^149. — Mr.  Ben- 
nett kept  the  Globe  Tavern,  now  the  Victoria,  in  1847, 
or  at  least  was  there  very  often,  6150-6163. — Heard 
Mr.  Goodwin's  evidence,  but  does  not  know  whether 
he  was  landlord  of  the  Victoria  in  1850,  6154,  6155. — 
Took  an  active  part  for  the  Reds  in  1852  as  canvasser 
and  bribery  agent,  6156-6159. — Does  not  think  any 
one  appointed  him  to  the  post,  but  received  the  money 
from  Mr.  Pout,  6160, 61 61. —Received  from  hun  about 
150/.  or  160/.,  which  was  spent  on  messengers,  pre- 
sents, and  paying  voters,  6162-6164.— Paid  8/.  or  10/. 
to  "  the  roughs,"  whose  duty  was  to  protect  voters 
and  prevent  a  disturbance,  but  all  the  rest  of  the 
money  went  to  the  voters,  6165-6173. — ^Witness 
handed  in  a  list  of  voters  to  whom  money  had  been 
paid,  which  he  had  prepared  from  memory,  0174-6177. 
Wilham  Hadley  received  5/.  for  his  vote,  6178-6180. 
Three  persons  of  the  name  of  Wood  received  5/.  each, 
but  witness  cannot  say  what  are  their  Christian  names 
or  where  they  live,  but  knows  two  of  them  live  in  Ivy 
Lane,  6181-6187.— They  said  Mr.  Wilcox  had  sent  a 
Mr.  Watkins  to  them  to  sa^,  they  were  to  jret  some 
money,  and  they  voted  on  witness's  side,  6188,  6189. 
— Edwin  H^rward,  who  wanted  6/.  got  5/.,  but  wit- 
ness thinks  Mr.  BUnks  had  part  of  the  bribe,  6190- 
6193. — Mr.  Blinks  sent  Hayward  to  witness,  but 
Southee  took  witness  to  Hayward,  6194,  6195. — 
T.  Brown  received  5/.  for  his  vote,  6196,  6197.— 
£.  Jennings,  a  messenger,  received  5/.,  thouffh  his 
duty  might  have  been  worth  2/.  or  3/.,  6198-6200.— 
All messenffers received  about  doublepay,  in  consider- 
ation of  meir  votes,  6201-6204. — ^Ijiere  were  three 
o^et  messengers,  Henry  Jennings,  Thomas  Taylor, 
and  Samuel  Pond,  who  received  5/.  each,  6205-62(fe. — 
A.  Brett  had  6/.  IO5.  for  a  room  used  as  a  tally-room 
for  two  or  three  days,  but  witness  does  not  remember 
whether  he  voted,  6209-6215.— Allwri^ht,  who  "had 
been  hanging  out,  and  over-stepped  his  market,"  re- 
ceived 4/.  or  5/.,  6216-^18.— Charles  and  John 
Parsons  had  5/.,  and  Minter  and  George  Austin 
4/.  apiece,  for  their  votes,  6219-6227.— J.  Terry's 
name  should  not  be  in  the  list,  as  the  5/.  or  6/.  he 
had,  witness  lent  him  privately  three  or  four  months 
before  the  election,  and  not  to  secure  his  vote, 
6228-6233.— Edwin  Bradford  received  7/.  for  his  vote, 
as  did  three  other  Bradford's,  whose  Christian  names 
witness  does  not  know,  6234-6238. — ^Eight  in  all,  of 
whom  four  are  Bradford's,  got  71,  each  in  a  lot,  6239- 
6242. — ^These  seven  pounders  who  hung  together,  and 
through  Dennis  Jeanes,  one  of  their  number,  asked  for 
10/.  apiece  for  the  lot,  but  whoip  witness  bate  down 
to  7/.,  did  not  go  up  in  a  taUy  but  voted  at  different 
places,  6243-6250. — Does  not  remember  consulting 
any  one  when  Jennings  came  to  him,  6251. — The 
names  of  the  other  seven  pounders  were  Thomas  Wil- 
kinson, James  Jeanes,  and  another  Jeanes,  a  labouring 
man,  whose  Christian  name  witness  does  not  know, 
6252-6262.— Thomas  Wilkmson  keeps  the  Woolpack 
pubUchouse,  where  the  seven  pounders  met,  and  at 
whidi  they  were  paid,  6254-6257. — Thomas  Best  re- 
ceived only  1/.  after  the  election  for  his  vote,  as  he  was 
already  pledged  through  his  master  to  vote  for  Gipps 
and  Johnstone,  and  therefore  had  no  promise  to  sell, 
6263. — ^A  man  named  Williamson,  though  he  voted 
for  the  opposite  party,  received  3/.  or  3/.  10s.  to  prevent 
his  telling  that  he  had  been  offered  5/.  by  witness  for 
his  vote,  6276-6283.— Thomas  Boorman  got  5/.  for 
his  vote,  6284-6286. — Does  not  know  whether  Wil- 
liamson received  anything  for  voting  for  the  Blues, 
but  thinks  it  likely  he  did,  6288-6291.— Has  heard  of 
the  Butter  Market  Troop,  who  voted  for  RomiUy 
and  SomerviUe,  6292. — Mr.  Matthews  and  Mr.  Austen 
are  the  only  members  of  the  Troop,  whose  names 
witness  knows;  they  are  a  strong  party,  6297-6307. 
— Cannot  tell  how  many  voters  belong  to  the  Troop, 
but  thinks  thev  may  influence  100,  6308,  6309.— 
Received  10/.  from  Mr.  Pout  that  he  might  pro- 
ceed to  the  Isle  of  Man  before  the  Committee  of 
Inquiiy  came  on,  6310-6317. —  Had  been  served 
wrtn  Speaker's  warrant,  6318. — Returned  after  the 
inquiiy  was  over,  6319. — Received  20/.  in  all,  and 
his  expenses  were  19/.,  leaving  an  overplus  of  a 
sovereign,  which  he  retained,  but  does  not  know 
from   whom  the  second  10/,    came,    6320-6325. — 
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While  away  wrote  to  Mr.  Pilcher  and  Mr.  Hollands, 
and  sent  se%'eral  letters  under  cover  to  them,  6326- 
6331. — Is  not  aware  whether  the  money  came  from 
either  Mr.  Pout  or  Mr.  PUcher,  6332-^5.— Mr. 
Pilcher  is  a  clerk  to  Messrs.  Kingsford  and  Wig^t- 
wick,  6336,  6337. — Does  not  remember  there  being 
any  signatures  to  the  letters  he  received,  which  he  des- 
troyed as  soon  as  he  got,  6338. — ^Wrote  to  Hollands 
because  he  was  an  old  friend  who  knew  he  intended 
going  away,  6339,  6340.— Does  not  know  John  White, 
6341. — ^Witness's  difficulty  in  answering  the  question 
about  the  money  arose  from  Mr.  Kingsfoi^'s  unwilling- 
ness to  give  up  his  papers,  in  which  the  entries  of  the 
payments  might  appear,  6342-6344.— Has  not  had  any 
conversation  either  with  Mr.  Kingsford,  Mr.  Pilcher, 
Mr.  Scoones,  or  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone,  since  the  com- 
mission broke  up  yesterday  afternoon,  6345-6348. — 
Witness  may  have  confounded  the  Butter  Market 
Troop  with  the  Fmandal  Reform  Association,  6349. — 
Names  of  some  of  the  members  of  this  association 
6350-6360. — Does  not  believe  they  would  take  bribes, 
6349-6361. 

Kelson,  Jambs.  (Third  Examination). — ^The  Thomas 
Taylor  to  whom  witness  gave  5/.  lives  in  Westgate; 
there  are  many  Thomas  Taylors  in  Canterbury,  fel~ 
6693. — Does  not  know  whether  the  derk  to  Mr.  Pbut 
of  that  name  is  a  voter  or  not,  6694. 

King,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — ^A  voter 
for  the  city  of  Canterbury,  5206. — Has  no  occupation ; 
was  not  a  voter  at  the  election  of  1841,  but  canvassed 
with  Mr.  Smythe  when  he  stood  against  Mr.  Henniker 
Wilson;  was  a  member  of  his  committee,  and  had 
fr^uent  communications  with  him,  5207-5214. — 
A  sum  of  1,000  sovereigns  was  placed  in  witness's 
hands,  5215. — Cannot  recollect  whether  the  sovereigns 
were  in  bags ;  the^  were  counted  out  to  witness,  521Q. 
Thinks  it  was  previous  to  the  canvass,  5219. — Cannot 
be  positive  whether  it  was  after  Lord  Conyngham  had 
resigned,  5220. — Captain  Bigg,  a  stranger  to  Qmter- 
bury,  but  a  friend  of  Mr.  Smythe's,  counted  the 
sovereigns  out  to  witness,  5221-5225. — He  was  in  Can- 
terbury during  a  portion  of  the  election,  and  witness  was 
veiy  often  out  with  him,  5226. — ^Witness  paid  the 
money  to  the  different  orders  of  the  then  chamnan  of 
the  Conservative  club,  Mr.  John  Partridge — a  l^ousand 
altogether,  in  large  sums,  5229-5232.— A  400/.,  t%vo 
200^,  and  two  100/.,  5233.— Mr.  John  Pout  had  the 
400/.,  5236.— Mr.  Gumey  Crossdale,  200/.;  Mr.  Wil- 
lou^hby  Smithson,  200/.  Mr.  Crossdale  was  vice- 
chairman,  and  Mr.  Smithson  secretary  of  Conservative 
club,  5237-5239.— Tlien  Mr.  Pout  himself  had  100/., 
and  cannot  be  poative,  but  thinks  silver  Mr.  Walker 
or  Mr.  Partridge  had  the  other  100/.,  5240-5244.— No 
other  money  umatever  passed  through  witness's  hands, 
5245. — Captain  Big^  ooimted  the  money  out  in  a  room 
in  witness's  house  m  the  evening,  5246,  5247. — He 
brought  it  himself,  and  did  not  say  where  he  had  got 
it,  5248-5250.— Mr.  Henry  Kingsford,  the  solicitor, 
had  asked  witness  if  he  would  undertake  the  charge  of 
a  sum  of  money  to  be  placed  to  the  use  of  the  then 
chairman  of  the  Conservative  dub,  and  witness  seceded 
to  his  request,  5251-5254. — ^Not  being  an  elector,  and 
having  taken  no  part  in  the  elections  of  Canterbury, 
never  thought  at  the  time  \i^ether  that  money  was  to 
be  expended  for  legal  or  illegal  purposes,  5255y  6266. — 
To  the  best  of  witness's  memory  that  was  all  the  money 
passed  through  his  hands  in  the  election  of  1841.  Does 
not  know  of  any  other  person  through  whose  hands 
money  passed  besides  Mr.  Partridge  and  Mr.  Pout, 
5257-5260.— Took  no  active  part  whatever  in  the 
general  election  of  1841  on  the  dissolution  of  Ptoha- 
ment;  merely  canvassed  for  Mr.  Smvthe  and  Mr. 
Bradshaw,  and  was  on  the  committee^  but  was  not  an 
elector,  5266-5268.— Had  nothing  to  do  whatever  with 
any  internal  arrangements  of  the  committee,  and  no 
money  fDr  the  purposes  of  the  election  passed  through 
witness's  hands,  5269-6274. — Cannot  say  who  had  the 
financial  department  on  behalf  of  the  Conservative 
candidates  on  that  election,  6275. — In  1847  was  first  a 
voter.  Took  the  same  canvassing  part  as  before  for 
the  two  Conservative  candidates,  Mr.  Vance  and  Lord 
Pcdham  Clinton,  and  was  also  on  the  committee,  5276- 
5279. — Had  no  money  transactions  at  that  election, 
5281. — Cannot  say  who  had  ihe  management  of  the 
f<nftnr»Mil  department,  6282. — Had  fre<)iwnt  communi- 
cations with  the  Conservatire  caadidi^  but  none 
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with  reference  to  the  expenses  of  the  election,  5283, 
5^, — ^A  great  number  of  applications  were  made 
to  know  whether  colour  tickets  would  be  granted, 
and  th^  were  generally  told  to  apply  to  the  conunittee, 
6285-5288. — Ix)oked  upon  such  as  Ukely  to  support 
the  Conservative  interest  if  the  applications  were 
acceeded  to,  5290. — Generally  had  a  clerk  who  carried 
the  canvassing  book,  5289. — In  1850,  the  contested 
election,  when  Mr.  Vance  was  a  candidate  for  a  short 
time  for  one  side ;  witness  took  no  part  at  all.  Saw 
Mr.  Vance,  and  had  a  conversation  with  him  as  a 
friend.  TTiere  was  no  canvassing  for  that  election, 
6291. — Upon  the  last  election  when  Mr.  Butler  John- 
stone and  Mr.  Gipps  were  candidates  canvassed  for 
them,  and  abo  belonged  to  the  committee;  but 
never  was  much  in  it  as  r^ards  any  internal  busi- 
ness, 5292-5294. — ^The  usual  routine  in  recommen- 
dations for  colours  as  upon  other  elections,  5925. — 
"Witness  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  financial  arrange- 
ments in  1852,  except  the  payment  of  two  small 
accounts,  5298. — One  was  an  advance  to  Reader.  He 
was  employed  in  the  registration,  and  knew  almost 
evoT  one,  and  generallv  accompanied  the  canvassers, 
5299. — He  had  6/.  for  the  number  of  weeks  canvass- 
ing, which  did  not  make  more  than  10».  or  11«.  a  week 
for  services  actually  performed,  and  had  no  reference 
to  his  vote,  5300-5303.— The  other  bill  was  ?/.,  and 
some  shillings,  perhaps,  paid  in  different  sums,  such  as 
105.,  155.,  or  I65.,  K)r  luncheons  actually  had  while 
canvassing,  6304-5306.  Does  not  know  Hayward,  or 
anything  about  him  having  received  money  from 
Reader,  further  than  having  seen  it  reported  in  the 
London  ne^vspapers,  5307-5326. — Reader  had  the  6/. 
at  different  times  in  amounts  of  about  IO5.  at  a  time, 
as  advances.  Considered  it  was  given  him  for  services 
rendered  the  party,  5327-5331. 

KiNGSPORD,  Mr.  Henry  Core.  (Analysis  of  his  Evi- 
dence.)— Is  a  solicitor  at  Canterbury,  and  voter,  5381. 
Votes  as  a  householder,  and  not  as  a  freeman,  5383. — 
^-Was  too  young  in  1841  to  recollect  much  about  the 
election  in  that  year,  5386,  5387. — ^Thinks  he  had  no 
vote  in  1847,  5389.— Took  no  part  in  that  election, 
6390. — ^No  moneys  passed  through  witness's  hands  in 
connexion  with  the  election  of  1847,  5394. — Neither 
witness  nor  his  fiither  were  Mr.  Johnstone's  agents, 
6396,  5397. — ^Was  professionally  employed  for  John- 
stone and  Gipps,  in  defending  their  seats,  5402. — No 
member  of  tneir  firm  employed  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps  at  the  election  of  1852,  5406. — ^Worked  with 
other  gentlemen  in  promoting  the  election  of  John- 
stone and  Gipps,  5406. — ^Witness's  father  received 
850/.  in  &ree  or  four  payments,  5409. — Out  of  the  first 
remittance  paid  Mr.  Font  50/.,  and  Mr.  Collard  50/. ; 
and  out  of  tne  second  remittance  paid  Mr.  Pout  150/., 
6414. — ^Was  directed  by  Dr.  Locnee  to  jwiy  Mr.  Pout 
300/..  64 16. — These  payments  were  to  be  appUedto  the 
legitimate  and  general  purposes  of  the  election,  5412- 
6419. — Afterwards  paid  300/.,  in  two  sums,  to  Mr. 
Pout,  by  wder  of  Dr.  Lochee,  6428. — Pwd  Smith,  the 
coachmaker,  113/.  Os.  2d.,  by  order  of  Dr.  Lodiee, 
6429,  6430. — ^This  was  Smith's  bill  for  making  colours, 
6432. — ^Ihen  bills  were  paid  during  the  election,  5434. 
— ^Thinks  600/.  was  pdd  previous  to  the  election,  5436. 
—Paid  Ward's  bill  for  stationery,  62/.  11».  3d.,  5439. 
— Paid  Coleman  8/.,  for  making  bows  and  cockades, 
6440. — ^Tl^  leaves  a  balance  of  115/.  in  witness's 
hands,  witii  some  accounts  still  to  be  paid,  5440. 
— ^The  balance  scarcely  sufficient  to  cover  them,  6441, 
6442. — Received  no  other  monies  on  account  of  the 
election,  5444. — Objected  to  receive  large  sums,  unless 
he  knew  they  were  to  be  applied  to  a  proper  purpose, 
6445. — Knows  of  no  other  persons  than  Pout  and 
Collard  engaged  in  the  disbursement  of  the  money, 
6447. — ^The  accounts  produced  by  them  allowed  by 
Dr.  Lochee,  allowed  as  good  and  proper  vouchers, 
6447. — ^Witness's  fiither,  Dr.  Lochee,  ana  Mr.  William 
Delmar  audited  and  allowed  all  the  accounts,  6448. — 
Does  not  recollect  any  appUcation  for  money  from 
voters,  but  there  were  numerous  apphcations  for  colour 
tickets,  5451,  5462. — Received  a  letter,  about  the  time 
of  the  election,  from  a  man  named  Engeham,  claiming 
from  the  Conservative  party  250/.  or  260/.  for  an  old 
back  debt,  6453. — Circumstances  connected  therewith, 
6466-5479. — Mr.  Pout  and  a  great  many  others  had 
heard  Dr.  Lochee  and  all  of  committee  say  that  they 
hoped  no  indiscretion  would  be  committed,  as  there  was 
no  necessity  for  it,  5484-5487. — Mr.  Sneller,  the  town 
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councillor,  is  on  the  other  side,  5488. — ^The  Styles 
family  always  voted  for  the  Conservatives;  there  arc 
eight  or  ten  of  them,  5490,  5091. — Does  not  know 
whether  they  voted  without  money,  5493. — ^Their 
names  did  not  appear  in  getting  up  the  evidence  in 
defending  the  seats  upon  petition,  ^94. — ^Took  good 
care  not  to  know  anything  about  bribery  or  illegal 
practices  in  the  city,  5495. — ^Was  surprised  to  &id 
there  had  been  so  much  corruption,  5497. — Never 
knew  personally  how  it  was  done,  or  anything  about 
it,  5499. — No  doubt  bribery  existed  at  every  election, 
on  witness's  side  as  well  as  the  other,  5502-^5505. — 
Quite  siuxj  the  sums  witness  paid  Mr.  Pout  were  for 
legal  purposes ;  received  the  account  afterwards  of  how 
all  the  money  was  paid,  5606-6508. — Vouchers  were 
sent  back  to  Mr.  Pout,  but  can  give  the  items  paid. 
Witness  saw  the  vouchers,  and  they  were  signed  by 
Dr.  Lochee  as  being  correct  and  proper  sums,  5509. — 
Only  850/.  of  the  money  which  went  to  Mr.  Pout's 
hands  on  that  election  passed  through  witness's  firm, 
6510. — Has  got  vouphers  for  the  legal  expenditure  to 
amount  of  700/.,  5511. — Has  on  hand  about  115/.,  and 
a  few  bills  left,  5512. — Can  bring  the  accounts,  and 
show  expenditure  of  683/.,  5613. — In  the  matter  of  the 
election  petition  witness  personally  attended  to  the 
defence  of  the  seats  in  the  House  of  Commons,  5514. 
— Sent  clerks  to  examine  the  witnesses,  and  of  course 
had  the  evidence  of  a  great  manjr  of  them,  5515-5517. 
— Considers  it  would  not  be  fiur  towards  other  people 
to  produce  these  papers ;  the  production  of  the  bnefs 
of  Johnstone  and  Gipps  might  involve  certain  parties, 
5518-^5521. — Directly  witness  found  there  were  thirty- 
four  persons  summoned  to  attend  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, he  sent  his  clerk  to  fish  out  all  he  could  frxim 
them,  in  order  to  be  in  a  position  to  instruct  counsel, 
and  that  the  defence  nught  be  shaped  accordingly, 
5523. — ^Tliese  people  told  witness's  clerks  in  confidence. 
Has  no  objections  to  give  up  the  information,  but  wit- 
ness is  placed  in  a  dehcate  position,  he  does  it  under 
protest.  Mr.  Coppock's  brief  would  tell  quite  as  much, 
5524-5529. — Does  not  know  who  told  John  White 
and  Thomas  Brown  to  keep  out  of  the  way ;  witness 
never  saw  them,  5531. — Witness's  instructions  to  one 
or  two  of  his  clerks  were  to  do  an3rtliing  that  was 
necessary,  and  if  any  one  wanted  change  of  air  not  to 

Erevent  their  going,  5534,  5535. — Pilcher  and  Taylor 
elped  to  get  up  the  case,  5539. — Cannot  tell  who 
managed  the  change  of  air  business ;  should  think  a 
good  many,  5540-5542. — Witness  rather  affirmed  it, 
and  is  quite  prepared  to  adopt  it,  6543. — Has  not  the 
remotest  idea  how  much  money  Brown  or  White  had  to 
go  away,  5645-5547. — W^as  surprised  at  Scoone's  letter, 
and  at  his  writing  such  a  thing,  5548, 5649. — Supposed 
he  must  have  done  it  under  the  general  authority  he  had 
to  manage  the  case,  5556. — Witness  does  not  wish  to  put 
himself  in  a  fedse  position.  Gave  Scoones  authority  to 
do  anything,  and  adopted  it  afterwards.  Wlien  it  was 
found  they  were  missmg,  thought  it  was  the  best  thing 
for  them,  5557-5565. — [Here  witness  requested  to  1^ 
allowed  to  consult  his  father  first  before  getting  all  the 
papers  relating  to  the  petition;  but  Commissioners 
ordered  him  to  remain  in  court,  and  to  send  one  of  the 
messengers  to  reouest  his  father's  attendance,  and  to 
bring  with  him  ail  the  papers  relating  to  the  matter, 
5566-5569.] 

Kingspord,  Mr.  Henry  Core.  (Second  Examination.) 
Has  all  letters,  instructions,  and  drafts  relating  to  the 
petition  in  his  custody,  but  received  only  verbal  instruc- 
tions, 7710-7713. — May  have  letters  from  his  dients 
and  will  produce  them,  7714-7/18. 

K1NG8FORD,  Mr.  Henry  Core.  (Second  Examna^ 
lion  rc««med.)--Puts  in  an  exact  copy  of  the  account 
which  appears  in  witness's  ledger  of  election  expenses, 
7723. 

Kingspord,  Henry  C.  (Second  Examination  again  re- 
sumed.) — Has  handed  up  all  the  papers  he  can  find,  witii 
the  exception  of  those  now  handed  in,  which  are  aU  that 
relate  to  the  business,  7960-7953. — Never  distributed 
colour  tickets  at  either  county  or  city  elections,  but 
may  have  given  cheques  for  the  purpose  to  Mr.  Smith, 
who  had  tne  whole  management  of  that  department, 
7954-7961. — Did  not  manage  the  county  and  city  elec- 
tions, but  has  recommendiid  labourers  for  tickets  at 
both,  7962. 
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KiNGSFORD,  Mr.  Henry  Cork.  (T%ird  examinatum). — 
Has  read  the  paper  described  as  extracts  of  papers 
hiuided  in  by  witness  11,212. — ^The  notes  in  witnesses 
handwriting,  in  the  margin  of  the  brief,  was  from  in- 
formation obtwned  from  Mr.  Pout,l  1,213-12,217.— The 
account  handed  to  witness  ^vas  sent  in  to  him  by  Mr. 
Thomas  White  Collard,  but  is  not  in  his  handwriting ; 
supposed  it  had  been  destroyed  with  the  others,  but 
went  to  Mr.  Pout  and  asked  him  to  try  to  find  it,  and 
the  night  before  last  it  was  left  at  witness's  house  in  an 
envelope,  and  thinks  it  hkely  it  came  from  Pout,  1 1,218- 
11,223. — May  have  seen  some  of  the  accounts,  and  may 
have  ordered  some  of  them  to  be  destroyed,  11,224- 
11,229.— Has  an  impression  that  300/.  was  brought  to 
witness  or  his  father,  and  they  said, "  Do  not  bring  it  to 
us,  we  have  got  enough,"  11,230, 11,331. — ^The  money 
aUuded  to  at  the  bottom  of  folio  11,  and  the  top  of 
folio  12,  is  the  money  left  with  Mr.  Pout  to  be  sent  to 
witness,  and  which  did  not  reach  him;  is  not  aware 
what  became  of  it,  11,232-11,^3.9. — Remembers  the 
account  coining  to  his  hands  in  1852,  but  does  not 
think  he  had  vouchers  for  the  items  in  it,  and  has  heard 
since  it  b  not  a  bon&  fide  one ;  supposes  it  was  put 
in  by  Mr.  Collard,  but  does  not  knowirom  whom  witness 
got  it,  11,240-11,243. 

KiNGSFORD,  Mr.  Henry  Core.  {Third  examination  re- 
8umed.)^The  additions  to  the  proof  of  Henry  Ward, 
in  the  brief  handed  to  witness,  are  in  witness's  hand- 
writing, and  were  taken  down  from  Mr.  Ward's  mouth; 
they  relate  to  the  part  Ward  took  in  the  transaction 
with  BUffh,  10,285-10,287.— The  writing  in  the  brief 
marked  B.  handed  to  witness  is,  he  thinks,  Mr.  Scoones*, 
and  that  on  the  margin  is  witness's  father's,  10,288- 
10,290.— The  paper  marked  "  Proof  Minutes  of  Evi- 
dence," is  in  Mr.  Scoones'  writing,  the  first  sheet  and 
the  marginal  observations  being  in  that  of  witness, 
though  marginal  obsen'ations  on  sheet  11  and  on 
sheet  13  are  in  his  father's,  but  the  body  of  it  is 
Mr.  Scoones',  10,292-10,301.— In  two  papers  mai;ked 
respectively  "  Uth  January  1853 — Minutes,"  the 
writing  appears  to  be  Mr.  Scoones',  or  one  of  the 
clerks,  and  the  marginal  notes  witness's  own,  10,302- 
10,304.— The  red  ink  marginal  notes  "bought  vote 
Kelson,"  Bligh,  and  so  on,  are  in  one  of  the  clerks' 
writing,  thinks  it  is  Scoones';  the  heading  "Bad 
case"  oeing  in  witness's  own  writing ;  and  all  the  mar- 
ginal notes  are  either  by  witness  or  a  clerk  from  some 
one  telling  them,  10,305-10,319. 

KiNGSFORD,  Mr.  Henry.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
The  briefs  mth  reference  to  defending  the  seats  of 
the  sitting  members  were  prepared  in  witness's  office, 
not  by  him  personally,  and  he  is  prepared  to  submit 
them  and  all  other  papers  on  the  subject,  having  re- 
ceived advice  by  counsel  to  that  effect,  7704. — ^The 
parcel  handed  in  contains  all  the  papers,  as  for  as  wit- 
ness knows,  but  Mr.  Kingsford,  junior,  had  the  pre- 
paration of  them,  7705-7709. 

KiNGSFORD,  Mr.  Henry.  (His  examination  resumed.) 
— Mr.  Johnstone  paid  to  witness's  account  in  Lon- 
don 300/.,  and  Mr.  Gipps  250/.,  which  was  trans- 
ferred to  witness's  public  ledger,  and  Mr.  Johnstone 
afterwards  sent  300/.,  which  was  disbursed  at  and  after 
the  election,  as  the  account  prepared  by  Mr.  Kingsford, 
junior,  will  show,  7719-7721.— Personally  was  engaged 
in  other  matters,  7722. 

KiNGSFORD,  Mr.  Henry.  (His  examination  again 
resumed.)--Did  not  interfere  personally  with  last  elec- 
tion, nor  with  the  first  in  1841,  thougn  money  passed 
through  his  hands,  7725-7729. — At  the  first  election  in 
1851,  had  1500/.  paid  to  his  banking  account  either  by 
Mr.  Smythe,  or  some  one  for  him,  in  April,  which  was 
more  than  paid  in  one  cheque  of  1,503/.  14».,  either  to 
Mr.  Pout  or  Mr.  Walker,  but  before  it  was  paid  had 
received  200/.,  7730-7732.- Mr.  Smythe  paid  in  all 
200/.,  1,500/.,  2,000/.,  and  294/.,  which  were  paid  over 
to  Mr.  Pout  in  various  cheques,  except  the  1500/., 
about  which  witness  has  doubts,  7733, 7/34. — A  classi- 
fication of  the  accounts  was  made  in  London  but  wit- 
ness thinks  not  by  him,  7735. — No  such  thing  as 
individual  bribery  was  shown  up  there  though  witness 
remembers  a  considerable  sum  marked,  "coiidential," 
which  looks  like  bribery,  and  a  great  deal  of  money 
went  on  public  houses,  7736-7740. — ^The  accounts  ex- 
amined by  Mr.  Lushin^n  were  all  witness  knew  of 
connected  with  the  election,  7741.— BeUeves  Mr.  Pout 
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had  all  witness's  cheques,  except  that  for  1,503/.  lis, 
already  mentioned,  7/44-7746. — ^Took  no  part  in  tiie 
election  of  1847,  except  giving  his  vote,  7747. — At  the 

feneral  election  in  1841  Mr.  Smythe,  or  some  one,  paid 
,000/.  into  witness's  account,  which  he  paid  in  one 
cheque  to  Mr.  Pout,  who  said  the  election  bills  came 
to  more  than  2,000/.  (Mr.  Bradshaw  having  given 
1,000/.),  7748-7751.— Has  no  doubt  that  "confiden- 
tial" must  mean  some  malpractice,  but  cannot  tell 
whether  it  was  opening  pubhc  houses,  or  bribery,  though 
struck  with  the  term  at  the  time,  7753,  7754. 

Knell,  Edward.  (Analysis  of  his  Emdence,}^A  free« 
man  and  voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  13,731- 
12,734. — Wife  received  money,  but  witness  never  saw 
it,  13,735, 13,736. — She  said  it  was  five  sovereigns,  and 
supposes  it  was  for  his  vote,  13,737-13,741. — ^Yoted  in 
1852  for  the  two  Tory  parties,  13,743. — Neither  witness 
nor  his  wife  had  any  money  then,  13,746. — Witness 
was  put  down  for  a  messenger  but  not  paid,  13,747, 
13,748. — Had  a  colour  ticket,  for  which  witness's  two 
sons  had  10«.  each,  13,749-13,752.— Was  advanced 
lOs,  for  being  a  messenger  in  1852,  13,753. — Nothing 
since,  but  expects  something.  Worked  hard  during 
the  time,  and  should  like  to  have  some  more  if  he 
could  get  it,  13,754-13,756. 

Knell,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Ertdence.)— A  freeman, 
and  voted  at  last  election  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone, 
144208-14,210. — Had  no  money  for  vote.  Sons  had 
colour  tickets  as  witness  sent  in  a  reoommendation, 
14,211-14,214.— In  1847,  witness  voted  for  Ointon 
and  Vance.  No  money  for  vote  then,  never  had  in 
life,  14,215,  14,216.— Daresajr  he  had  a  colour  tick^ 
14,217. — ^Was  a  messenger  in  1847>  and  thinks  he 
received  2/.  10».,  14,218,  14,219.  —  Worked  haid; 
always  did  in  all  elections,  14,220. 

Kidnapping  op  Voters.    (See  Abduction  of  Voters). 

Laming,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — A  house* 
holder,  and  voted  in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe, 
13,984-13,986. — Knows  Richard  Nye ;  saw  him,  and 
he  promised  to  go  and  poll  for  5/.,  13,987-13,993.— 
Does  not  know  who  gave  him  the  51. ;  never  saw  the 
man  after,  and  does  not  know  whether  he  ever  had  it, 
13,994. 

Lansfield,  Stephen.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Voted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  14,628, 
14,629. — As  messenger,  witness  received  lbs.,  14,630. 
—In  1847  voted  for  Chnton  and  Vance,  14,632.— Was 
a  messenger  then,  also,  and  received  payment  for  four 
days,  14,633-14,635. 

Laslett,  John.  (Analysis  of  Ins  Evidence.) — ^Voted  last 
year  for  Sir  William  Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly, 
and  in  1847  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Smythe, 
but  had  nothing  for  votes,  10,874-10,881. 

Lee,  Charles.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence). — Lives  at 
Uamsgate;  voted  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and 
Mr.  Smythe  in  1847 ;  had  5/.  from  Mr.  Cobb,  after 
voting,  to  defray  expenses — ^loss  of  time  coming  from 
Ramsgate  two  days  in  Canterbury,  and  one  day 
hunting  up  another  person,  11,088-11,119. 

Legal  Advisers  : — 

The  Hon.  Mr.  Elliott  was  Colonel  Romilly's  legal 
adviser  at  the  election  of  1852,  Aris,  403. — Mr.  Paget 
acted  as  Colonel  RomiUy's  professional  adviser  in  1850, 
Brent,  11,077. 

Legal  Agents.    (See  Agents). 

Lem AR,  William.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.) — A  free- 
man, and  voted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  14,490-14,492.— Had  two  colour  tickets,  14,493. 
— ^Wife  received  the  money,  kept  it,  and  made  use  of 
it,  14,494-14,496.— Was  not  a  messenger  in  1852, 
14,498.— Voted  in  1847  for  Vance  and  Clinton,  and 
received  5/.  from  Mr.  Bennett,  14,499-14,501. 

Lemar,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  freeman, 
and  voted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
and  had  5/.  from  Friend,  10,924-10,930. 

Lemon,  Edward.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Voted 
for  Conyngham  and  Smythe  in  1847>  and  had  no 
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Lemon,  EDWARD'--cofi/witi«i. 
money  for  his  vote ;  had  21.  \2s,  6d.,  not  3/.  1(W.,  from 
Mr.  Jacobs,  21.  of  which  witness  gave  to  his  sister  for 
colour  tickets  to  his  nephews,  and  kept  the  I2s.  6d.  to 
himself  for  travelling  expenses  from  Brighton,  11,509, 
11,616. — [Edward  Lemon  received  31.  10*.,  Jacobs, 
11,517,  11,518.] 

Lennard  Henry.  (Analysis  of  Ms  Evidence.)— \oted 
at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  14^233, 14,234. 
— Received  no  money,  14,235. — Gave  a  recommenda- 
tion for  colour  tickets  to  two  freemen,  one  of  them  was 
Charles  Smith,  don't  recoUect  the  other,  14,236-14,238. 

-  —Not  to  any  of  witness's  own  family,  14,239.— Was 
employed  as  a  messenger  by  Thomas  King,  Esq.,  but 
received  nothing ;  was  not  paid,  14,240-14,242. — Was 
ill  at  the  time,  and  did  not  vote  in  1847.  Before 
that  did ;  never  received  a  penny  in  his  life,  14,243, 
14,244. 

Liberal  Colours.    {See  Colours  of  Candidates). 

Linton,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Eviclence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  at  last  election  for  Smythe ;  had 
nothing  for  vote,  12,080-12.083.— Voted  in  1847  for 
Smythe  and  Conyngham ;  had  nothing  for  vote  then, 
either,  from  any  one,  12,084-12,088. — John  Linton  is 
witness's  brother,  12,090. — He  paid  witness  no  money 

,  then  nor  since,  nor  did  witness  owe  him  any  money 
before  the  election,  12,091-12,093.— He  did  not  say 
he  had  received  anv  money  for  witness,  12,094 .  [Linton 
told  witness  that  he  had  some  clothes,  and  was  to  keep 
the  whole  amount,  Goodmny  12,096-12,098.  12,105, 
12,106.] 

Linton,  Thomas.  (Examination  resumed.) — Witness's 
brother  told  him  he  had  received  61.,  He  did  not  say 
it  was  for  witness.  Did  not  ask  him  who  it  was  for, 
and  he  did  not  say  it  was  for  himself,  12,099-12,104.— 

.  Witness  did  not  tell  Goodwin  that  he  1^  told  his 
brother  he  might  keep  the  whole  61.  for  himself,  12,110. 
— ^Witness's  brother  said  he  had  been  buving  some 
clothes,  12,111. — Goodwin  met  witness,  and  gave  him 
a  glass  or  two  of  wine  the  other  night  and  said, 
"You  had  better  day  that  you  received  3/.  out  of 
6/.,"  and  witness  told  him  he  should  speak  the  truth, 
12,112. 

Linton,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a  free- 
man, and  voted  for  Colonel  Romilly  and  Sir  William 
SomerviUe  at  last  election;  nothing  for  vote,  12,113- 
12,115. — Voted  for  Smythe  in  1847;  does  not  know 
whether  witness  voted  for  Conyujgham  or  not,  12,116. 
— Had  61.  for  vote  from  Goodwin.  He  did  not  say 
any  portion  of  it  was  for  brother,  12,117-12,122. — 
Witness  is  a  turner  by  trade.  His  brother  is  a  turner 
and  chairmaker;  he  is  master,  and  witness  works 
journeyman  to  him,  12,123-12,127. — ^Witness's  bro- 
ther aid  not  tell  him  to  keep  the  61,  to  himself, 
12,128. 

Local  Charities  (see  Municipal  Charities). 

Lochee,  Dr.  Alfred.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Chairman  of  the  Cone^j^^ative  committee  at  last  elec- 
tion, 5570. — ^Was  not  a  householder  till  perhaps  seven 
or  eight  years  ago,  and  had  no  vote  till  then,  5574, 
5575. — Has  always  been  on  the  Red  side,  5578. — 
Took  no  active  part  in  the  two  elections  of  1847  or 
the  one  in  1850,  5579. — ^Was  asked  to  take  an  active 
part  in  1852,  and,  Ixolding  the  principles  he  does  on 
poUtical  matters,  felt  he  was  bound  not  to  shrink  from 
moonvenience  and  trouble,  5580. — ^The  money  was  ulti- 
mately consiffned  to  Mr.  Pout,  5581. — ^Two  sums  of 
money  passed  through  witness's  hands ;  the  first  was 
420/.  sent  by  Mr.  Pout  and  given  to  Mr.  Smith  fbr 
payment  of  colourmen,  a  fortmght  or  three  weeks  after 
election,  5582-5584. — The  second  was  300/.,  received  in , 
three  separate  cheques  of  100/.,  150/.,  and  50/.,  from 
Mr.  Wightwick,  junior,  partner  in  Messrs.  Kingsford's 
house,  on  Hammond's  bank  in  Canterbury,  5585-5589. 
— ^The  150/.  and  50/.  witness  gave  to  Mr.  Taylor,  who 
was  employed  to  pay  such  bills  as  came  before  witneQs, 
and  for  wmch  he  produced  receipts,  which  were  sent  to 
Mr.  Kingsford,  senior,  who  was  the  treasurer,  5590- 
5592. — Charles  Goodwin  had  the  remaining  100/. 
Particulars  of  the  circumstances  under  which  this  money 
was  paid,  5595. — ^Mr.  James  D^lmar  paid  the  money 
under  ^vitness's  instructions,  and  took  a  receipt ;  but 


Lochee,  Dr.  Alfred — continued. 

never  had  any  detailed  account  of  how  it  was  expended, 
5595-5599. — Does  not  know  who  promised  him  ^e 
money,  or  if  any  one  ever  did,  5600. — Hie  receipt  was 
dated  20th  of  September,  long  before  the  petition, 
5603,  5604. — Mr.  Kingsford  was  asked  if  he  knew 
anything  of  how  a  man  could  claim  100/.  for  conduct- 
ing municipal  elections.  Witness  also  asked  Mr.  Dd- 
mar,  to  whom  Goodwin  had  applied  before  he  applied 
to  him,  and  thinks  he  mentioned  the  thing  to  several 
others.  Some  said  he  had  a  claim,  and  some  he  had 
none,  5615. — Cannot  tell  who  swd  he  had  not,  5616. — 
All  considered  it  was  exorbitant  whatever  the  claim 
was,  5617. — Paid  him  because  he  felt  afraid  it  would 
damage  the  Consen^ative  cause  if  he  was  not,  5618. — 
A  man  like  him  going  about  speaking  of  injustice  done 
to  himself  by  money  actually  earned  being  withheld, 
witness  thinks  would  have  done  harm  to  the  cause 
among  a  great  many,  5619. — Has  heard  it  mentioned 
often  since,  that  Mr.  Goodwin  had  been  used  as  a 
bribery  agent,  but  not  previously  to  pacing  the  100/., 
5625,  5626.— Goodwin  voted  for  the  Reds,  5630.— 
Southee,  who,  witness  understands,  is  a  tailor  at 
Heme  Bay,  stopped  him  in  the  street,  and  asked 
him  to  assist  him  with  something  or  other,  but  re- 
fused and  passed  on,  5634. — ^The  man  has  told  a  false- 
hood in  stating  that  witness  ordered  the  amount  to 
be  pwd  him,  5636. — Never  bribed  Brown  to  vote  for 
Messrs.  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  5637. — ^AVas  not  sum- 
moned to  London  in  support  of  those  gentlemen's 
seats,  5638. — Was  not  present  in  London,  5639. — 
Does  not  recollect  Brown  coming  to  the  committee 
room  of  Messrs.  Johnstone  and  Gipps  by  witness's 
appointment.  Has  read  the  evidence  m  wluch  he  says 
so,  5640. — ^Witness  cahnot  say  he  knows  Brown. 
There  were  hundreds  of  men  went  there  by  witness's 
appointment,  5642. — ^Was  chairman  of  the  committee, 
and  certidnly  was  there  every  day,  cannot  understimd 
how  Brown  could  say  otherwise,  5644. — Remembers  a 
man  coming  into  witness's  study  to  offer  his  vote 
and  talk  of  business,  and  sending  him  to  committee 
room,  saying  witness  never  talked  business  in  his  study, 
5645,  5646. — Saw  him  afterwards  in  committee  room, 
but  does  not  recollect  whether  he  promised  his  vote  to 
Johnstone  and  Gipps ;  would  likely  ask  him  the  ques- 
tion, 5647-5649. — Has  no  recollection  of  his  saying 
he  should  not  promise  until  put  down  as  a  messenger, 
5650. — It  is  utterly  impossible  he  could  have  said  so, 
because  witness  would  never  have  consented  to  it,  5654. 
— Does  not  deny  he  was  there,  but  denies  that  any  bai- 
gain  of  that  sort  was  made,  5656.  Witness  b  physician 
to  the  hospital,  5658. — Hospital  patients  are  not  neces- 
sarily voters,  such  as  were,  witness  canvassed,  but  did 
make  service  rendered  them  any  inducement  to  vote 
for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  5659-5663. — Knows  there  is 
such  a  man  as  Johnson,  a  miller,  5664. — Does  not 
know  Busher,  5665. — Is  not  aware  of  any  voter  being 
on  Johnson's  premises  for  a  week  previous  to  election, 
5666. — Mr.  Jonnson  had  no  money  from  witness,  or 
any  one  he  knows  of;  he  was  considered  a  member  of 
committee,  5667,  5668. — Never  heard  that  Mr.  Good- 
win had  threatened  to  expose  the  practices  of  the  Con- 
servative party  at  the  last  election  unless  he  were  paid 
the  sum  he  claimed,  5671. — Has,  since  the  election 
petition,  as  the  thing  has  been  more  talked  of  since 
that,  5672-56/4. — Had  not  the  slightest  suspicion  that 
Goodwin  had  been  actively  employed  at  the  last  election 
in  corrupt  practices.  Never  met  him,  nev'er  spoke  to 
him,  till  the  time  he  came  to  the  hospital,  5675-5677- 
— ^The  claim  he  made  was  communicated  to  the  gentle- 
men on  the  Conservative  side,  but  the  sum  claimed  was 
not  recommended  to  be  paid,  because  they  were  afraid 
he  had  too  much  knowledge  of  what  had  been  done  at 
previous  election,  5679,  5680. — Considered  it  a  very 
large  sum,  5684. — ^Was  induced  to  pay  it,  being  under 
an  apprehension  that  he  was  going  about  and  might  do 
damage  to  the  Conservative  party,  speaking  ill  ofthem. 
He  did  say  he  had  been  promised  paynient  and  ought 
to  have  it,  but  does  not  think  he  mentioned  the  sum, 
5686-5690. — Any  other  person  might  have  bgen  equally 
entitled  for  the  same  reasons,  and  would  have  been  paid 
if  there  had  been  ftmds,  5691. — If  it  had  been  known 
by  the  Conservative  party  in  Canterbury,  there  would 
have  been  plenty  such  applications,  5693. — Mr.  Taylor 
was  employed  to  bribe  with  colour  tickets,  5694. 

Lochee,  Dr.  Alfred.  (Second  examination). — Remem- 
bers now  that  witness  received,  on  the  polling  day,  25/. 
from  Pout,  to  pay  the  travdhng  expenses  of  parties 
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'  LocHBti,  Dr.  Alffed — continued. 

from  "the  country ;  a  man  named  Marriott  came  £rom 
Norwich,  and  received  3/.  or  41. ;  one  Barnard,  from 
London,  had  U.,  and  there  were  others  to  the  amount 
of  somethinff  under  201.,  10,136,  10,139.— The  district 
committees  nad  nothing  to  do  with  the  finance  com- 
mittee, of  which  witness  was  not  chairman,  but  sent 
their  reports  of  the  canvassing  to  the  general  com- 
mittee»  through  witness,  10,145-10,145. — ^The  finance 
committee  hm  only  one  meeting,  at  which  they  went 
over  the  biUs,  examined,  and  passed  them,  after  the 
election,  10,154,  10,155. — Furnished  no  instructions 
to  Mr.  Kingsford  about  the  defence  of  the  seats  of 
the  sitting  members,  but  answered  a  few  questions 
from  Mr.  Kingsford's  clerk,  which  he  wrote  down,  but 
neither  saw  nor  revised  what  the  clerk  wrote,  nor  was  it 
read  to  witness,  10, 156-10,1  GO. — Knows  nothing  about 
a  green  book  of  accounts,  but  furnished  Mr.  Kings- 
ford  with  a  red  book,  in  which  was  entered  the  names 
of  those  who  came  from  the  country,  and  the  monies 
paid  them,  10,161-10,164. — Brings  his  canvass  book,  in 
which  the  promises  made  were  entered,  10,167,  10,168. 
— As  one  of  the  finance  committee  examined  Pout's 
account,  but  not  carefully  item  b^  item,  and  remem- 
bers seeing  Kelson's  name  for  31.  m  it,  but  not  that  of 
Munns  for  90Z.,  or  that  of  Vincent,  of  Admans,  or 
Bligh,  10,169-10,179.— The  amount  of  Pout's  bill  was 
about  1,700/.,  but  it  was  not  examined  with  anjr  de- 
gree of  care  as  to  items,  the  committee  being  satisfied 
with  the  bills  sent  in,  though  there  were  not  bills  for 
every  item,  10,180-10,183. — Did  not  see  a  sum  down 
to  Kelson's  name  of  150/.,  nor  of  60/.  to  Vincent,  nor  of 
85/.  or  95/.  to  Thomas  Munns,  nor  20/.  for  Bligh, 
10,184-10,192.— Has  no  recollection  of  Admans  for  fO/. 
or  80/.,  nor  of  Friend  for  50/.,  10,193, 10,194.— Had  no 
conversation  with  Mr.  Kingsford  about  destroying  the 
accounts,  which  were  destroyed  without  witness's  direc- 
.  tions  or  knowledge,  10,19^10,199. — Mr.  Kelson  and 
Mr.  Bligh  were  members  of  the  committee,  on  wit- 
ness's mvitation,  10,200-10,202. 

LocHEE,  Dr.  Alfred.  (Third Etaminaiion.) — ^Mr.  Pout 
presented  neither  that  account  (No.  36)  nor  a  copy 
of  it ;  never  saw  it  before,  13,645,  13,646. — Had  an 
account  from  him,  but  did  not  desire  him  to  take  it 
back  and  amend  it,  13,647,  13,648.— Mr.  Collard  sent 
in  an  account  to  the  fiiiance  committee,  which  witness 
saw,  13,649, 13,650.— Did  not  desire  Mr.  Collard  to 
amend  tiiat  account,  1 3,651 . — ^That  was  not  the  account 
forwarded  that  time  witness  called  upon  him  for  return 
of  expenditure  of  50/.  received  from  Kingsford.  Ex- 
planation thereof,  13,652. — (The  CJommissioners  want- 
ing to  understand  clearly  which  of  the  committee 
that  acted  for  the  sitting  members  at  the  last  election 
are  responsible  for  iihese  things ;  witness  is  requested 
to  look  at  the  statement  under  the  handwriting  of 
Mr.  Kingsfiwrd,  senior,  and  to  read  it,  beginning  at  the 
marginal  note,  which  be  does,  and  dedares  it  to  be 
substantially  conrect),  13,655-13,659. — The  committee 
of  referees  was  only  a  financial  committee  who  met 
once  only,  and  then  only  during  the  election,  13,660. — 
They  were  to  act  during  the  election,  and  it  was  intended 
they  were  to  be  consulted  as  occasion  arose,  but  they 
'  were  not  consulted,  13,661. — Were  referees  in  case  of 
disputes  :  but  such  did  not  arise,  and  consequently  no 
application  was  made  to  committee,  13,662,  13,663. — 
Witness  had  the  bills  before  him  after  the.  election, 
but  had  no  disbursements  during  the  election,  13,664- 
13,666. — ^Witness  does  not  know  what  power  he  had 
to  authorize  disbursements,  13,667. — ^Was  not  con- 
sulted as  to  preparing  the  statement,  13,669. — It  is 
not  the  fact  that  that  statement  of  the  existence  of  a 
triumvirate  or  referees,  as  they  are  called,  side  by  side 
with  the  existence  of  a  general  committe,  was  pre- 
pared with  a  view  to  obstruct  the  discovery  of  racts 
before  election  committee,  13,670. — It  is  absurd  to  ask 
witness  the  question.  Did  not  know  there  was  any 
inquiry  or  when  this  statement  was  prepared,  or  the 
b^ief,  13,671-13,674.— The  committee  of  referees  ex- 
isted brfore  the  election  began,  13,677. — It  was  re- 
j)orted  in  Canterbury  papers  that  Mr.  Gipps  gave  Dr. 
Lochee  300/.  for  colour  tickets;  witness  had  the 
money  for  those  colour  tickets  froiii  Mr.  Pout,  13,679. 

LoNDESBOROUGH,  The  Right  Honourable  Lord.  (Ana- 
lysis of  his  Evidence.) — First  represented  the  city  of 
Canterbury  in  1835,  14,870.— Lady  Conyngham  then 
had  possession  of  Bifrons,  14,871. — It  waa  a  contested; 
election,  the  candidates  beiiiff  Mr.  ViDiers  and  wit- 
ness in  the  liberal  and  Mr.  Stephen  Rubbold  Lush-4 
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ington  in  the  Conservative  interest,  14,872-14,874.— 
Mr.  Villiers  and  witness  coalesced,  14,876. — No  means 
of  telling  amount  of  expenditure,  14,877. — The  money 
was  found  by  witness's  relations,  and  the  accounts, 
if  any,  rendered  to  them,  14,878,  14,879.— Contested 
the  next  election  in  1837  with  Mr.  Villiers,  Mr.  Brad- 
shaw,  and  Mr.  Gipps,  and  was  returned,  14,880-14,885. 
— Pecuniaiy  arrangements  precisely  the  same  in  1837 
as  in  1835,  14,887.--No  means  of  telling  what  the 
amount  was,  14,888. — Resigned  his  seat  on  account  of 
bad  health,  but  not  ouite  certain  whether  it  was  pre- 
vious to  the  election  of  1841, 14,889.— Mr.  Villiers  was 
the  only  person  on  the  Liberal  interest  that  witness 
ever  fought  the  borough  \nth,  14,893.— (Mr.  Alderman 
Brent.  Lord  Londesborough  did  not  stand  at  all  in 
1841.  In  1841  Mr.  Bradshawand  Mr.  Smythe  were 
the  candidates  on  the  Conser\'ative  side,  and  Mr.  Twis- 
den  Hodges  by  himself  on  the  Liberal  side.)  The 
vacancy  in  February  1841  previous  to  that  election  was 
occasioned  by  the  retirement  of  witness,  14,899. — Came 
forward  at  Mr.  Bradshaw's  death,  in  tiie  early  part  of 
1847,  14,900.— That  was  not  a  contested  election, 
Mr.  Gipps  retired .  Does  not  know  why,  14,902, 14,903. 
— Shortly  after  that  the  general  election  in  1847  occur- 
red, 14,904. — Stood  again  and  was  returned  with  Mr. 
Smythe,  14,905-14,907.— Expenses  paid  by  relatives ; 
knows  nothing.  Continued  memb^  for  the  city  of 
Canterbury  until  raised  to  the  peerage,  14,910. — 
Statement  as  to  assistance  rendered  Goodwin  with 
reference  to  a  difficulty  he  had  got  into  with  an 
exchequer  process,  14,913-14,923. 

Londesborough,  Lord.  (Examination  resumed.)-^ 
Never  had  any  conversation  with  Goodwin  respecting 
any  election  arrangements,  14,928. — ^Thinks  it  veiy  un- 
likely he  ever  proposed  a  coalition  to  witness,  14,929- 
14,930.— Or  if  he  did,  that,  provided  Goodwin  id  all 
he  could  for  witness,  any  promise  was  made  to  use 
influence  with  the  Excise,  14,931. — Knows  nothing  as 
to  Goodwin's  statement  that  it  was  about  a  twelvemonth 
after  that  conversation  that  the  Government  wanted 
Goodwin  to  pay  100/.  instead  of  1,900/.  or  2,000/. 
RecoUeets  appfymg  to  a  friend  at  the  Excise,  but  he 
would  not  listen  to  it,  14,932.— Should  not  IJke  to 
contradict  what  a  person  actually  swears,  not  having  a 
distinct  recollection,  14,933. — Announcement  of  inten- 
tion to  vacate  seat  for  the  borough,  14,934. — ^Veiy 
likely  witness  recommended  to  Alderman  Brent  that 
Goodwin  should  be  paid  some  outstanding  bills  from 
1847,  whether  they  were  right  or  wrong,  rather  than 
that  he  should  go  against  the  party,  14^3&-14,938. — 
Has  no  dear  recollection  of  giving  Alderman  Brent  an 
assurance  that  funds  would  be  forthcoming  for  Colonel 
Romilly's  election,  14,939,  14,940.  —  Advanced  no 
funds,  nor  procured  them,  14,941,  14,942.— Had  no 
interest  in  tne  money  that  was  raised  for  the  payment 
of  the  expenses  of  election  of  1850,  14,943. — Nor  in 
the  unappropriated  balance,  14,945. — Is  a  subscriber 
to  elections,  but  no  more  to  Canterbury  than  any  other 
place,  14,944. — Subscription  of  1,000/.  to  election  pur- 
poses in  1850,  paid  into  the  General  Election  Fund  in 
London,  14,948-14,958.— Alderman  Brent  had  unli- 
mited authority  to  make  any  pavment  he  pleased  on 
witness's  account,  but  only  with  respect  to  election 
matters.  In  fact,  he  acted  as  witnesses  intimate  and 
confidential  friend,  14,968-14,971.— Should  never  de- 
mur to  anything  Alderman  Brent  chose  to  pay  for 
witness ;  should  not  for  an  instant  hesitate  in  repaying 
him,  14,973. — Had  no  conversation  with  Col.  Komilly 
before  he  went  down  to  Canterbury — never  saw  him, 
14,975. — Saw  Alderman  Brent  in  London  soon  after 
Colonel  RomiUy's  election,  14,976-14,978.— Conversa- 
tion  with  him  r^arding  balance  in  his  hands,  14,981- 
14,993. — ^As  to  the  election  of  1850,  had  no  communi- 
cation with  Mr.  Vance  about  his  retirement,  and  is  not 
aware  of  his  motive;  was  excessively  amazed  to  hear 
it  said  witness  had  given  him  money  to  induce  him  to 
retire.  It  is  not  true,  14,994,  14,996.— Goodwin's 
fraud  was  discovered  on  the  2d  of  January,  1847. 
Trial  came  on  in  the  Exchequer  on  21st  of  Jime,  and 

General  Election  of  1847  took  place  in  July,  14,997. 

Was  very  iU  about  the  time  of  the  general  election,  and 
during  the  month  of  June  1847,  and  being  under 
surgiod  treatment  is  inclined  to  think  that  witness 
had  no  conversation  relative  to  this  affair  during  that 
month,  14,998-15,004. — ^Witness  was  not  able  to  appear 
on  the  hustings,  15,005. — Not  in  England  during  early 
part  of  year  1847 — ^returned  at  time  of  first  canvass 
for  single-handed  contest,  15,006, 15,007.^Recollect« 
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LoNDBSBOROUOH,  Lord — continued. 
perfectly  seeing  Goodwin  on  the  matter  of  this  excise 
business,  but  cannot  swear  when  it  was.  Witness's 
impression  is  that  no  such  bargain  as  Goodwin  refers 
to  was  made ;  but  should  not  like  to  swear  it,  15,009. 
— ^The  coalition  between  witness  and  Mr.  Smythe  took 
place  at  general  election  of  1847,  15.010.— The  con- 
versation, if  it  took  place  at  all,  would  be  between 
single-handed  election— early  part  of  1847,  and  general 
election  in  the  summer,  15,01 1.-— Goodwin  found  upon 
side  of  IVfr.  Smythe  and  witness  at  general  election; 
exphmation  thereof,  15,012.— Never  heard  of  Goodwin 
previous  to  general  election  of  1847,  15,014.— Impos- 
sible to  recofiect  the  many  propositions  made  to  witness 
while  at  lleden,  15,015.— No  recollection  of  a  conver- 
sation at  lleden  with  any  person  about  coalition 
between  witness  and  Mr.  Smythe,  15,017. — Witness's 
idea  is  that  the  coaUtion  was  settled  between  himself 
and  Mr.  Smythe  just  before  the  election— Mr.  Smythe 
says,  in  the  House  of  Commons,  15,019-15,024. 

LoNGLRY,  Thomas.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Did 
not  vote  at  last  election,  14,283,  14,284.— Voted  in 
1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  14,285,  14,286.— Nothing 
for  vote ;  no  colour  tickets ;  not  employed  as  a  mes- 
senger ;  never  had  a  farthing  since  witness  has  been  a 
freeman,  14,287-14,289.— Knows  Bennett,  did  not 
receive  4/.  from  him  nor  a  farthing  from  any  one  else, 
14,290-14,292.— There  is  a  John  Longley  but  does  not 
know  where  he  is,  14,293,  14,294. 

LoNOLBY,  Thomas.  {Second  Examination,)-'Yih»t 
Bennett  says  is  false ;  never  received  a  farthing  from 
any  one,  14,339.— Saw  Mr.  Bennett  in  the  election  of 
1847,  and  had  some  conversation  with  him  about  vote, 
but  no  mention  about  money  witness  should  have  for 
his  vote,  upon  oath  there  was  not,  14,342-14,348. — 
Does  not  know  what  it  was  about,  so  long  since, 
14,349. 

Loss  OF  TiMK  : — 

—  Payments  to  Voters  for  their  loss  of  time  in  recording 
their  votes. 
Paid  Bligh  30s,  or  21.,  to  give  his  two  brothers  for 
their  loss  of  time  and  work.  Pout,  4433.— Was  paid 
41.  for  expenses  and  loss  of  time  in  coming  from  London 
to  vote,  Diffby,  11,577.— Received  3i.  for  expenses  and 
loss  of  time  in  coming  from  Sheemess  to  vote,  Ratcliffe, 
12,045.    (See  also  Travelling  Expenses  of  Voters.) 

LusHiNGTON,  the  Right  Honourable  Stephen  Rum- 
bold.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — No  relation  or  con- 
nexion of  Mr.  Smythe.  Recommended  him  first  to  the 
city  of  Canterbury  in  1841, 5000, 5001.— Has  been  con- 
nected  politically  with  Canterbury  for  nearlyfifty  years, 
5002. — Represented  it  in  five  parliaments,  5003. — As  far 
as  colourmen  and  haUmen  were  concerned,  and  paying 
messengers  exorbitantly,  and  particularly  in  bringing 
out- voters,  there  was  certainly  a  great  deal  of  lavish  ex- 
penditure whidi  bordered  on  impropriety,  and  witness 
has  no  doubt  that  money  bribery  must  have  been  had 
recourse  to  to  a  very  considerable  extent,  to  acooimt  for 
this  expenditure,  5004-5009.— Will  not  sav  at  each 
election,  because  the  elections  varied  very  much,  5010. — 
[Here  witness  entered  into  a  brief  history  of  his  con- 
nexion with  Canterbury  from  the  beginning]: — Re- 
turned from  India  in  1803  and  was  requested  by  Lord 
Harris,  his  father-in-law,  to  stand  for  Canterbury.  Did 
not  hke  it  aswitness  then  knew  only  one  gentleman  in  the 
dty,  Mr.  John  Abbott ;  but  acquiesced,  as  Lord  Harris 
was  anxious  and  paid  expenses  which  were  very  extrava- 
gant. The  election  concluded  with  good  humour  and 
as  a  proof  of  it,  at  Lord  Harris'  suggestion  dined  with 
opponents,  Mr.  Barker  and  Mr.  Taylor,  and  promised 
if^possible  to  beat  them  at  next  election.  Accordingly 
in  1812  had  an  easy  triumph.  That  parliament  sat  till 
1818.  Witness  was  again  a  candicfate  and  trying  to 
bring  in  former  opponent  Mr.  Barker ;  it  cost  between 
3000/.  and  4000/.,  Lord  Chiton  becoming  witness's 
colleague.  In  1820  stood  again,  previously  agreeing 
with  Lord  Clifton  that  each  should  stand  upon  his  own 
support,  and  endeavour  to  suppress  all  unlawful  expen- 
diture. With  this  view  asked  the  opinion  of  Sir 
Nicholas  Tindall  what  expenses  were  lawfrd,  statins  at 
same  time  the  practice  as  regarded  colourmen,  &c.  His 
opinion  was  forwarded  to  witness's  former  chairman, 
Mr.  Denne  Parker,  stating  that  witness  would  not  be 
a  candidate  on  any  other  terms ;  as  a  recent  resolution 
of  the  house  made  it  dangerous  and  discreditable  to 
take  any  other  course.    The  instructions  were  not 


LusHiNGTGN,  the  Right  Hon.   Stephen  Rumbold 
— continued, 

strictly  attended  to ;  but  to  no  considerable  degree,  as 
the  expenses  of  second  election  amoimted  only  to  about 
500/.,  and  the  next  a  httle  over  1000/.,  5010-5012.— 

SHere  witness  read  the  resolutions  of  hiis  committee  in 
larch  1820,  before  the  election,  which  were  based  upon 
Mr.  Tindall's  opinion],  llie  cost  of  election  in  1820 
was  582/.  17*.  Hd.;  the  next  election  of  1826 
amounted  to  1008/.  Us.  6id,  In  1827  witness  was 
appointed  governor  of  Madras,  and  while  making  pre- 
parations for  voyage  was  astonished  one  night  in  the 
house  to  hear  a  petition  from  Canterbury  rei^  re()uest- 
inff  the  house  would  compel  witness  to  resign  his  seat 
before  leaving.  Upon  inquiry  found  that  the  Act  did 
not  apply  to  appomtments  made  by  Ihe  East  India 
Company  and  tnat  several  governors  had  previously 
retained  their  seats,  lliis  stimulated  Mr.  Parker  and 
other  supporters  to  request  witness  not  to  reagn  until 
they  called  upon  him,  as  the  manifest  intention  of  the 
other  petitioners  was  to  get  in  a  blue ;  so  i^itness  kept 
his  seat.  Returned  to  England  in  1833,  with  no 
desire  to  embark  again  in  parliament,  but  was  prevailed 
upon  by  old  constituents,  and  a  most  odious  contest  it 
was,  for  the  Reform  Bill  had  passed  during  absence  and 
the  deputy  sheriffs  making  a  false  return  to  the  house 
compeUed  witness  to  petition  for  seat  which  he  obtained, 
and  blues  afterwards  petitioned  but  to  no  effect.  That 
contest  cost  witness  between  6000/.  and  7000/.  chiefly 
in  law  expenses.  Family  sickness  afterwards  deter- 
mined witness  not  to  stand  again,  so  interfered  no  fur- 
ther in  elections,  fiirther  than  recommending  Mr. 
Smythe  warmly  to  friends  when  he  first  stood  for 
Canterbury  in  1841. — Never  received  one  farthing  of 
expenses  from  anyone  except  Lord  Harris  at  first  elec- 
tion, and  a  contnbution  of  800/.  made  by  the  citizens 
of  Canterbury,  and  friends  to  secure  witness's  last 
election,  from  their  indignant  sense  of  the  misconduct 
of  opponents,  which  was  afterwards  crowned  by  two 
briUiant  pieces  of  plate  as  a  reward  for  faiUiful  services 
in  five  parliaments,  5013.— Sir  Matthew  Tmdall's 
opinion  was  sent  down  to  Mr.  Parker;  butihe  sub- 
stance is  in  the  resolution,  5014. — Has  no  copy ;  it  was 
in  conversation  with  him;  there  was  no  case,  5015. — 
There  was  no  doubt  that  colour  tickets  were  merely  a 
cloak  for  bribery.  Mr.  Parker  drew  the  resolutions 
from  Mr.  Tindall's  statement,  5017. — Did  not  think  it 
was  necessary  to  give  an  opinion  as  to  the  giving  of 
money  as  witness  never  gave  or  promised  any,  5019. — 
If  Mr.  Smythe's  accounts  were  bf^  should  think  it  is 
very  Hkely  that  they  were  ordered  to  be  burnt,  witness 
would  give  such  advice,  5022. — ^Took  a  sort  of  glance 
at  the  accounts ;  but  cannot  say  their  contents,  or  who 
the  parties  were  they  were  supposed  to  imphcate,  5023. 
Gave  Mr.  Symthe  the  best  advice  witness  could,  5026. 

Lyons,  Francis.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.}^A  free- 
man and  voted  in  1847,  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe, 
13,789-13,791. —  NeiUier  money  nor  colour  tickets, 
13,792,  13,793. — ^Was  a  messenger  and  received  25*., 
13,795.— Worked  about  five  or  six  days,  13,797- 

Magistrates  : 

—  Alleged  appointment  of,  infurtherance  of  Electioneer'* 
ing  Influence. 

Was  made  a  deputy  heutenant  as  a  reward  for  his 
sendees  on  the  Liberal  cause.  Brent,  1246. — These 
services  general,  and  not  hmited  to  any  particular 
election,  w.  1246. — Matthews  and  the  two  Brooks*  were 
made  magistrates  through  the  influence  of  Colonel 
Ronully,  Friend,  7529-7^W). — Witness's  appointment 
wholly  unexpected  and  unsoUcited  on  his  part.  Matt' 
hews,  7580. — Had  no  communication  with  Colonel 
Ronully,  nor  with  any  other  parties  with  reference  to 
this  appointment,  did  not  sohdt  directly  or  indirectly, 
ib. — Is  a  Liberal,  but  not  extreme,  and  is  one  of  the 
party  known  as  the  Butter  Market  Troop,  ib.  7587. 

Marsh,  Edward.  {Analysis  <^  his  Evidence). — Was  a 
voter  in  1847  on  Tory  side,  ana  he  had  7/.  from  Oaken* 
frill,  10,526-10,530.— Voted  in  1852  for  Butler  John- 
stone and  Gipps,  but  had  no  money,  10,532, 10,533. — 
Gave  in  a  Ust  to  Mr.  Blinks  of  voters  who  wanted  10/. 
each  for  their  votes,  who  took  it  up  to  the  committee 
about  four  days  previous  to  the  election,  and  the  day 
before  election  told  him  it  was  no  go,  so  witness  voted 
for  his  own  party,  10,535-10,547. — There  were  ten  or 
twelve  at  10/.,  and  John  Hart  Ratcliffe's  name  was  in 
the  list,  10,545-10,553. 
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Marsh, Thomas.  (AnalysUqfhis Evidence) — Is  a  licensed 
victualler  and  10/.  householder  and  voted  at  last 
election  for  Johnstone  and  Giops,  12,202-12,205. — 
Had  no  money  for  vote,  but  haa  13/.  from  Mr.  Bligh, 
which  came  from  Cogger,  5/.  of  which  witness  paid  to 
Mr.  Sayer,  41.  to  Bean,  and  the  remaining  4/.  he  kept 
to  himself,  being  part  of  an  outstanding  debt  at  Clin- 
ton's election  in  1847,  12,206-12,225.— Voted  in  1847 
for  Vance  and  CUnton,  nothing  for  vote,  12,226-12,227. 
— rVoted  twice  before  1847,  and  never  had  a  farthing, 
12,228.— In  1847  took  the  Bartons,  father  and  son, 
freemen,  up  to  the  poll,  and  then  to  Bennett's,  where 
they  had  5/.  each,  12,228-12,238. 

Marsh,  Thomas.  (His  examination  resumed.) — Mr.  Ben- 
nett did  not  give  witness  a  sum  of  money  in  1847  for  his 
vote.  Had  10/.  of  him,  and  paid  5/.  each  to  two  voters 
of  the  name  of  Barton,  father  and  son,  at  Mr.  nutter's 
request,  13,630.— Had  13/.  from  Mr.  Bennett  in  1852, 
41.  of  which  was  for  an  outstanding  debt,  for  an  order 
received  in  1847,  13,631,  13,632.— Received  nothing 
for  outstanding  debt  in  1847.  Received  money,  only 
for  these  two  men,  10/. ;  5/.  each,  13,633-13,635.-  - 
Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  13,636. 

Masters,  Mr.  Alderman  William.  (Analysis  of  his 
kvidence.) — An  active  Blue  man  all  his  life,  3592. — 
Was  on  the  committee  for  the  Blues  in  ia37,  3593.— 
Mr.  Filcher  paid  witness  25/.  for  distinct  and  direct 
services  rendered  to  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  time 
taken  up  therein,  3594-3597.— It  is  not  hkely  all  the 
committee  were  paid  on  same  scale,  as  there  were 
few  persons  in  like  situation,  3598. — Lord  Albert 
acknowledged  it  was  witness  who  had  gained  him  his 
election.  Assisted  him  in  all  ways,  and  was  with  him 
during  the  whole  of  the  election,  pri\'ately  and  pub- 
licly, 3600. — Applied  for  the  money  after  the  election, 
having  spent  so  many  days  that  could  ill  afford,  3601, 
3602. — ^The  amount  was  witness's  naming;  Lord 
Albert  requested  a  sum  to  be  named  that  would  repay 
for  the  time  spent,  3603,  3604. — ^Was  in  the  corpora- 
tion in  1837,  3605. — Witness  is  a  landscape  gardener 
and  nurseryman,  and  time  would  have  been  fully  oc- 
cupied, and  much  more  profitably,  3606,  3607, 

Masters,  Edenezer.  (Analysis  qf  his  evidence). — Is  a 
weaver  by  trade,  and  a  10/.  householder,  12,239- 
12,241. — X'^oted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  and  had  7/'  from  Cogger,  but  not  for  voting ; 
witness  had  made  up  his  mind  to  vote  them  long 
before  that,  12,242-12,247.— The  7/.  was  a  gift,  be- 
cause witness  had  let  them  into  the  secret  that  he 
intended  to  vote,  12,248. — Cogger  said  if  ^vitness  told 
him  he  was  going  to  vote  for  tnem  he  would  do  some- 
thing for  him,  tmit  was  the  English  of  it ;  but  witness 
had  made  up  his  mind  all  along,  12,280-12,289. 

Matthews,  Mr.  David.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)-^ 
Is  a  magistrate,  appointed  in  1852,  among  the  last 
appointments  made  by  the  Whig  party  before  going 
out,  7575-7579. — ^The  appointment  was  unsought  for, 
and  to  his  surprise,  7580. — Never  expressed  dissatisfac- 
tion at  being  passed  over,  but  had  often  publicly  stated 
that  there  should  be  a  more  free  diffusion  of  the  honours 
of  the  dtv,  7581-7586. — ^The  party  with  whom  he  acts  is 
called  the  Butter  Market  Troop,  7586-7590.-^/.  which 
passed  through  his  hands  was  spent  in  printing,  7591. 

Messengers  : — 

The  messengers  ate  nearly  all  electors,  Afis,  113; 
Taylor,  8565. — ^Thinks  about  fourteen  or  sixteen  mes- 
sengers wereput  on  by  the  blues  at  the  last  election, 
Aris,  348. — ^Twenty-three  messengers  were  employed 
at  a  cost  of  11/.  5^.,  Cooper,  755. — Engaged  ana  paid 
between  fifty  and  sixlr  persons  as  messengers  for  the 
Conservatives  at  the  last  election,  Taylor,  8565. — Be- 
lieves they  were  all  electors,  ib.  8568. — Paid  them 
various  sums  from  10*.  to  21».  each,  ib.  8569. — 
About  sixtv-three  persons  were  employed  bv  the 
Liberal  candidates  as  messengers  at  the  general  election 
of  1847,  at  an  expense  of  79/.  17*.  6c/.,  Rutter,  1642.— 
Many  messengers  have  very  arduous  duties  to  perform, 
and  some  have  none  at  all,  Aris,  114. — Some  had  con- 
stant employment  while  others  did  httle  or  nothing, 
but  all  were  in  attendance,  ready  to  do  any  work  re- 
quired of  them,  Taylor,  8572. — Messengers  do  not 
forfeit  their  title  to  recommend  for  colour  tickets  in 
consequence  of  such  appointment,  Aris,  114. — ^Their 
votes  always  considered  to  go  with  the  party  bv  whom 
they  are  employed,  Taylor,  8573. — Th\%  is  distinctly 


Messengers — continued, 
understood,  and  has  been  the  practice  in  Canterbury 
for  many  years,  ib.  8573. — Should  not  think  of  putting 
any  messenger  on  who  would  have  voted  against  them, 
ib.  8573. — More  persons  are  put  on  as  messengers  than 
are  actually  reqmred,  as  the  means  of  securing  their 
votes,  Uf.  8587. — ^This  is  done  on  both  sides,  ib.  8587. 

Mills,  Solomon.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence). — ^A  free- 
man, and  voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  13,567 
-13,569. — No  money  for  vote.  Was  sent  for  from 
Heme  Bajr,  13,570. — A  sovereign  was  all  to  pay  for 
the  train,  time  here,  two  days,  and  getting  home  again, 
13,671-13,573.— Voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  13,575. — ^Was  a  messenger,  and  drew  16^.  for 
that,  13,577-13,579.— Asked  for  a  colour  ticket,  but 
never  had  one,  13,580. 

Mills,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  free- 
man, and  voted  this  hst  election  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  13,860-13,862.— Had  a  colour  ticket  for  bro- 
ther; that  was  all,  13,865.— Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton 
and  Vance,  13,867. — Mr.  Bennett  never  gave  witness 
anything,  13,870. — Did  not  receive  41.  from  Mr.  Ben- 
nett in  1847,  nor  from  Mr.  Friend,  13,871-13,873.— 
Does  not  know  any  other  William  Mills  a  voter, 
13,874. — ^^^ife  never  received  anything  for  witness, 
13,875. — Never  received  any  money  at  any  election  for 
voting,  only  colour  tickets,  13,879. 

Moore,  Richard.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  free- 
man and  householder,  13,333. — Voted  in  1847  for 
the  Tory  party,  13,334-13,335. — ^Foundfive  sovereigns 
in  his  house  about  a  fortnight  after  the  election, 
13,337.-— Has  no  doubt  it  was  for  his  vote,  13,338- 
13,339.— It  was  left  there  by  Mr.  Bennett.  Voted  at 
last  election  for  the  Tory  party,  and  has  done  so  for 
this  forty  years ;  no  money,  13,341-13,343. 

Moreland,"  Silvester.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Voted  at  last  election  for  Somerville  and  Romilly,  out 
got  no  money,  14,531-14,535.— Voted  in  1847  for 
Uonynghun  and  Smythe,  received  neither  money  nor 
colour  tickets,  14,536-14,540. — Was  employed  as  a 
messenger,  for  which  received  1/.  4s.,  14,541-14,545. 

Mount,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a  free- 
man, and  voted  in  1847  for  Convnham  and  Smythe,  for 
whidi  he  received  41. ;  Mr.  Cobb  giving  him  21.  and 
Mr.  Jacobs  a  colour  ticket,  for  whidi  he  had  2/., 
ll,519-ll,525.-Voted  in  1852,  and  had  I7s.  for  his 
vote,  of  which  Mr.  Pout  gave  him  \0s.,  11,526-11,530. 

MuNNS,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Has  been 
a  freeman  of  the  city  since  the  Reform  Bill  passed,  but 
votes  as  a  householder,7965-7967. — Is  a  Red,  and  a 
carpenter  by  trade,  7968,  7969.— Knows  Mr.  Pout, 
who  employed  him  at  laJst  election  to  secure  voters, 
7970-79/3. — Keeps  the  Ethelbert  public  house,  where 
a  few  voters  came  in,  who  got  money  for  their 
votes,  7977-7993.— Received  90/.  fix>m  Mr.  Pout, 
which  he  very  nearly  spent,  and  kept  the  rest 
himself,  7984-7988. — Hands  in  a  paper  prepared 
from  memory,  except  last  item  for  1/.,  which  he 
took  from  minutes  of  evidence  taken  before  Com- 
mittee of  House  of  Commons,  7989-7998.— The 
first  item  is  80/.  to  the  fMnily  of  Styles',  eight  in 
number,  at  10/.  a  head,  paid  to  Thomas  Styles  l£e  day 
after  the  election,  7999-8010.— The  next  item  is  5/.  to 
Mr.  John  Jennings,  a  bricklayer,  who  came  down  from 
London,  and  asked  for  that  sum  for  loss  of  time  and 
travelling  expenses,  8011-8021. — Edward  Heamder 
received  21.  17*.  6d.  for  his  vote,  8022-8024.— Richard 
Cook  swears  he  had  a  sovereign,  though  witness 
thinks  he  only  gave  him  half  a  sovereign,  which  he 
asked  as  a  loan  and  not  for  his  vote,  8025-8032. — 
Knows  nothing  of  his  having  got  two  colour  tickets 
besides,  8033. — ^The  remaining  1/.  10*.  witness  kept  for 
expenses  about  the  town,  and  he  received  no  other  re- 
muneration, 8034-8039. — ^Was  employed  to  bring  up 
the  Styles'  fomily  from  being  previously  acquainted 
with  them,  and  having  brought  them  up  at  the  election 
for  Vance  and  Clinton  in  1847,  when  there  were  nine 
in  the  family  who  received  90/.,  8040-8048— Re- 
ceived 100/.  at  that  election,  and  must  have  spent  the 
remaining  10/.  on  votes,  as  he  had  nothing  for  himself, 
8049-8059. — Has  received  nothinjf  for  trouble  at  last 
election,  though  he  has  been  {nromised  it,  and  gives  up 
the  expectation  of  it,  8060-8066. — Brought  up  no 
voters,  and  received  no  money  for  bribeiy,  at  either  the 
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MuNNs,  Thomas — continued. 
elections  in  1841,  8067-8073.— Received  the  money  in 
1847  from  Mr.  Pout,  and  never  had  money  at  any 
other  election,  except  at  Lushinprton's  first  election,  for 
refreshments  for  voters  drawn  from  his  house,  8074- 
8083. — Received  no  money  for  8er>'^ices  in  1852,  and 
had  no  agreement  to  that  effect,  8084,  8085.— Heard 
the  evidence  of  the  last  witness,  the  baker,  and  that  of 
Blinks,  and  has  heard  that  parties  have  been  pwd  for 
such  services,  but  though  witness  hasfrequentlv  appliedto 
Pout,  both  in  1852  and  1847,  has  got  nothing  either 
/  in  malt  or  meal,  or  any  other  way,  8066-8101. — ^The 
Styles'  make  brooms,  and  earn  a  good  deal  of  money 
— <iare  say  average  155.  a  week,  8102-8104. 

Municipal  Charitibs  : — 

There  are  a  great  many  charities  in  Canterbury, 
Brent,  1382. — ^'fhev  are  under  the  management  of 
trustees  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  tb.  1384. — 
There  are  at  present  more  Liberal  trustees  than  Con- 
servatives ;  at  their  first  appointment,  the  numbers 
were  about  equal,  ib.  1387,  1388 ;  Neame,  3660.— The 
patronage  well  exercised  and  not  prostituted  to  elec- 
tioneering purposes.  Brent,  1388,  1389. — Has  been 
applied  to  by  persons  to  participate  in  the  charities, 
mio  have  grounded  their  petition  upon  their  politics, 
and  as  being  of  the  same  party  as  witness,  but  he  has 
always  said,  that  politics  should  not  influence  him  in 
disposing  of  his  patronage,  Neame,  3660. — ^Thinks  the 
patronage  very  ffiurly  distributed  by  the  trustees  gene- 
rally, ib.  3660. — In  canvassing,  may  have  promised 
voters  who  have  asked  for  it,  to  get  them  Lovejoy's 
Charity,  which  is  lOs.  at  Christmas,  Brent,  1380. — 
Has  probably  done  this  at  every  election  on  which  he 
has  canvassed,  except  the  elections  of  1850  and  1852, 
»6.  1350-1355. — ^These  inducements  necessarily  tend  i 
to  corrupt  the  voter,  ib.  1356. — There  are  nearly  600 
to  be  given  away  of  different  charities,  and  some  of 
them  are  placed  at  their  disposal  for  electioneering 
purposes,  t^.  1357. 

Mutton,  Mr.  Benjamin.  (Analysis  ofkis  Evidence,) — 
A  leather  merchant,  freeman,  and  householder,  3967- 

'  3969. — Has  been  a  voter  for  Canterbury  twenty-one 
years,  but  took  no  active  part  further  than  voting,  and 
occasionally  by  soliciting  to  canvass  a  party,  nothing 
further,  3970-3977— In  1847  had  5/. from  Mr. Rutter. 
3976. — Thomas  Taylor  applied  to  witness  to  get  the 
money  promised  him  durmg  the  election ;  witness  met 
Mr.  RiAter  in  High  Street,  and  he  gave  the  money 
which  witness  paid  over  to  Mr.  Taylor,  who  lives  in 
Abbott's  Place,  3977-3979.  He  is  witness's  brother- 
in-law,  and  said  it  was  for  his  vote,  3980-3982. — 
Never  was  engaged  in  a  transaction  of  the  kind  either 
before  or  since,  39a3-3984. 

Mutton,  Mr.  Benjamin.  (Examinatian  reswmed). — 
In  1847  went  with  Mr.  Ward  to  canvass  Taylor,  who 
refused  to  vote  unless  he  had  5/. ;  Mr.  Ward  said  it 
would  be  all  right  if  he  voted  for  Sm3rthe  and  Ccmyng- 
ham ;  transmitted  5/.  to  him,  which  witness  receiv^ 
from  Mr.  Rutter,  and  not  from  Mr.  Ward,  8673- 
8679.--Did  not  hear  Mr.  Ward's  evidence,  8680. 

Mutton,  Mr.  {Recalled). — ^Wishes  it  to  be  understood 
that  witness  had  never  bribed  any  one  in  his  life, 
8694,  8695. 

Mutton,  Benjamin.  (Second  examination.) — Since  last  < 
examination  has  seen  Taylor,  and  has  ascertained  that 
it  was  6/.  instead  of  51.,  which  he  received  from  Mr. 
Rutter  to  give  to  witness,  11,433-11,440. 

Nathan,  Moses.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Voted 
for  Conyngham  and  Smythe  in  1847,  and  received  5/. 
by  instalments  for  his  vote  from  Mr.  Jacobs,  11,491- 
11,495.— Thmks  he  voted  in  1852  for  Somerville  and 
Romilly,  but  had  no  money  for  his  vote  from  any  one, 
11,496-11,500. 

Nbamb,  Mr.  Alderman  George.  (Analysis  cf  his  Evi^ 
denee.) — An  alderman  of  t^  corporation,  3626. — Re- 
tired from  business  ahogethei,  3627. — Has  been  a  , 
voter  for  Canterbury  nearly  forty  years,  and  taken  an 
active  part  in  the  elections  during  that  period,  at  least 
as  far  as  canvassing,  3628-3629. — Canvassed  on  the 
Blue  side  in  1841,  and  acted  with  the  committee  of 
Mr.  Heniker  Wilson,  3630-3633.— Had  nothing  to  do 
with  money  at  any  time,  and  not  a  shilling  was  n>ent 
with  witness's  kno^edge  for  the  purpose  of  bribery, 
3634,3635.-«Agreat  number  of  colour  tidurfwwtre  given 


Nbamb,  Mr.  Alderman  Gborgb — oouiimied. 
away  at  that  election  by  both  parties,  but  witness  had 
nothing  to  do  with  them,  3636-3638.— In  the  general 
election  of  1841  took  no  active  part,  3639.— In  the 
election  of  1847,  when  Lord  Albert  was  returned 
without  opposition,  witness  dia  nothing  more  than 
canvass  with  him ;  took  no  part  in  the  financial  de- 
partment, 3643,  3644.— In  the  general  election  of  1847 
^'as  a  member  of  committee  and  canvassed,  but  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  money,  3645-3647. — Heard 
there  were  a  great  number  of  colour  tickets  issued,  but 
always  objected  to  them,  and  never  recommended  tljeir 
use,  3648. — ^Do  not  know  of  any  money  being  ex- 
pended at  that  election  for  bribery,  3649. — Never 
heard  the  amounts  paid  by  the  two  candidates  for  that 
election  until  to-day,  3650. — In  1850  canvassed  the 
city  almost  throughout  with  Colonel  Romilly,  3651- 
3652.— At  the  j^eneral  election  of  1852,  when  Sir 
William  Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly  were  candi- 
dates, witness  was  mayor,  and  took  no  part.  The 
sheriff  is  the  returning  officer,  3653, 3654.— In  all  elec- 
tions in  which  he  has  taken  part  no  knowledge  of  any 
sums  being  given  for  direct  bribery,  3655. — Witness  is 
one  of  the  charity  trustees  appointed  by  the  Lord  Qian- 
cellor  under  the  Municipal  Incorporation  Act,  3656. 
In  the  administration  of  those  charities  has  not  been  at 
all  influenced  by  political  feeling  as  regards  the  grant- 
ing of  applications  to  persons,  3657- — ^The  charity 
trustees  when  originally  appointed  consisted  of  an 
equal  number  of  both  political  parties,  but  from  deaths 
and  other  causes  the  Liberal  portion  of  the  charity 
trustees  is  now  the  largest,  3658,  3659.— Does  not 
think  the  charily  trustees  are  much  influenced  by  poli- 
tical feeling  in  the  dispensation  of  their  charities;  they 
are  very  unanimous  in  all  their  elections,  3660.— Never 
spent  a  farthing  in  any  shape  for  elections  or  poli- 
tical purposes,  3661. — As  charity  trustee,  if  any  person 
recommended  a  deserving  object  should  nut  inquire 
his  motive,  so  should  not  know  if  any  corruption  of 
that  sort  was  practised  between  canvasser  and  voter. 

Nbamb,  Mr.  Aldemum.  (Second  Examination.)— The 
charge  made  by  Friend  of  bribing  a  dead  man  called 
Hancock  with  91.  is  false,  and  that  person  is  the  last  in 
whose  hands  witness  would  have  trusted  money,  7592- 
7595.  —  Never  recollects  bribing  any  one,  /596. — 
Knows  a  voter  of  the  name  of  Hancock,  7600. — Mr. 
Friend  was  formerly  an  auctioneer,  and  sold  a  quantity 
of  casks  for  witness,  but  never  brought  the  money, 
7601-7605. — Has  always  been  on  the  blue  side,  and 
voted  for  Mr.  Lushington  in  1814  and  1818,  but  not 
in  1812,  7606-7608. 

Nicholson,  Edward.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Isa 
lay  clerk  in  the  cathedral,  a  freeman,  and  a  house- 
holder, 13,344-13,346.— Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and 
Vance,  had  51.  from  Bennett  for  vote,  13,^47-13,350. 
— Did  not  vote  at  the  last  election,  13,351. 

NoRLEV,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a  free- 
man, and  voted  at  last  election  for  Romilly  and  Somer- 
ville, 14,759-14,761.— Had  no  money;  but  as  a  mes- 
senger, for  s-rvices  performed,  received  10*.,  14,762- 
14,765.— In  1847  voted  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham, 
14,766. — Was  employed  as  a  messenger  for  three  days, 
Ibr  which  received  15*.,  14,767-14,7/0. 

NuTT,  Mr.  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  the 
town  derk  of  Canterbury,  1. — Only  freemen,  and  men 
holding  household  suffi«ge  granted  by  the  Reform  Act, 
have  the  right  of  voting,  2-4. — ^Two  lists  are  made  out; 
one  by  the  parish  officers  of  the  different  parishes  for 
10/.  householders^  and  the  other  by  the  town  clerk,  which 
is  given  to  the  sheriff  of  the  city,  5,  6.— A  true  printed 
copy,  from  the  last  day  of  NovemW  1850  to  the  first 
day  of  December  1851,  handed  in,  also  a  revised  list  of 
the  freemen  of  1851  and  1852,  7,  8.— The  number  of 
registered  freemen  is  953,  9-13. — ^TTie  list  contains  all 
the  freemen,  whether  householders  or  not  householders, 
but  it  occasionally  happens  a  man  might  be  put  upon 
the  list  in  respect  of  two  qualifications ;  his  name  might 
appear  twice  m  witness's  list  and  once  in  the  parish  list; 
but  cannot  say  how  often  that  occurs,  14-18.— llie 
last  election  was  in  July  last.  Thinks  the  previous  one 
was  either  in  December  1849,  or  December  1850,  but 
does  not  recollect  exactly,  19,  20.— The  candidates  were 
the  Honourable  Mr.  Johnstone,  Sir  William  Somerville, 
Coloncd  Romilly,  the  Honourable  Mr.  Smythe,  and 
Mr.  Gipps,  21. — It  was  a  by-election,  occasioned  by 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham  being  raised  to  the  peenge. 
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NuTT,  Mr.  Janv^^-contiHued, 

and  Colonel  Romilly  was  wtultied,  23-27.--Lord  Albert 
Con3mf^ham  and  the  Honourable  Mr.  Sn^he  had  been 
elected  at  the  general  election  in  1847,  28. — ^The  elec- 
tion immediately  preceding  that  was  a  contested  elec- 
tion I  the  by  or  single-handed  election  was  not.  Mr. 
Vance  was  here,  but  went  away  on  the  day  of  the 
nomination,  29-.37. 

Nye,  Richard.  {Analysis  of  Ms  Evidence.) — Not  a  firee- 
man ;  is  a  householder,  and  voted  in  1847  for  Lord 
Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe,  13,995-13,998.— Voted 
on  that  understanding  and  got  the  5/.  from  Mr. 
Laming,  14,003-14,005.— He  gave  it  witness  himself; 
there  was  no  one  else  in  the  room  but  Laming's  wife 
and  daughter,  14,006.  [John  Laming  would  not  deny 
Nye*8  statement,  but  cannot  recollect  it,  14,007. — 
Under  impression  some  one  else  paid  him,  14,008.] 

Out  Voter«  : — 

Particulars  of  the  bribery  of  an  out  voter,  living  at 
Maidstone,  but  who  had  not  been  away  from  Canter- 
bury long  enough  to  be  struck  off  the  list  of  voters, 
Saunders,  3247. — ^The  expenses  of  the  out  voters  in 
the  blue  interest,  at  the  election  of  1847,  about  30/., 
Brent,  997. 

Paget,  John,  The  Honourable.  {Analysis  qf  his  Evi- 
dence).— Aocompinied  Colonel  Romilly  to  Canterbuiy 
in  1850,  as  a  personal  friend,  11,204,  11,205.— Corro- 
borates Colonel  RomiUy's  evidence  as  to  Mr.  Vance's 
retirement,  11,207-11,210. — Remembers  most  dis- 
tinctly the  determination  expressed  by  Colonel  Romilly 
to  have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  illegal  practices. 

Page,  Henry  James.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— 
A  householder,  and  voted  at  last  election  for  Colonel 
Romilly  and  Sir  William  Somerville,  and  had  no  money, 
10,695-10,698.— Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance, 
and  had  6/.  from  Kelson,  not  10/. ;  never  told  Kelson 
that  the  blues  had  promised  8/.,  10,699-10,720. 

Page,  Thomas.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  freeman, 
and  voted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
13,813-13,815. — Was  never  spoken  to  about  vote, 
13,817.— Got  no  money,  13,818.— Voted  at  the  elec- 
tion of  1847  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr. 
Smythe,  13,819. — Got  nothing  then;  never  got  any 
money  for  his  vote,  13,820,  13,821. — Had  two  colour 
tickets  at  last  election,  one  for  son  and  one  for  self, 
and  same  at  pre\'ious  election  from  Mr.  Smith,  the 
coachmaker,  13,823, 13,824. — Had  the  orders  for  them 
up  in  the  committee:  do  not  know  the  gentleman, 
13,825-13,826.— Knows  Mr.  Blinks,  but  nothing  of 
him ;  no  conversation,  13,827,  13,828. — For  colour 
tickets,  we  had  10s.  each,  13,829. 

Paid  Agents.     (See  Agents). 

Pa  l.mer,  William  Staines.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) 
— Is  a  freeman,  and  voted  in  184?  for  Smythe  and 
Conyngham,  12,997-12,999.— Had  no  money  for  his 
vote,  but  received  1/.  at  one  time,  and  I/,  at  another, 
frx)m  William  Sharp,  13,000-13,005.— Had  always  voted 
on  the  Tory  side,  13,006.— Voted  at  last  election  for 
Johnstone  and  Gipps ;  Mr.  Sharp  gave  him,  a  day  or 
so  before  polling  day,  a  sovereign  to  go  and  smoke  his 
pipe,  13,007-13,013.— Does  not  think  he  had  I/,  after 
the  last  election,  but  had  usuidly  I/,  a  week  as  long  as 
the  election  lasted,  13,014-13,016.— Had  1/.  for  smok- 
ing his  pipe  in  1841 ;  usually  got  a  sovereign  at  a  time, 
often  wanted  one  when  he  could  not  get  it,  13,017- 
13,020. 

Palmer,  Thomas  Henry.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)'^ 
A  freeman,  and  voted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone 
and  Gipps,  13,903-13,905.— Had  1/.  for  two  colour 
tickets,  13,908.— Voted  in  1847  for  Conyngham  and 
Smythe,  13,912. 

Palmer,  James.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  freeman, 
and  voted  in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  13,843- 
13,845. — Had  1/.  as  a  messenger  forfoiur  days,  13,846- 
i;:j^84H.— Voted  in  1852  for  the  Tory  party,  13,853.— 
Had  two  colour  tickets,  for  which  witness  received  10*. 
each,  13,856-13^59. 

Palmer,  George.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  free- 
man, and  voted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  14,555-14,557. — Had  IQs.  as  a  messenger  for 
two  days,  14,558-14,560.— Did  not  vote  in  1847, 
14,561. 
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Papers,  Accounts,  and  Documents,  jiroduced  by 

witnessesand  delivered  up  to  the  Commissioners.  {See 
Accounts,  Documents,  Papers,  &c.) 

Parishes  : — 

Ust  of  within  the  Parliamentary  Borough. 

Within  the  City  :— 

All  Saints. 

St.  Alphage. 

St.  Andrew. 

St.  Mary  Breadman. 

St.  Maiy  Breadman. 

St.  George  the  Martyr 

St.  Mary  Magdalen. 

St.  Margaret. 

St.  Martin. 

St.  Mildred. 

Northgate. 

St.  Paul. 

St.  Peter. 

Holy  Cross,  Westgate. 

List   of  within  the  City,  but  without   the  Parlia- 
mentary Borough : — 

Archbishop's  Pahice. 

Christchurch. 

St.  Dunstans. 

Ville  of  St.  Gregory. 

St.  Stephens. 

Nackinffton. 

Borough  of  Staplegate. 

Thennmgton. 

Holy  Cross,  Westgate  Without. 

Parllamentary  Agents.    {See  Agents). 

Parnell,  William.  {Analysis of  his  Evidence.}— Ib  a 
voter,  but  not  a  freeman,  14,608,  14,609. — ^Did  not 
vote  at  last  election,  14,610.— Voted  m  1847  for  Lord 
Albert  and  Mr.  Smvthe,  14,612,  14,613.— Was  a  mes- 
senger, and  receivea  1/.  is.  for  running  about,  14,614- 
147l7. 

Parrbn,  Henry.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Lives  in 
Northgate  Street,  Whitstable,  and  voted  at  last  elec- 
tion for  Sir  William  Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly ; 
had  no  money  for  vote,  12,349-12,353.— In  1847  voted 
for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe,  12,354- 
12,355. — No  money  for  vote  then  either;  received  71* 
frt)m  Mr.  Jacobs  about  eight  or  ten  days  after  the  elec^ 
tion,  SI.  \0s.  of  which  was  given  to  witness's  aunt,  and 
3/.  lOs.  to  sister  as  payment  of  their  outstanding  bill 
for  twelve  dozen  colourmen*s  bows  made  for  Henniker 
Wilson's  election,  of  which  witness  received  a  pound 
from  his  aunt,  and  his  brother  had  a  pound  from  sister 
about  a  week  after  they  had  been  pdd,  12,356-12,360. 
— ^The  order  was  for  twelve  dozen  bows  at  2tf.  a  dozen 
for  making  them,  and  the  ribbons  being  furnished 
extra,  and  there  was  a  second  order  with  some  ribbons 
to  convert  into  three  dozen  bows,  12,361-12,363. — 
Sister's  account  was  16/.  16*.,  and  aunfs  71.  2».,  in 
liquidation  of  which  they  received  21.  frxnn  Davey; 
BO  that  there  was  14/.  I65.  due  to  sister,  aad  5/.  2s.  to 
aunt,  12,364-12,366. — Witness  is  shopman  to  Mr. 
Jacobs,  and  mentioned  to  him  that  he  would  vote  if  he 
was  asked,  and  then  asked  him  to  intercede  and  get 
this  money  which  sister  and  aunt  were  robbed  of, 
12,367-12,377. 

Parrbn,  Samuel.  {Analysis  qf  his  Evidence), — ^Voted 
in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps.  Had  no  money  for 
vote,  12,378-12,381.— In  1847  witness  voted  only  for 
Lord  Albert  Conyngham;  had  nothing  then  either, 
12,382-12,386.— Had  3/.  \0s.  from  his  brother  to  give 
to  sistert  for  some  ribbons  made  up  at  Henniker  Wil- 
son's election,  12,387. — Was  smrprised  when  it  was 
brought  to  witness,  about  ten  days  after  election,  to 
see  it  come,  it  had  been  so  long  of  coining,  12,389. 
Did  not  know  it  was  to  come ;  the  bill  was  acknow- 
ledged by  William  Davey^s  bringing  the  2/.,  12,390. 
— Witness  advanced  his  sister  38*.  for  the  ribbons  to 
make  bows  for  Henniker  Wilson's  election  in  1^1, 
12,391-12,393.— Paid  her  the  whole  of  the  3/.  \0s.  9d., 
and  she  offered  back  38*.,  but  witness  said  he  would 
be  content  with  1  /.  and  that  was  taken  in  repayment 
of  the  monev  advanced  to  her  in  1841,  12,394-12,397. 
— The  3/.  IO5.  was  not  given,  neither  was  it  recdved 
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Parren,  Samuel — continued, 
in  consideration  of  a  promise  witness  had  given  of  his 
vote ;  promised  no  one ;  the  3/.  lOs.  had  nothing  to 
do  with  vote,  12,398-12,399.— Did  not  know,  previous 
to  voting,  that  witness  was  to  receive  any  money  for  his 
sister,  and  had  no  expectation,  12,400-12,402.— Voted 
for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  at  last  election,  12,403. — 
Did  not  complain  to  blue  party  that  witness  had  been 
obhged  to  vote  red  by  his  master ;  such  was  not  the 
case,  voted  for  the  men,  not  the  colours,  12,405- 
12,408. 

Parsoxs,  John.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  firee- 
man,  and  voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
and  had  5/.  from  Kelson  for  vote,  10,611-10,617. 

Parsons,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  free- 
man, and  voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
and  had  5/.  from  Kelson  for  vote,  10,621-10,624. 

Parsons,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,)— A 
freeman,  13,906.— Did  not  vote  at  last  election,  13,957. 
— Mr.  Blinks  sent  to  ask  if  witness  meant  to  have  his 
name  put  down  in  his  hst,  13,958. — Sent  the  inessage 
by  witness's  brother,  who  is  mentioned  as  having  re- 
ceived 105.  Gd. ;  he  worked  for  Mr.  Blinks,  13,959, 
13,960. — ^Told  brother  witness's  name  might  be  put 
down  if  he  liked,  13,962.-5/.  10*.  was  the  sum  named. 
When  the  list  was  given  in  it  was  sjad  Mr.  Blinks 
was  not  authorised.  Mr.  Blinks  told  witness's  bro- 
ther that  Gipps  and  Johnstone's  committee  would 
not  give  the  money,  13,964-13,968.— If  they  had 
given  the  money,  would  have  gone  and  voted;  was 
offered  51,  once  before,  and  boldly  refused,  but  cir- 
cumstances are  altered  now,  13,970. — ^\'oted  in  1847 
for  Vance  and  Clinton,  13,972, 13,973.— Got  no  money, 
13,9/4. — Always  voted  independent,  but  fi-ee  trade 
coming  into  operation  made  the  thing  different. 
Wished  to  withhold  vote,  as  trade  was  reduced,  and 
might  have  given  offence  to  some  one,  13,976-13,978. 
— Should  have  given  vote  for  51,  lOs.  13,979. — Was 
better  off  in  1847  than  in  1852,  and  could  resist  the 
temptation  of  a  bribe,  13,982. 

Parsons,George.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — A  house- 
holder; voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  14,044- 
14,046. — Received  half  a  sovereign  from  Mr.  Taylor, 
14,047. — Was  in  the  service  of  Mr.  Blinks ;  arrange- 
ments with  him  as  to  vote,  &c.,  14,053-14,071. — Voted 
in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  and  had  61,  of  a 
Mr.  Pilcher,  a  stranffer  to  witness,  14,072-14,076. — 
Voted  at  previous  elections,  14,082. — In  1841  voted 
for  Smythe  and  Bradshaw ;  had  51.,  a  leg  of  mutton, 
some  ribs  of  beef,  and  some  suet  from  Mr.  Hennikei; 
Wilson.  Arrangements  made  therefor  ^ith  Mr.  Grace, 
a  leather  cutter,  who  was  on  Blue  side,  14,083-14,100. 
— Had  witness  voted  for  Mr.  Wilson  he  would  have 
^ot  another  5/.  and  a  bottle  of  wine,  which  was  offered 
Sim  by  Mr.  Sharne,  of  the  Castle,  14,101-14,109.— 
Got  nothing  from  Mr.  Smythe's  fnends,  14,110, 14,111. 
— R^eived  the  51,  from  Mr.  Henniker  WUson,  having 
heard  that  party  never  bribed,  and  wishing  to  ascertain 
whether  they  aid  or  not,  and  endeavoured  (notwith- 
standing that  curiosity  was  satisfied)  to  get  the  other 
5/.,  having  determined  to  pocket  as  much  as  possible, 
14,113-14,116.— The  receipt  of  the  first  5/.,  &c.,  has 
been  the  town  talk,  14,118.— Voted  in  1847  at  the 
general  election,  14,117. — In  the  general  election  of 
1841  voted  for  Bradshaw  and  Smythe,  14,119.— Had 
61.  for  vote  then,  14,120.— Mr.  Pilcher  paid  him;  did 
not  know  him,  but  asked  his  name,  14,121. — In  1847, 
when  Bradshaw  and  Smythe  were  the  candidates  on 
one  side,  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Hodges 
on  the  other,  the  general  election  which  took  place  a 
short  time  after  the  single-handed  election,  witness 
voted  for  Bradshaw  and  Smythe,  14,123. — Had  nothing 
for  vote,  14,124.— Always  voted  Red  before  1847,  and 
never  before  received  money  for  vote,  14,125,  14,126. 

Patronage.  (See  Government  Situations  and  Municipal 
Charities). 

Payments  to  Voters  : — 

I.  For  actual  services.  (See  Employment  of  Voters). 
II.  For  nominal  sendees.    (See  Agents,  Bribery,  and 
Colour  I'ickets). 

III.  ForTravelUng  expenses.  (See Travelling  Expenses). 

IV.  For  loss  of  time.  (See  Loss  of  Time  and  TraveUing 

Expenses). 
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Pentecost,  Joseph.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence), — ^A 
licensed  victualler  and  householder,  and  voted  at  last 
election  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone,  11,122-11,125. — No 
money  for  vote,  11,126. — ^Voted  in  1847  for  Smythe 
and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham ;  had  3/.  lOs,  for  three 
days'  work  with  horse,  11,127-11,133.— Had  25s.  last 
year  for  fetching  voters  with  a  horse  and  waggon, 
11,134-11,136. — Was  employed  by  Mr.  Jacobs  in 
1847 ;  he  gave  nothing  for  vote  then,  11,138. 

Petitions  to  the  House  of  Commons  : — 

1.  Against  Messrs.  Gipps  and  Bradshaw* s  Return  in 

1852. 

Destroyed  the  accounts  of  the  expenditure  by  Gippe 
and  Bradshaw,  ftT>m  prudential  motives  after  the  pre- 
sentation of  the  petition.  Pout,  4260,  4261-4267.— 
Had  authoritv  ftT>m  Mr.  Kingsford  to  destroy  these 
papers,  ib,  4269. — ^ITie  defence  of  the  petition  intrusted 
to  Mr.  Brown,  a  Parliamentary  agent,  and  Mr.  Kings- 
ford,  Johnstone,  2632. 

II.  Against  Lord  Albert   Conyngham's  Hetum  ta 
1837. 

Mr.  Gipps  petitioned  against  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham's  return,  but  afterwards  Mrithdrew  it.  Brent, 
1343. 

HI.  Against  Mr,  VilUers*  Return  in  1835. 

Mr.  Lushington  petitioned  against  Mr.  Viiliers'  re- 
turn ;  Mr.  ViSiers  was  imseated  on  a  scrutiny.  Brent, 
1338. 

Phillpott,  James.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — Is  a 
freeman ;  voted  on  the  Blue  side,  and  had  41,  for  his 
vote  ftT>m  Thomas  MuUett  Beer,  and  thinks  he  recom- 
mended some  one  for  colour  tickets ;  voted  last  year, 
no  money  at  any  time  but  1847,  12,727-12,735. 

Pickering,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,}^ 
Voted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  13,269- 
13,271. — ^Two  colour  tickets ;  received  the  10*.,  for  one 
brother  had  the  other,  14,273-14,277.— Received  \s.  6d. 
as  a  messenger,  but  did  no  work,  14,278-14,281.=— Had 
no  vote  in  1847.  14,282. 

Pierce,  Edward.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  fish 
dealer  and  a  freeman,  and  had  a  vote  at  last  election; 
received  \2s.  6d,  from  Taylor  for  being  a  messengei^ 
but  did  no  work ;  recommended  a  cousin  called  Wilson, 
whom  he  owed  6s.  6d.,  for  a  colour  ticket  worth  10*., 
10,931-10,960.— Voted  in  1847  for  Vance  and  Clinton, 
and  had  four  sovereigns  from  Mr.  Friend,  10,939- 
10,945. 

Pierce,  Edward.  (Examination  resumed.) — A  freeman 
and  voted  in  1847  for  Xance  and  Chnton,  13,363- 
13,365. — Had  four  sovereigns  from  Mr.  Friend  for  his 
vote,  13,366-13,367.— Nothing  from  Mr.  Bennett, 
13,368. — Voted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  but  had  no  money,  13,369-13,372. — Got  two 
colour  tickets,  and  was  also  a  messenger,  for  which 
witness  received  12^.  6d,,  13,373 — 13,376. — Bribed  no 
one,  and  had  no  money  for  the  purpose  of  bribing  in 
1847,  13,347-13,348. 

"  PixKS  :— '' 

The  colour  adopted  by  Mr.  Smythe,  indicating  an 
intermediate  or  inaependent  position  between  the  reds 
and  blues,  Aris,  70  (see  also  colours  of  Candidates). 

PiTTOCK,  Henry.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — ^A  firee- 
man,  and  voted  last  year  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
recei\'ing  41,  from  Fnend,  10,978-10,983.— Votwl  m 
1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  and  had  5/.  from 
Mr.  Goodwin,  10,984-10,1)88.— Fetched  Barber  to 
Goodwin  on  the  polling  morning,  who  went  in  doors 
and  saw  Goodwin,  and  afterwards  polled ;  but  witness 
does  not  know  whether  he  received  any  money  for  his 
vote,  10,993-10,999. 

Pilcher,  Mr.  Richard.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) 
— Steward  of  Lady  Conjmgham  at  Bifrons,  2827. — 
Has  occupied  that  situation  since  the  purchase  of  the 
estate  in  1830, 2828. — Connected  in  a  humble  way  witii 
the  elections  of  Canterbuiy  since  1818,  2829. — ^After 
Lord  Conyngham  purchased  Bifrons  witness  came  into 
more  intimate  connexion  with  the  electors,  being  ap- 
pointed to  receive  monies,  and  pay  away  to  certain 
agents,  2830.— In  1835  was  the  first  occasion,  2831.— 
The  candidates  at  that  election  being  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham  and  Mr.  ViUiors  on  libenl  interest,  and 
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PiLCHER,  Mr.  Richard — ctmtinMed, 

Mr.  Lushington  on  Tory,  2832-2837.— Lord  Albert 
ConTngham  and  Mr.  Vilbers  were  returned,  but  return 
being  disputed,  Mr.  Lushington  eventuallj  succeeded 
to  the  seat  on  petition.  Mr.  F.  Villiers,  who  afterwards 
stood  for  Sudbury,  losing  his  seat,  2838-2841. — ^ihe 
monies  then  expended  by  Lord  Albert  passed  through 
witness's  hands,  2842. — Witness  here  gave  in  the  ac- 
counts and  details  of  all  expenditure,  2843. — The  ex- 
penditure forthe  election  alone,  and  six  months'  previous 
canvass;  was  1,400/.  18^.  9d. ;  that  sum  represented  the 
expenses  of  Lord  Conyngham  alone.  Mr.  Villiers  paid 
122/.  or  124/.  as  his  share  of  the  colourmen's  tickets; 
but  he  had  no  knowledge  what  further  expenses  he  had, 
as  they  had  separate  committees,  2844-2851. — ^The 
monies  came  to  witness  in  January  1835.  Two  five 
hundreds,  the  7th  and  12th,  from  London,  through 
Denison,  the  banker's  (the  late  Mr.  Denison  was  Lady 
Conyngham's  brother) ;  then  there  was  a  trifling  sum 
of  1/.  I9s.,  and  cash  and  bills  398/.,  making  the  exact 
sum  of  1,400/.  185.  9d.  received  by  witness,  and  ac- 
counted for,  (the  witness  handed  in  a  small  book  with 
marble-paper  covers,  containing  every  detaily)  2852-2856. 
— ^The  account  shows  to  whom  that  money  was  paid, 
2857. — Mr.  Birch  was  the  person  through  whose  hands 
the  money  principally  passed,  and  witness  paid  some 
things  himself,  2858-2860. — Mr.  Penny  was  employed 
as  clerk,  and  made  up  that  book.  Witness  recollects 
being  with  Mr.  Birch,  and  paying  the  colourmen  at 
his  house,  2861. — ^Therewere  320  colourmen  at  that 
election,  at  bs.  a  day  each,  320/. ;  there  being  two  days 
polling,  one  nomination,  and  one  day  declaration. 
Mr.  Birch  was  the  principal  person ;  see  entries,  "  Cash 
to  Mr.  Birch,"  and  so  on,  three  sums  of  148/.,  2862. — 
There  were  no  payments  as  bribery — payments  made 
to  men  of  5/.  and  6/. — never  thought  of  such  a  thing 
in  those  days,  2863-2868. — ^The  next  election  was  1837, 
2869. — ITie  candidates  then  were  Lord  Albert  Co- 
nyngham and  Mr.  Villiers,  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr. 
Gipps,  2>^70. — Lord  Albert  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  were 
returned,  2871. — Witness  did  not  have  the  manage- 
ment of  Lord  Albert's  expenditiure,  as  it  was  a  joint 
concern;  Mr.  Birch  kept  the  books.  Has  merely  a 
rough  memorandum,  copied  from  Birch's  account,  and 
as  near  as  he  can  make  out  it  was  1,212/.  6«.  \\d. 
Witness  received  721/.  in  two  sums  from  Denison's  as 
part  payment  of  the  1,212/.  6«.  lie?.,  2,872.— ITie  two 
parties  coalesced  as  far  as  expenses  went  on  that  occa- 
sion, but  how  for  the  accounts  were  blended  witness 
does  not  know,  2873. — Mere  supposition  on  witness's 
part  that  Mr.  Villiers  contributed ;  he  had  no  regular 
committee,  and  not  supposed  to  be  a  man  of  much 
means ;  but  concludes  it  could  come  from  no  one  else, 
2874-2882. — Mr.  Villiers  in  those  days  was  an  extreme 
Radical,  2883,  2884. — Does  not  know  how  much  in 
1 837  went  for  colour  tickets.  Mr.  Birch  paid  the  colour- 
men. Witness  reads  a  short  abstract  accounting  for 
the  sum  of  1,212/.  ITie  accounts  went  to  London  to 
be  audited  before  the  money  was  remitted,  2885. — A 
certidn  sum  was  sent  to  pay  those  things  that  could  not 
be  put  off,  2886. — Knew  of  no  money  payments  distinct 
from  those  colour  tickets  to  parties  for  their  votes, 
2889. — ^ITie  next  election  witness  was  engaged  in  was 
in  1847,  2891.— Had  nothing  to  do  with  1841,  2892. 
— Did  not  come  into  Canterbury  at  any  other  election, 
2893,  2894.— The  account  of  1837  was  prepared  by 
witness's  boy.  Explanation  thereof,  2895, 2896. — Lord 
A.  Conyngham  resigned  his  seat  on  a  matter  of  feeling, 
besides  ill  health,  and  did  not  again  solicit  the  suffrages 
of  the  electors  of  Canterbury  until  1847,  2898,  2901  .— 
No  one  who  had  the  Bifrons  interest  at  their  disposal 
came  forward  in  that  interval,  2902. — Mr.  Heniker 
Wilson  came,  but  he  was  a  most  indifferent  person  as 
regajtis  Bifrons,  and  they  took  no  part  in  it  that  wit- 
ness is  aware  of,  2903. — No  money  passed  through 
witness's  hands  with  reference  to  any  election  between 
1837  and  1847,  except  certain  annual  subscriptions 
Lord  Albert  used  to  pay,  merely  as  a  resident,  2904, 
2905.— In  1847  Lord  Albert  was  the  only  candidate ; 
Mr.  Gipps  prepared  for  a  contest,  and  the  expenses  in- 
curred thereby  for  bandsmen,  nomination-day,  &c.,  were 
502/. — about  a  third  of  the  former  elections,  2906, 
2907. — For  account  of  how  that  sum  was  disbursed, 
witness  refers  to  a  statement  made  at  the  time,  and  in 
the  handwriting  of  his  youngest  daughter,  2908-2910. 
— The  colourmen  were  employed  merely  to  celebrate 
the  thing;  a  little  show  on  nomination-day,  &c.,  2Iill. 
— Colour  tickets  were  wholly  irrespective  of  colours,  or 
the  men  who  carried  them,  2912. — ^The  colour  tickets 
in  this  uncontested  election  were  very  trifling,  2914. — 


PiLCHER,  Mr.  Richard — continued. 

In  March  had  two  remittances  of  250/.  each,  leaving  a 
balance  due  of  2/.,  291 7. — ^These  remittances  came  in- 
variably through  Denison's  house,  2918. — The  next  was 
the  general  election  in  1847,  2919. — ^A  severe  contest, 
Conyngham  and  Smjrthe  being  returned,  2921-2923. — 
lliat  election  being  a  joint  election,  everything  was  con- 
ducted by  Mr.  Rutter.  Witness  merely  represented  Lord 
Albert,  but  received  remittances  in  part  payment  of  the 
expenditure,  800/.,  in  three  sums  from  Denison's,  2924. 
2925. — Witness  concludes  he  must  havepsdd  that  800/. 
to  Mr.  Rutter,  but  has  no  documents.     Rutter's  ac- 
counts were  sent  to  town  to  be  audited  by  Mr.  Benbow, 
2926. — Firmly  believes  Mr.  Smythe  paid  an    equal 
amount  of  the  expenses,  2927. — ^There  was  some  very 
improper  expenditure:  at  the  close   the  contest  was 
nearly  lost,  and  report  reached  us  that  the  opposite 
party  were  having  recourse  to  bribery,  2928-2934. — 
list  sent  in  by  Mr.  Jacobs  of  10  or  12  voters  who 
would  not  poll  under  2/.,  3/.,  4/.,  and  some  bL\ 
thinks  the  gross  sum  was  35/.,  which  witness  paid 
Mr.  Jacobs  for  their  votes,  2935-2938. — Cannot  give 
the  names  of  any  of  the  parties ;  Mr.  Jacobs  managed 
it,  and  he  has  left  Canterbury  many  years,  2939-2941. 
— Recollects  one  other  instance,  in  which  Mr.  Brown,  a 
leather-cutter,  sent  to  witness  to  say  a  voter  of  the 
name  of  Reed  would  not  go  to  the  poll  unless  he  re- 
ceived 5/.,  and  through  Mr.  Brown  it  was  handed  to 
voter,  2942,  2943. — Reed  is  in  town,  and  the  only  one 
whose  name  witness  can  call  to  mind  to  whom  he  ever 
paid  a  fiirthing  in  that  shape,  2945. — ^This  5/.  was  gi^'en 
to  Brown  with  a  perfect  knowledge  it  was  to  buy 
Reed's  vote,  2946.— Brown   is   dead,  2.947.— Except 
these  cases  at   general   election   of  1847  witness  is 
not  aware  at  any  previous  elections  of  similar  practices 
having  been  had  recourse  to  by  his  party,  2948,  2949. 
In  September,  1837,  after  election  in  July,  Mr.  Masters, 
on  the  part  of  the  others  of  the  committiee,  called  upon 
witness  for  25/.,  nominally  to  wind  up  affairs,  but  never 
knew  for  what  purpose.    That  is  the  only  mysterious 
item  appearing  in  witness's    accounts   for  which  no 
voucher  was  received,  2950-2954. — Mr.  Masters  is  in 
Canterbury,  and  can  tell  how  the  money  was  applied, 
2955-2957. — ^That  is  the  only  sum  kept  secret  from 
witness ;  everything  was  perfectly  open  in  committee- 
room,  2958-2960. — Is  not  aware  of  any  other  instance, 
except  those   witness  has  stated,  in  which  bribery 
was  practised  by  his  party,  2961-2964. — No  further 
information  with  reference  to  general  election  in  1847, 
2965. — I^rd  Albert  did  not  appear  after  that  as  a  can- 
didate, 2966. — He  was   then  returned,  2967. — Lord 
Albert  Conyngham  was  elevated  to  the  peerage  in  1850, 
2968,  2969. — When  Colonel  Romilly  came  down,  met 
him  at  the  Fountain  with  his  friends,  and  gave  him  a 
note  from  the  Marchioness,  inviting  him  to  Bifrons  out 
of  courtesy,  and  witness  ^itis  also  desired  to  offer  his 
senices,  and  assist  him  in  any  imiw9,y,  2970,  2971. — 
Witness's  services  were  not  required,  and  he  gave  no 
assistance,  there  being  no  contest,  2972,  2973. — Saw 
Mr.  Vance  only  at  the  hustings  and  in  town ;  did  not 
know  him,  and  had  no  interview  with  him,  or  any  one 
on  his  behalf,  2974-2977.— Never  heaf  d  a  report  that 
Mr.  Vance  had  been  bought  off  until  the  last  two  or 
three  days,  2978. — Knew  nothing  in  1850  of  witness's 
own    knowledp^e  beyond    that    of   inviting    Colonel 
Romilly  to  Bifrons,  2979. — In  1852  the   candidates 
were  Mr.  Gipps,  Mr.  Butler  Johnstone,  Sir  William 
Somen-nlle,  Colonel  Romilly,  and  Mr.  Smythe,  2983. 
— Sir  W^illiam  Somerville  is  Lady  Conyngham's  son*: 
in-law,  2984. — He  resided  at  the  Fountain  with  his 
daughter.    He  merely  went  to  Bifrons  as  a  visitor,  2985. 
— Was  informed  in  committee-room,  by  Mr.  Taylor,  the 
clerk,  that  the  opposite  party  had  commenced  giving 
out  messengers'  tickets,   and  begim  their  old  prac- 
tices, and  informed  Sir  W^illiam  of  the  matter,  2987. 
— Messengers'  tickets  are  different  from  colour  tickets, 
2988. — Explanation  thereof,  2989. — Construed  bribery 
in  Mr.  Strutt's  case,  if  they  happened  to  be  freemen, 
2990. — ^The  issuing  of  twelve  tickets  would  forfeit  the 
election,  and  was  merely  a  commencement  to  other 
proceedings,  giWngout  colourmen's  tickets,  &c.,2991- 
2994. — ^The  only  persons  who  had  tickets  for  which 
they  were  expected  to  do  no  duty  were  the  colourmen. 
Witness's  book  shows  about  ten  or  a  dozen  messen- 
gers ;  those  were  thought  absolutely  necessary,  2996. — 
Sir  William  Somer\'illc's  expenditure  must  have  been 
very  trifling,  2997. — Does  not  know  anything  about 
financial  arrangements  of  this  election,  2998. — Merely 
canvassed  ten  or  twelve  out-dwellers  in  south-east  of 
Canterbury.    Can^'assing  expenses  about  2/.,  2999.— 
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Does  not  know  Busher,  3001. — Knows  Mr.  Baldoock 
at  St.  Martin's  Hill,  generally  supported  Lord  A. 
Conyngham,  3002-3006. — Lord  Albert  procured  his 
son  a  situation  as  tide-waiter  at  Gravesend  in  1B47» 
which  he  still  holds,  worth  about  70/.  or  80/.  a  year, 
3010-3014. — Baldcock*s  father  keeps  a  public  house  in 
Canterbury,  3015,  3016. — It  was  decidedly  worth  the 
son*s  acceptance,  3017,  3018. — Baldcock  voted  for 
Lord  A.  Conyngham  in  1847.  Witness  recommended 
Younff  Baldcock  to  Lord  A.  Convngham,  3021-3028. 
•^Had  no  communication  with  \lr.  Brent  on  the  sub- 
ject, 3029. — ^ITiere  was  a  disposition  to  serve  Baldcock 
like  every  other  person,  3030. — Witness  being  refimred 
to  the  1837  account  which  he  gave  in  in  evidence, 
cannot  explain  a  sum  of  29/.  I4s,  to  Messrs.  Sharp 
and  Alderman  Cooper,  3031. — C.  Martin  occurs  twice ; 
he  was  a  draper :  that  must  have  been  for  flags  and 
bows.  It  is  pnnting  and  stationery,  3032-^)36. — 
Witness  explams  a  number  of  entnes  in  the  1837 
account  for  sums  of  money  received  and  paid,  3036- 
3048.— Knows  a  httle  of  James  Kelson,  3049.— Did 
not  know  he  had  absconded  until  Mritness  heard  he 
did  not  appear  in  London,  3050,  3051. — Mr.  Baldoock 
is  a  very  respectable  person  in  his  way,  3052. — 
Has  idways  been  a  supporter  of  the  Blue  interest  in 
Canterbury,  3053. — Had  some  conversation  with  Sir 
William  Somerville  in  1852,  when  he  stated  he  would 
not  be  guilty  of  bribery  in  any  shape,  3054,  3055. — 
There  was  168/.  ISs.  Sd.  expended  under  the  head  of 
en(«rtainments  in  the  election  of  1835.  Various  items 
thereof  explained,  3056-3058. — Th&re  was  no  monies 
expended  in  1837,  when  Lord  Albert  stood  again,  either 
in  the  shape  of  treating  or  entertainments.  The  gen- 
tlemen used  to  meet  at  the  lion,  and  pay  for  their  own 
dinners,  3059,  3060. — Never  heard  of  money  being 
found  for  Lord  T.  Clinton  in  1847  by  the  Marchioness, 
3063,  3064.— Nor  for  Colonel  Romilly  in  1850,  3066; 
or  for  any  purpose  connected  with  the  election,  3067. 

PiLCHBR,  Mr.  Richard.  {Second examination). — Stated 
when  last  here  that  he  had  given  some  accounts  to  Mr. 
Rutter,  and  gave  the  Commissioners  the  names  of  par- 
ties to  whom  he  had  paid  money,  9532,  9533. — ^There 
being  certain  names  in  the  accounts  rendered  by  wit- 
ness to  Mr.  Rutter,  not  mentioned  in  that  hst,  explains 
that  George  Barber  received  1/.  for  a  back  account 
owing  by  the  Blue  party  at  a  former  election,  but  not 
by  the  Marchioness  of  Conyngham  or  Lord  Albert, 
9534-9540. — Edward  Keeler  came  down  from  London 
to  vote,  and  received  5/.  for  his  expenses,  9541-9549. 
— James  Sheath,  a  httle  feurmer,  after  voting  pleaded 
poverty,  when  witness  gave  him  I/,  on  that  score, 
9550-9553.— The  21.  given  to  Smithson  of  Kingston 
was  for  four  colour  tickets,  9554-9556. — ^The  originaLs 
of  witness's  accounts  to  Mr.  Rutter  being  handed  to 
him,  he  perceives  that  Keeler  had  only  305.  instead  of 
5/.,  but  cannot  explain  the  meaning  of  "  Smith,  four 
tickets,"  9556-9561.— As  to  "  R.  Beard,  say  1/.  15«.," 
as  did  not  see  him ;  thinks  that  it  was  a  contingency 
to  be  kept  back  to  be  paid  for  Beard's  expenses  in 
coming  from  Heme  Bay»  9562-9566. — With  respect  to 
the  note  about  giving  Mr.  Richard  Beard  2/.,  that  was 
for  expenses  incurred  in  the  canvass  down  there,  and 
the  1/.  155.  was  extra,  but  not  for  his  vote,  9567-9569. 
— Has  no  recollection  of  giving  William  Brown,  of 
Barham,  5/.,  9570. — Did  not  say  the  letter  about 
Beard  was  written  after  the  election ;  and  as  to  the  5/. 
to  Brown,  cannot  account  for  it,  not  having  given  him 
more  than  half  a  sovereign,  9571,  9572. — Never  paid 
him  5/.,  and  wishes  a  bronier  of  his,  whom  witness  was 
told  the  other  day  used  to  manage  him,  would  come 
and  refresh  witness's  memory;  but  does  not  recollect 
paying  the  brother,  9573-9582.— Up  to  1847,  the  sys- 
tem on  their  side  hiad  been  to  avoid  bribery,  but  when 
Mr.  Sraythe  joined  them  and  brought  over  certain 
parties,  finding  that  the  other  parties  were  bribing, 
bribery  was  taken  up  in  their  own  defence,  9583,  9589. 
— The  bribing  commenced  with  Mr.  ViUiers,  a  Liberal, 
coming  down  and  beating  Mr.  Lushington  in  votes  on 
the  first  day's  election,  9590-9593.— TTiat  was  in  1835, 
and  in  184/  the  Consen'atives  tried  to  make  up  their 
lee-way,  9594-9597.— WiUiam  Henry  Stone,  of  Bar- 
ham,  was  very  much  afflicted  for  a  year  or  two,  and 
5/.  was  given  him  on  the  score  of  charity,  9598-9600. 
— Never  went  canvassing  a  man  promising  a  sove- 
reign, as  his  situation  would  have  been  in  danger  if 
he  had  compromised  Lord  Albert,  or  the  party,  in  any 
way,  9601. — Has  heard  witnesses  say  that  bribery  is  of 
more  ancient  date  in  C-anterbury  than  1835,  but  never 
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knew  of  a  shilting  being  given  in  thoM'  dm,,  9€02- 
9605. — ^Never  heurd  of  bribing  among  the  liberals  be- 
fore 1847,  and  says  decidedly  that  Lord  Albert's  party 
first  began  to  bribe  them,  9606-9610. — ^The  Marchioness 
of  Conyngham  never  gave  a  Bsrthing  to  be  laid  out  in 
bribery,  and  doubts  whether  she  ever  paid  a  fiaithing 
at  those  elections,  961 1. — Mon^  paid  after  the  election 
was  never  promised  before  it,  9612. — Did  not  mean  to 
say  the  letter  to  Mr.  Rutter  about  Beard  was  written 
previous  to  the  election,  9613-9616. — ^The  mon^  was 
paid  for  expenses,  9617. — Gave  Richard  Beard,  North- 
gate,  21.  or  21,  105.  for  expenses  he  was  out  of  pocket, 
canvassing,  9619-9622. 

Plummbr,  Mr.  Alderman  William.  {Analjfsis  of  his 
Evidence,) — ^W^as  called  tiie  deputy  chairman  of  the 
Liberal  committee ;  never  acted  as  such ;  it  was  a  mere 
nominal  oommittee,  2036,  2037. — ^At  the  election  of 
1847  witness  acouiesced  at  the  meeting  of  the  commit- 
tee in  passing  tne  bills,  2040. — Was  aware  that  many 
of  the  acoouAts  rendered  were  sums  paid  in  bribery, 
2041. — But  not  previously  to  the  bills  having  been 
brought  in  that  sums  oi  money  wers  passing  Inroagh 
tiie  committee  for  the  puroose  of  bribery,  2042. — Only 
knew  it  from  the  bills,  2045. — Never  saw  the  cobur 
tickets,  and  was  not  aware  that  applications  were  made 
for  them,  2046,  2047.— At  all  the  elections  has  taken 
an  active  part  in  canvassing,  avcuding  committee  rooms ; 
does  not  recollect  ever  to  have  seen  a  reoonmiendation 
brought,  and  no  tickets  before  Saturdav,  2049. — ^Never 
promised  at  gave  anyUiing  for  a  vote,  2050-2052. 

Plummkb,  Mr.  Alderman.  (EwammtUion  retmned.) — 
Being  shown  eanvasnng  book  for  1850,  does  not 
know  whether  C.  Martin  on  that  occasion  promised  to 
vote  for  Colonel  Romilly ;  never  saw  the  book  before ; 
knows  nothing  about  it ;  should  say  it  is  in  Mr.  Aris's 
handwriting,  2061-2067.--Thmk8  the  canvass  in  1850 
lasted  a  week,  2068. — ^Did  not  begin  before  Colonel 
Romilly  came  down,  2069. — It  went  on  all  the  time 
Colonel  Romilly  was  here,  2070. — Does  not  know 
whether  the  book  is  a  complete  list  or  not,  2071. 

Plummbr,  Mr.  Aldermim.  (Examination  resumed),— 
Is  in  possession  of  no  books  or  papers  whatever  con- 
nectea  with  the  canvass  of  1850 ;  never  had  any,  2096- 
2099. — ^Although  witness  attended  the  meeting  in  1847, 
where  the  bills  were  passed,  and  the  hst  of  b^bed  per- 
sons produced,  he  obiected  most  staron^ly  to  the 
whole  proceedings.  Was  not  aware  previously  that 
bribeiy  proceedings  had  taken  place.  Was  requested 
afterwards  by  Alderman  Brent  to  attend  the  committee 
for  a  similar  purpose,  but  when  he  told  witness  it  was 
intended  to  pass  the  sheriff's  bill  witness  said  it  was 
impossible;  he  oould  be  of  no  use,  as  he  never  would 
consent  to  the  passing  of  the  sheriff's  bill,  2100. — It 
was  about  ihree  times  the  amount  which  was  thought 
proper,  2101. — Has  been  oonnedied  with  election  pro- 
ceedings in  Canterbury  ^^<^  ISS5,  Knew  of  these 
things  gcnng  on  all  this  time,  but  was  not  astonished, 
2104-2107. — Never  consented  to  giving  the  colourmen 
monev,  2108. — But  could  not  stop  it  alone,  2110. — 
Has  been  a  party  to  inducing  people  to  vot^  2111. — 
Few  persons  asked  witness  for  colour  tickets,  2112. — 
As  an  individual  could  not  stop  the  passii^  of  these 
bills  m  1847,  2113.— Was  the  only  person  who  ob- 
jected, 2114. — ^Never  had  an  opportunity  of  objecting 
to  the  system  of  colour  tickets.  Never  saw  any 
accounts  of  it  before,  although  witness  knew  they  were 
given,  2115,  2116. 

Plummbr,  Mr.  Alderman.  {Seeond  ExammaUon.y— The 
aocmsation.  of  Friend  against  witness's  late  Ivother  of 
ddivering  money  openh^  in  the  committee  room  f^ 
bribeiy  has  never  heara  o^  neither  was  his  brother 
chairman  of  any  committee  in  1837,  7609,  7610. 

Poll  Books  : — 

Produces  the  poll  book  of  1847,  and  explains  the 
marks  against  the  names  of  the  voters,  Rutter,  1722. 

Poll  Clerks  : — 

70/.  pwd  for  poll  clerks  by  the  Conservative  candi- 
dates at  the  last  election,  Taylor,  8609. 

Polling  Places  : — 

There  are  seven  poUing  plaoes  in  the  borough,  Brmi, 
luUu. 
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Ponton,  Gborgb.  (Anali/tU  pf  his  Evidmee.y—U  a 
householder,  not  a  freeman,  14,744, 14,745. — ^Voted  in 
1852  for  Romilly  and  Somerville,  14,746,  14,747.— 
Was  employed  as  messenger,  for  which  had  5s.  a  day, 
for  two  davs,  14,748-14,751.— Voted  in  1847  for 
Smythe  and  Conyngham,  14,752,  14,753. — Received 
\L  5s.,  as  a  messenger  for  five  days,  14,754-14,757. 

Pound,  Jambs.  (Anafysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  freeman, 
and  voted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  for 
which  he  had  6/.  from  Kelson,  10,688-10,693. 

PoOT,  Mr.  John.  (Amakfsis  qf  his  EvidcHce,) — ^An  up- 
hokterer  and  householder,  3993,  3994. — Became  a 
freeman  in  1831,  and  first  voted  in  1832,  3996. 
— Has  always  heen  on  the  Red  aide,  and  taken 
an  active  part  in  electiMis  ever  amce  he  had  a 
vote,  3997-3999.— These  eleetiona  were  always  con- 
ducted through  the  intervention  of  committees,  3999, 
4000.— ReooUeota  the  election  of  1837  very  well, 
when  Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr.  Gipps  were  opposed  to 
Mr.  Villiera  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham.  Mr.  Gipps 
was  to  pay  500/.,  and  Mr.  Bradshaw  1,000/. ;  and  that 
1,500/.,  within  a  ^fle,  pud  the  expenses,  4001-4005. 
— ^Was  then  one  of  the  committee,  and  at  difiierent 
times  must  have  received  1,000/.,  4006-4009.— Mr. 
Bradshaw  audited  the  whole  of  his  accounts,  and  was 
very  particular;  recollects  being  called  to  account  for 
an  amount  of  3/.  Ws.  charged  twice,  which  shows  that 
he  kept  a  good  account,  4010,  4011. — ^There  were 
colour  tickets  on  that  occasion,  but  witness  cannot  say 
how  many.  Mr.  Smith,  who  Uves  in  Canterbuiy,  had 
the  payment  of  them,  and  witness  cannot  at  this  dis- 
tant mite  recollect  whether  he  paid  Mr.  Smith  out  of 
the  1000/.,  or  igriiether  it  was  a  separate  cheque,  4012- 
4018.—Gan  give  no  detail  of  how  that  1,000/.  was 
spent.  Mr.  Bradshaw  had  every  account,  4019. — The 
next  eleotion  was  Mr.  Smytiie's  and  Mr.  Heniker 
Wilson's  in  1841,4020.— Witness  was  on  Mr.  Smythe's 
aide;  considered  him  Red,  4021,  4022. — ^There  must 
have  been  between  5,000/.  and  6,000/.  spent  then, 
4023,  4024. — ^Witness  was  a  committee  man,  and  as- 
sisted Mr.  Partridge  the  diairman  and  Mr.  Kingsfbrd 
in  paanng  the  accounts ;  money  occasionally  tlm>ugh 
witness's  hands,  as  knowing  more  about  the  payment 
of  bills  tiian  others,  4025,  4026.— Several  hundred 
colour  tiekets  were  taken  that  year,  but  witness  has  no 
accounts.  All  were  passed  to  Mr.  Lushington,  who 
examined  them  after  the  electioD ;  there  was  a  balance 
of  300/.  or  400/.  then  not  settled.  Mr.  Kings- 
ford,  Mr.  Walker,  and  witness  went  through  them 
with  Mr.  Lushington;  th^  were  then  paid,  and 
Mr.  Lushington  had  the  whole  of  them,  4027-4031. 
— ^nieae  are  likely  the  accounta  referred  to  by  Mr. 
Smythe  as  being  burned  by  advice  of  Mr.  Lushington ; 
tiiey  compromi^  so  many  [people ;  but  these  not  in 
the  nigher  grades  of  lile.    It  is  nonsense  blinking  the 

Question;  there  was  a  great  deal  of  money  spent  in 
libeiy,  4032^-4037. — C^ot  point  to  any  inaividual 
in  particular.  Familiea  received  large  sums  to  buy  the 
whole  frmaily,  and  a  great  many  ran  in  clans  and 
took  a  lumping  sum  to  represent  the  whole,  4037- 
4041. — Certain^  cannot  get  at  the  accounts  of 
1841,  4042. — ^I'he  next  was  the  general  election 
of  1841,  when  Mr.  Hodges  put  up,  4043-4045.— 
Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr.  Smvt^  were  the  reds,  and 
they  ware  returned,  4046,  4047.— The  whole  expendi- 
ture of  the  Conservative  side  between  the  two  was 
somewhoe  about  1,800/.  or  2,000/.,  404&-40dO.— 
Money,  bribery,  and  nomination  colour  tickets  to  same 
extent  as  before,  4051,  4054.— No  accounts,  4055.— 
Has  been  told  tiiat  mon^  was  appropriated  for  bribes, 
but  cannot  point  out  any  case,  4€!55-4057. — ^^Never 
bribed  or  employed  any  one  to  do  so ;  ndther  did  any 
one  ever  admit  to  witness  havh^  received  such  up  to 
this  election,  4058-4061^ — Hie  next  election  was  vmen 
Mr.  Bradshaw  died,  and  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was 
returned  in  his  placM^  defeating  Mr.  Gipps,  4062, 4067. 
— Between  2,000/.  and  3,000/.  was  then  expended ;  it 
was  paid,  witness  thinks,  to  Mr.  Walker,  40o8-4071. — 
In  the  general  election  of  1847,  was  on  Vance  and 
Cdnton's  committee,  and  being  conversant  with  regis- 
trations and  elections,  was  plMed  in  same  situation  as 
before,  to  see  bills  property  audited,  paid,  and  carried 
out,  4076. — The  night  beifore  election  Smythe  became 
connected  with  Lord  Conyngham's  party,  wing  thrown 
off  by  red  party,  4072. — It  was  a  common  fund  between 
Vance  and  C^ton.  The  money  was  paid  into 
Halford's — the  Union  Bank,  in  the  name  of  John 
Bsown,  witness  being  taken  there  and  introduced  as 
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such  by  a  Mr.  Giidley,  who  came  down  from  London  as 
Mr.  Vance's  sohcitor,  4081-4085.— Mr.  Jenkins,  the 
bank  manager,  who  died  about  a  twelvemonth  ago, 
knew  these  transactions,  and  also  knew  I  was  Mr.  Pout, 
but  the  thing  was  so  arranged  to  prevent  tracing  it. 
Witness  had  a  check  book,  wid  retained  the  counter- 
foils, which  were  forwarded  to  London  to  Mr.  Gridley, 
4085-4105. — It   was    a   Tory    bank   carried  on  by 
Messrs.  Baldcock,  Snowden,  Halford,  and  Company, 
on  the  Parade,  4100-4102.— Witness  thinks  he  had 
altogether  from  the  bank  1,600/.  or  1,800/.    As  the 
bills  were  brought  the  money  was  paid  through  witness 
by  cheques,  principally,  4106,  4107.— That  money  was 
for  Vance  and  Clinton  jointiy,  4 108.— All  was  exhausted 
and  no  balance  returned,  41 10.— There  was  a  bahmce 
due  of  between  200/.  and  300/.  for  which  a  cheque 
was  sent  down  to  Mr.  Gumey  Crossdale  for  500/.  to 
pay  the  accounts  with,  but  how  it  was  appropriated 
witness  does  not  know,  as  a  great  number  of  accounts 
were  not  paid,  4111. — Mf.  Crossdale  was  chairman, 
and  the  manner  in  which  he  audited  some  of  the 
accounts  was  not  at  all  satisfactory.    A  matter  of 
500/.  explained,  4112.— Mr.  Crossdale  left  after  that 
transaction,  and  has  not  been  in  Canterbury  since, 
4113.— It  was  not  looked  upon  in  the  best  hght  by 
his  friends.    There  was  an  estrangement  between  im 
the  party,  and  they  were  quite  satisfied  there  was  more 
money  than  was  required  to  pay  the  debts,  and  wished 
the  balance  returned  to  Mr.  \ance,  4114. — Most  as- 
suredly there  was  direct  money  bribery  practiced  on 
the  electors  at  the  general  election  of  1847,  4116. — It 
never  was  considered  in  Canterbury  that  colour  tickets 
were  bribery,  41 17. — Did  not  know  any  persons  during 
this  election    who  received    money    bribes,    4118. — 
Although  quite  suspected  what  the  money  went  for, 
4119. — Different  persons  had  the  giving  of  it,  4120.-^ 
Should  say  Bennett  had  about  400/.  from  witness,  about 
50/.  at  a  time,  sometimes  more  and  sometimes  less, 
4123-4129. — He  reported  he  had  canvassed  so  many 
men,  and  he  could  have  them,  4134. — Did  not  say  a 
word  about  having  got  them  until  after  the  election 
,  was  over.     He  was  a  genertd  canvasser  himself,  and 
more  particularly  with  Mr.  Vance,  4135. — When  he 
came  for  the  money  knew  perfectly  well  it  was  going  to 
pay  those  men  who  had  promised  their  votes,  4136- 
4140. — Bennett  gave  witness  a  list,  which  went  to  Mr. 
Gridley,  with  other  accounts.     When  Mr.  Vance  was 
called  upon  for  more  money,  Mr.  Gridley  wrote  for  all 
the  documents  and  papers  concerned  with  the  election, 
4140-4143.— Witness  is  quite  sure  Bennett  had  400/., 
4145. — Bennett  had  notning  to  do  with  paying  the 
colourmen,  Mr.  Smithson  p^ormed  that  duty,  4146. 
— ^The  400/.  was  exclusively  for  the  purdiase  of  votes, 
4148. — Does  not  think  he  could  call  to  mind  one  single 
person  that  received  a  shilling,  or  that  he  had  a  suspicion 
who  might  be  bought,  4151. — Mr.  Smithson  had  money 
also  for  those  purposes,  4152. — He  left  Canterbury  at 
the  same  time  they  all  left,  4153. — Should  think  he 
must  have  had  200/.  or  300/. ;  but  that  was  for  bills 
as  well,  4154. — Could  not  tell  how  much  of  his  went 
in  bribery,  4155. — He  brought  in  an  account  after  the 
election.     Was  not  aware  at  the  time  that  he  was 
going  to  do  an^hing  of  that  sort,  4157. — ^The  account 
or  book  contained  the  names  of  parties  who  had 
received  money  bribes,  and  every  name  had  a  sum 
to    it  vaiying,   witness  should  think,  .from   21.  to 
7/.     Recollects  21.  \0s.  to  3/.,  and  51.,  4161-4164.— 
In  Smithson*s  account  the  Styles's  fkmily  appeared; 
cannot  say  the  price  against  it,  they  had  so  much 
apiece;   has  heard  that  it  was  10/.,  4166-4168.— It 
was  such  a  sum  as  attracted  witness's  attention,  and 
enabled  him  to  recollect  it ;  but  cannot  say  whether  it 
70/,,  80/.,  or  90/.,  4169-4171.-~Should  think  it  was 
about  200/.  that  Smithson  returned  as  bribed.    That 
would  make  about  600/.  spent  in  direct  money  bribery 
at  that  election;   it  might  be  more,  4175-4179. — 
1,000/.  or  1,200/.  left  for  other  purposes.    There  were 
very  large  bills;  colourmen,  colours,  ribbons,  public 
houses,  and  those  sort  of  things,  4180. — ^The  next 
was  the  bye  election  in  1850  on  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham being  raised  to  the  peerage;  but  witness  has 
nothing  to  say  to  it,  4181-4183.— In  1852,  the  last 
general  election,  witness  resumed  his  own  position, 
4185. — ^The  candidates  on  his  side  were  Johnston  and 
Gipps,  and  the  opponents  Romilly,  Somerville,  and 
Smythe,  4186,— Witness's  side  was  successful  for  a 
littie  while,  4187. — Johnston  and  Gipps  coalesced  from 
the  beginning,  41 88. — ^They  had  a  oint  fund ;  although 
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each  separately  paid  certain  sums  of  money,  it  was 
meant  all  for  the  same  purpose,  4189.— The  ftind  was 
between  Mr.  Kingsford  ana  witness,  4192.— llie  first 
sum  witness  received  was  from  Mr.  Kingsford,  who 
gave  him  a  cheque  for  lOOZ.,  witness  had  50/.  of  it,  and 
Mr.  Collard  the  other  50/.,  4194-4198.— ITie  whole 
witness  received  was  150/.  from  Mr.  Kingsford,  4199. 
—After  that  Mr.  Gipps  brought  down  liOOl.,  4200.— 
And  two  or  three  days  before  the  election  a  gentleman, 
called  Arbuthnot,  handed  him  a  parcel  containing  one 
hundred  sovereigns,  4202. — Has  no  idea  who  Mr. 
Arbuthnot  was,  4203. — After  the  election  witness  went 
to  town,  and  received  700/.  from  Mr.  Butler  John- 
stone.   That  was  all— witness  thinks  1,700/.  and  odd, 
4205-4213.— The  same  practices  prevailed  as  at  former 
elections,  4214. — Secret  money  bribery,  in  addition  to 
the  system  of  tickets,  4215.— It  was  done  in  this  way : 
when  parties  brought  in  an  account,  witness  made  no 
doubt  but  that  it  was  intended  to  pay  them  for  their 
votes,  4216-4218.— Mr.  Kelson,  for  instance,  brought 
an  account  after  the  election,  4223. — He  is  the  man 
who  went  away  to  avoid  the  summons  of  the  Speaker, 
4222. — Nature  of  witness's  transactions  with  him, 
4221-4228.— Witness    and    Mr.   Kelson    never    had 
similar  doings  together  at  elections  before,  4229. — 
Had  had  such  transactions  with  Bennett  and  Smith- 
son,  and  suspected  what  was  going  on,  4231,  4232. — 
llie  conversation  with  Kelson  with  reference  to  these 
voters  took  place  between  the  receipt  of  the  nwous 
sums,  4240. — Supposed  the  500  sovereigns  were  for 
bribery;   no  question  of  it,  4243. — Witness  did  not 
intend  to  use  it ;  but  somebody  else  might.    ITiat  was 
the  situation  witness  was  in  as  treasurer,  might  have 
been  the  cat's  paw,  4245-4247. — Kelson  brought  in  an 
account  after  the  election,  and  witness's  impression  is,  he 
either  had  95/.  or  1 15/.,  cannot  say  which,  but  believes  he 
will  say  not  so  much,  4248-4250. — No  check  on  these 
transactions ;  always  take  the  word  of  the  agent,  4251- 
4252. — Make  no  question  if  5/.  were  down  against  a 
man  that  that  man  had  it :  have  no  doubt  about  it ; 
should  be  very  sorry  if  it  were  not  so,  4253-4255. — 
No  complaints  had  been  made  of  unfair  dealing  in 
that  respect,  4256. — Kelson's  account  was  destroyed 
along  with  the  other  papers  from  prudential  motives, 
after  the  notice  of  a  petition  was  given  in  the  House 
of  Commons.     Mr.  Kingsford  gave  authority,  in  order 
to  presence  the  members'  seats,  and  have  no  evidence 
of  bribery  against  the  candidates,  4257-4269, — ^There ' 
were  no  large  sums  in  Mr.  Kelson's  account,  4270. — 
Never  looked  at  the  particular  names.     Did  not  wish 
to  know,  4271. — Mr.  Vincent's  connexion  with  com- 
mittee, 4272-42/6.— He  got  either  70/.  or  90/.     He  is 
now  in  Canterbury,  4277i  4278. — Thomas  Munns  was 
another  who  had  money,  4279. — He  was  rather  different 
from  the  others.    That  leads  witness  to  suspect  that  he 
has  not  quite  spoken  the  truth  in  the  last  obsen^ation 
about  a  Mr.  Smithson,  and  the  Styles  femily.    Thinks 
Munns  said  he  had  the  management  of  that  family  at 
general  election  of  1847,  and  that  he  could  manage 
them  (again,  4280. — W^itness  led  Munns  to  suppose 
he  might  get  them,  and  that  he  would  be  paid  for 
them,  4288,  4289. — Munns  brought  in  his  account. 
Witness  is  not  quite  sure  whether  he  had  85/.  or  95/., 
as  there  were  other  expenses  he  incurred.'    He  had  21, 
afterwards,  as  he  said  he  had  a  balance  due  to  him, 
and  it  was  charged  to  that  account,  4292. — Munns  is 
still  in  Canterbury,  4293. — Henry  Admans,  of  W^hit- 
stable,  arranged  with  the  Whitstable  voters  as  he  had 
done  so  before,  4298. — Had  no  doubt  he  had  some 
interest  in  getting  them  to  vote,  4299,  4300. — He  was 
most  assuredly  going  to  bribe  them,  4302. — Admans 
brought  in  an  account  after  the  election  was  over  of 
from  70/.  to  80/.     Cannot  be  certain  to  a  few  pounds, 
as  the  documents  were  all  burnt,  4303,  4304. — ^These 
Whitstable  voters  are  all  freemen.    There  are  no  house- 
holders among  them ;  it  is  not  within  the  parliamentary 
borough,  it  is  six  miles  and  a  half  beyond,  4305, 
4306. — There  was  not  so  much  direct  bribery  in  1852, 
as  in  1847.     Nevertheless  a  larger  sum  was  expended. 
Does  not  know  what  occasioned  it.  Witness  also  recol- 
lects at  this  moment  that  the  pubHcans'  bills  alone  in 
1847  amounted  to  200/.  or  300/.,  4308, 431 1 .— ITiomas 
Taylor  was  the  canvassing  clerk,  4318. — All  he  had 
was  10/.  or  15/.  for  small  items  that  he  paid  during  the 
election,  4319. — He  had  no  money  for  bribery,  4320. — 
A  voter  of  the  name  of  Bourne,  a  wheeler,  who  was  in 
bad  circumstances,  borrowed  5/.  of  Taylor  a  few  days 
before  the  election,  for  which  he  gave  him  a  note  of 
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hand,  and  afterwards  he  had  another  sovereign. 
Taylor  asked  him  for  it  without  receiving  it,  and  told 
witness  he  had  done  so,  and  that  he  had  lent  him 
money  before,  and  had  always  been  paid ;  but  he  was 
afraid  he  should  be  out  of  pocket  by  this,  so  witness 
paid  him  out  of  the  candidates'  money,  4320-4337. — 
Cannot  say  whether  it  was  shown  John  Edwin  or 
Henry  Bourne,  or  where  he  lives,  4338-4341. — 
Mr.  Smith  has  conducted  the  colour  ticket  business 
for  years,  4348. — ^Witness  has  spoken  of  bribery  and 
colour  tickets,  which  is  considered  bribery ;  but  does 
not  know  of  any  party  that  has  been  implicated  in 
these  practices.  Witness  had  but  very  little  to  do 
with  it,  nothing  to  do  with  the  detail  of  the  thing. 
Never  went  into  committee  room.  Was  never  near  it 
except  that  the  canvassing  books  were  returned  to 
witness  occasionally  at  night  to  look  through,  and  see 
how  the  state  of  the  canvass  was  going  on,  4M9-4654. 
— Does  not  know  to  what  extent  colour  tickets  were 
issued  in  1852  by  witness's  side ;  has  heard  there  were 
eight  or  nine  hundred  applications,  but  dare  say  a  great 
many  more  than  that,  4355-4357. — Never  was  in 
committee  room.  Was  much  pressed  to  be  a  member 
of  committee,  but  refused,  4358-4360. — Does  not 
know  any  such  name  as  Mr.  Filmer,  who  acted  as 
agent,  4362. — Knows  Mr.  Holland.  He  brought  wit- 
ness that  list.  (The  list  produced  by  Mr.  Holland  was 
here  handed  to  Mritness,)  and  said  that  Blinks  said 
he  could  have  these  men,  but  witness  cautioned  him 
against  Blinks,  4365-4367. — Witness  struck  out  the 
two  first,  Matthew  Wetherley,  and  William  Bushel, 
to  show  to  what  extent  Blinks  was  misleading  Holland, 
4368-4370. — Also  struck  out  Abraham  Wilks,  a  man 
who,  although  poor,  would  scorn  to  do  anything  of 
the  sort,  4371. — He  had  previously  promised,  4372. — 
Those  not  struck  out  by  witness  had  not  come  in  to 
him  as  promised,  4373. — Blinks  is  a  shoemaker, 
4375.— Voted  last  election  Blue,  and  m  1847  Red. 
4378,  4379, — There  are  men  in  this  list  witness  knows 
by  name,  but  does  not  know  one  of  them  that  had 
a  shilling,  4382. — Some  of  them  are  likely  persons 
to  receive  bribes,  but  there  are  others,  such  as  George 
Barber,  and  one  or  two  of  the  Woods,  witness  does 
not  think  would  take  any,  speaking  from  the  character 
the  men  bear,  4383-4385. — Also  Abraham  Wilks,  he 
works  for  witness ;  and  witness  has  kept  him  from 
starving  many  times  in  winter;  he  promised  when 
canvassed,  knowing  it  would  please  witness,  4386, 
4387. — Cannot  affirm  that  the  others  were  not  bought, 
but  should  say  not,  4388. — Blinks  was  considereid  a 
Red,  as  it  was  generally  supposed  that  those  who  voted 
Red  before  were  Red  at  next  election,  unless  some 
cause  was  shown  to  suppose  otherwise,  4389. — Witness 
did  not  suppose  him  so,  as  he  knew  him  to  be  con- 
nected with  a  Blue,  4390. — Did  not  know  Arbuthnot 
was  a  derk  to  Mr.  Gipps'  London  bankers  until 
Mr.  Gipps  informed  him  so  this  morning,  4391-4398. 
— Never  heard  that  witness's  party  were  prepared  to 
issue  two  thousand  colour  tickets,  if  necessary,  to 
obtain  votes,  in  1852,  4400. — Witness  was  not  at  all 
connected  with  the  election  of  1850,  and  has  not  seen 
the  accounts,  4402,  4403. — Knows  nothing  whatever 
about  it,  4404-4408.— lliinks  Mr.  Thomas  White 
Collard  was  Mr.  Vance's  chairman,  4409. — Mr.  Vance 
wished  witness  to  join,  but  reftised,  as  there  was  a 
dispute  between  witness  and  some  of  the  gentlemen, 
and  he  did  not  wish  to  act  \iith  them — a  mere  private 
matter,  4410-4412. — Undovtood  Mr.  Vance  was  sued 
in  Canterbury  just  after  the  election  for  one  or  two  bills 
that  were  not  paid,  owing  to  Mr.  Crossdell's  having 
the  money  and  not  paying  them ;  heard  it  was  the 
Observer  office,  4413-4417. — Mr.  Vance  called  upon 
witness  for  a  statement  of  how  he  thought  he  stood, 
and  witness  told  him  he  had  a  very  good  chance  if  the 
outdwellers  were  in  his  favour,  and  he  had  a  note  from 
witness  to  that  effect,  4418. — Can  throw  no  light  on 
the  cause  of  his  leaving  Canterbuir.  Never  was  more 
surprised  in  life,  4419,  4420.— In  1852  it  was  strongly 
suspected  the  other  side  were  carrying  on  their  old 
practices.  Always  considered  they  did  quite  as  much 
of  the  dirty  work  as  Mritness's  piarty. — Heard  some 
remarks  to  day  about  their  purity,  but  does  not  believe 
it,  4421, 4423. — ^Witness  knew  nothing  about  the  trap, 
4424. — Knows  William  CuUen  Irons ;  had  no  transac- 
tion with  him,  and  he  gave  no  account  to  witness,  4426- 
4430. — James  Bhgh  was  one  of  the  committee,  and  an 
active  partisan,  witness  had  no  account  from  him ;  but 
paid  him  1/.  or  30;.,  for  his  two  brothers,  for  their  lost 
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of  time  and  work  coming  from  Horsham,  4429-4433. 
— Knows  Henry  Lennard,  John  Knell,  Edwiurd  Knott, 
Henry  Ward,  Georffe  Crothall,  aU  active  partisans,  hut 
no  transactions  as  to  money  dmring  election  of  1852, 
4434-4442. 

Pout,  Mr.  John.  (Second  Examination.)  Instead  of 
Kelson  having  received  from  95/.  to  115/.,  finds  it  was 
170/.,  and  Vincent  60/.,  which  makes  up  the  two  sums 
before  stated ;  and  there  was  one  omitted  to  be  men- 
tioned, which  was  Thomas  Friend,  50/.,  4529. — Is  not 
quite  certain  whether  he  had  any  communication  with 
Mr.  Vance  until  he  saw  him  in  Canterbury,  4531. — 
Took  a  prominent  part  as  usual  in  the  election,  and 
saw  Mr.  Vance  canvassing,  4532,  4533. — Expects  he 
did  supply  money  through  the  bank.  Witness  had 
nearly  2,000/.,  4534-4537.— Oh  no,  not  in  1850  any 
particular  sum,  4538. — At  the  bye  election,  when 
Mr.  Vance  retired,  only  saw  him.  He  called  on  witness 
privately,  and  asked  a  few  questions  as  to  his  election, 
how  he  was  likely  to  stand,  4539. — Never  knew  any- 
thing of  that  election,  when  Colonel  RomiUy  was 
returned  %vithout  opposition.  Told  all  he  did  know 
yesterday,  4540,  4541. — Mr.  Vance  called  middle  of 
the  week,  Thursday  it  might  be,  or  Friday.  He  left  on 
Sunday,  so  witness  was  given  to  understand,  4542- 
4544. — No  communication  passed  bet\veen  witness  and 
Mr.  Vance  relative  to  his  giving  up  the  contest,  4545. 
— ^W^itness  is  quite  certwn,  and  repeats  the  statement 
he  made  yesterday  as  to  Mr.  Vance  calling  upon  him 
to  know  how  the  registration  stood,  and  what  chance 
he  had  of  being  elected,  lliat  is  all  the  communica- 
tion witness  had  with  Mr.  Vance,  and  much  to  witness's 
surprise  he  was  told  on  the  Sunday  morning,  when 
going  to  church,  that  Mr.  Vance  had  gone ;  and  he 
never  saw  him  afber\vards.  Will  not  be  certain  whether 
it  was  not  after  that  election  that  Mr.  Vance  wrote 
^vitness  a  letter,  thanking  him  for  the  ser^^ces  he 
had  rendered  him,  4546. — Witness's  note,  containing 
statement  of  how  he  stood  at  election,  was  dehvered  to 
Mr.  Vance  at  the  Rose,  where  he  was  dining  wth  some 
finends,  and  was  opened  and  read  in  their  presence,  so 
witness  was  informed,  4547. — Witness  is  wholly  unable 
to  give  any  information  as  to  what  lead  Mr.  Vance 
to  resign,  4548. — ^lliere  was  a  rumour  that  Lord  A. 
Conyngham  had  pwd  him  so  much  to  go  away,  4549. — 
In  the  single  election  of  1841,  when  Mr.  Smythe  and 
Mr.  Wilson,  were  candidates,  and  Mr.  Smythe  succeeded, 
witness  was  only  one  of  Mr.  Smythe's  committee,  not 
particular  agent,  4552^555. — W  as  not  treasurer ;  but 
money  passed  through  lus  hands.  Cannot  say  to  what 
extent,  4556,  4557. — Witness  never  had  a  sum  amount- 
ing to  6,000/.,  as  Mr.  Smythe  said.  Thinks  Mr.  Henry 
Kmgsford  was  treasurer,  4558. — In  1841  witness  was 
instructed  that  if  Allen  Engeham  and  George  Alley 
called  upon  him,  he  was  to  supply  them  with  such 
funds  as  they  required,  4559. — Engeham  called,  and 
to  the  best  of  witness's  recollection  the  first  sum  he 
had  was  200/,  the  next  m)L,  and  the  next  200/.  or 
250/. ;  in  all  between  700/.  and  800/.,  4560-4564.— 
Alley  called  also,  and  had  four  different  sums  of  100/. 
each,  4565. — Neither  of  them  rendered  any  account, 
4567. — No  question  these  sums  were  for  bujring  votes ; 
but  witness  had  no  communication  to  that  effect, 
4568, 4569. — Had  no  security  that  Engeham  and  Alley 
might  not  have  put  those  sums  in  their  own  pockets ; 
they  were  given  them  under  orders  signed  by  Mr. 
Partridge.  Had  an  order  for  every  sum  paid,  4570. — 
Mr.  Partridge  is  dead,  4571. — In  1841  witness  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  accounts.  All  he  answered  for 
was  the  money  disbursed.  The  vouchers  were  given 
back  to  chairman,  4572. — Dare  say  there  were  other 
parties  who  had  money,  but  those  two  had  the  large 
sums,  4576. — ^The  reason  why  witness  recollects  these 
names  more  than  others  was,  after  Mr.  Lushing- 
ton's  defeat  in  Villier's  election,  Mr.  Lushington 
made  an  obsen^ation  that  he  wished  some  one  would 
undertake  keeping  the  registration.  Witness  offered 
to  do  so,  and  has  done  it  ever  since.  Engeham  and 
AUey  were  witness's  instructors  in  carrjnng  out  the 
registration,  and  he  learnt  more  from  them  than  any- 
body, 4580. — Engeham  is  now  in  Canterbury.  Alley 
is  dead,  4581-4583. — ^The  direct  money  bribery  on 
witness's  side  at  that  election  would  very  likelv  amount 
to  3(K)/,  4587. — W^as  certain  these  sums  could  not  be 
appropriated  to  the  payment  of  bills,  as  no  vouchers  or 
bills  were  brought  in,  4589. — ^Tliis  election  witness 
has  been  8i)eaking  of  was  a  bye  election  in  the  early 
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part  of  1841.  Very  shortly  afterwards  there  came 
a  general  election  in  1841,  when  Mr.  Smythe  and 
Mr.  Bradshaw  were  the  candidates  on  witness's  side, 
and  Lord  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Twisden  Hodges  were 
the  opponents,  4591-4595. — Does  not  think  at  any 
time  witness  took  on  himself  the  office  of  treasurer, 
4596. — Money  might  have  passed  through  his  hands 
at  that  election,  but  has  no  aistinct  recollection.  Mr. 
Bradshaw  kept  his  own  accounts)  so  really  does  not 
know.  Could  not  be  so  particular  in  that  as  in  others, 
4597. — Was  connected  in  the  same  way  with  Mr. 
Smythe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw;  they  paid  their  money 
together ;  and  then  it  was  in  connexion  with  Dr.  Clus- 
holm  and  Mr.  Kinp^sford,  and  others,  but  could  not 
distinctly  call  to  mmd  any  transaction  that  occurred, 
4598. — ^'llie  same  system  was  carried  out  as  respects 
the  direct  bribery,  and  the  colour  tickets  on  the  part  of 
the  Red  ^vith  regard  to  the  general  election  of  1841,  as 
had  taken  place  at  bye  election,  4599, 4602. — As  regards 
the  list  wnich  Mr.  Hollands  handed  in  yesterday,  he 
told  witness  that  Blinks  had  given  him  the  names ; 
that  he  had  written  down  what  Blinks  stated.  He  did 
not  say  he  had  furnished  the  information  to  Blinks 
himsefr,  4603-4606^. — [Here  the  names  on  Hollands' 
list  were  read  over  to  witness,  but  nothing  definite  was 
elicited]  4607-4626. — ^Those  names  that  were  struck 
off  the  list  were  only  struck  out  having  promised  their 
votes  pre\nou8  to  that  list  being  brought  in,  4627. — 
They  were  brought  in  in  the  canvassing  book,  and 
marked  off  as  promised,  4630. — Do  not  know  any  of 
them  that  had  a  bribe,  4632. — fWitness  here  repeated 
his  former  statement  as  to  Mr.  Hollands'  bringing  the 
list  to  his  counting  house,  and  his  own  remarks  thereon] 
4633,  4634.— When  Hollands  brought  witness  the  list 
again,  was  quite  sure  Blinks  was  going  to  sell  the 
parties  by  getting  them  the  money  or  a  promise  of  the 
money,  and  then  informing  against  them,  or  more 
likely  pocketing  the  money,  4634-4637. — If  these  men 
had  promised  Hollands  for  a  certain  sum,  he  would 
have  come  to  witness  for  the  money,  and  been  paid  as  a 
matter  of  course,  4642^644. — Blinks  was  not  during 
some  part  of  the  canvass  a  sub-agent,  or  employed  by  the 
Red  committee,  4645. — Never  heard  that  he  quarrelled 
with  Blue  committee  about  money,  4647. — Witness  did 
not  hear  Mr.  Alderman  Brent's  evidence,  4649. — ^Thinks 
Blinks  would  bhnk  anybody  he  could ;  he  was  so  con- 
nected with  Curtis,  his  neighoour  opposite,  who  is  a  most 
determined  Radical,  was  certain  he  was  not  a  friend  of 
the  Red,  4650. — Cautioned  Hollands  to  have  nothing 
to  do  with  Blinks ;  not  that  witness  was  aware  at  that 
time  Hollands  was  going  to  do  anything  wrong,  4652. 
— Is  not  aware  of  a  box  containing  a  thousand 
sovereigns  having  been  sent  down  at  the  bye  election 
of  1841,  4659. — ^Mr.  King  was  a  gentleman  associated 
with  Mr.  Smythe,  and  more  particularly  with  the 
chfurman,  Mr.  Partridge,  and  those  knew  him  only  as 
a  gentieman  residing  in  Canterbury ;  had  not  that  inti- 
macy, if  the  expression  may  be  used,  which  has  existed 
for  the  last  few  years,  4660. — All  the  pavments  witness 
made  in  the  single-handed  election  of  1841  were  by 
orders ;  he  produced  vouchers  for  every  sum  paid  to  the 
chairman,  which  were  transmitted  to  heaa  quarters, 
4662. — Out  of  the  money  that  witness  paid  to  Enge- 
ham and  others,  believes  they  had  a  certain  sum  of 
Mr.  King,  should  say  about  400/.,  or  500/.,  all  in 
sovereigns,  4663-4665. — ^Never  heard  Mr.  King  had 
a  box  handed  over  to  him  containing  a  thousand 
sovereigns  at  that  election.  All  witness  knows  is  that 
he  received  400/.  or  500/.  from  Mr.  King  by  an  order 
from  Mr.  Partridge,  4666. — Cannot  specS^'  where  that 
money  went.  It  was  a  part  of  the  same  tnat  Alley  or 
Engeham  had,  4667. — BeUeves  all  the  750/.  previously 
stated  as  paid  to  Engeham  and  Alley  was  paid  in 
sovereigns,  4669. — Does  not  know  it  was  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  the  money  being  traced;  was 
not  aware  until  last  election,  when  instructions  came 
that  it  would  be  paid  through  a  different  channel  than 
the  banks,  4670. — Witness  did  not  distribute  money  to 
forty  persons  on  that  election.  There  were  unques- 
tionably other  persons  besides  himself  employed  in 
the  handing  over  of  money  for  the  purposes  of  bribery, 
4673. — Cannot  state  who  those  persons  were,  4674. — 
Mr.  King  was  certainly  not  so  employed,  4675. — 
Suspects  Mr.  Bennett  was  one,  but  could  not  say ;  only 
thinks  so  firom  his  connexion  with  Mr.  CrossdiU,  467 S, 
— He  was  an  active  partisan,  4679. — Should  say  both 
Edward  and  Frederick  Bennett ;  they  were  all  connected 
together  at  that  time,  4480,  4481. — Is  not  aware  that 
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Admans  was  employed  then,  4687. — ^Did  not  give 
inone^  in  large  amounts  to  other  persons  besides  Alley 
and  £ngdiam ;  but  in  small  sums,  of  very  likely  ml. 
or  40/. ;  there  might  have  been  other  persons  whom  he 
gave  to,  but  does  not  think  so,  as,  if  right  in  his  recol- 
lection, he  was  wholly  instructed  at  tnat  time  to  do 
with  Alley  and  Engeham,  4688.— If  witness  did  state 
before  that  he  gave  monqr  to  others  in  much  smaller 
sums  than  those  jpaid  to  Alley  and  EngehJam,  those 
smaller  sums  amounting  to  a  confflderable  total,  he 
must  have  been  in  error.  Supposing  it  c<»rect  what 
he  stated  about  i^e  Bennetts,  might  have  given  them 
some,  but  cannot  sav  the  amount,  4690. — Cannot  saj 
how  much  beyond  tne  750/.  to  AUey  and  Engeham ;  if 
witness  did  state  it  would  only  be  a  guess;  could  not 
say  whether  1,  2,  3,  4,  or  500,  4691-4693.— Certainly 
not  1,000/.;  it  might  have  been  200/.,  4694-4698.— 
— ^That  makes  more  than  950/.  accounted  for  out  of 
the  3,000/.,  which  witness  previously  aaid  he  had  no 
doubt  was  expended  at  that  election  for  the  purposes 
of  bribeiy,  but  he  cannot  give  the  least  information 
with  regid  to  the  remainmg  2000/.,  4699-4701.— The 
fiftther  of  ti^e  Bennett's  was  formerly  a  brewer,  and  they 
engaged  in  the  spirit  and  porter  line,  4702. — The  750/. 
paid  to  Engeham  was*  all  in  gold,  and  the  400/.  to  Alley 
also,  4703-^708.— All  that  went  through  witness's 
hands  was  in  gold.  When  paying  the  tradesmen's  biUs 
after  the  election,  then  cheques  were  given,  4709. — 
Never  heard  it  reported  that  any  one  oerson  received  a 
considerable  sum  at  that  election,  4710-4712. — Has  no 
Question  that  the  whole  of  the  money  that  was  given  at 
mat  dection  to  pay  bribes,  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing 
votes,  was  expended  by  them  in  making  those  pur- 
chases, 4713-4715. — Is  not  sure  whether  any  of  the 
mon^  stuck  by  the  way — ^would  not  charge  anyone 
with  {hat,  471 6. — ^Where  lanre  simis  are  going  dare  say 
the  person  entrusted  would  have  a  commission ;  out 
never  heard  of  such — ^they  would  not  claim  it  bat  take 
it,  4717-4720.— Tolls!  Does  not  know  of  misappro- 
priation, it  was  all  misappropriation,  and  in  a  very  oad 
way,  4721, 4722. — ^Witness's  own  remuneration  at  each 
election  was  the  Mendship  of  the  gentlemen  he  served, 
4723. — Can  say  most  consdentiously  that  he  never  had 
a  penny.  Has  been  money  out  of  pocket  by  lime  and 
services  at  all  the  elections.  Never  had  a  present  of 
any  description ;  but  have  made  friendships  which  wit- 
ness trusts  will  last  during  life,  4724. — mtness  did  not 
consider  he  was  incurring  great  risk  for  nothing ;  was 
acting  under  those  whom  he  thought  knew  better  about 
those  doings  than  he  did,  4726. — ^Those  men  who 
received  money  from  witness  might  consider  they  were 
doing  the  same,  4727. — Mr.  Wfdker  the  solicitor  only 
received  money  from  witness  in  the  payment  of  biUs  or 
those  sort  of  things.  Neither  present,  commission, 
money  to  be  expended,  nor  anything  to  remunerate 
voters,  4728-4732.— All  witness  paid  Mr.  Holland,  was, 
he  thmks,  a  small  ImII  that  he  brought  in  fof  6/.,  or 
41.,  or  5/.  It  might  have  been  for  voters,  or  expenses 
of  election.  Recollects  tiie  circumstance  now  it  is 
mentioned,  but  forgets  the  conversation,  4733-4736. — 
The  bill  was  destroyed  wit;h  the  others  to  prevent  ques- 
tions thereafter.  They  all  passed  from  witness's  lumds. 
Had  no  authority  to  examine  anv  of  them,  4741-4745. 
— ^Will  not  be  certain  whether  Mr.  Holland's  bill  was 
among  those  that  went  to  Mr.  Kingsford's — ^most  as- 
sured%  he  had  a  biU,  4746-4748.— It  might  be  a  bribe ; 
but  will  not  swear  to  that--^hether  uie  biU  was  for 
any  particular  name  mentioned  therein,  or  for  money 
exp^ded — did  not  pay  any  particular  attention  to  it, 
4749,  4750. — ^Ilie  committee  rooms  were  held  at  wit- 
ness's warehouse  in  1841,  4752. — ^Mr.  Kingflford  put 
down  20/.  fbr  the  use  of  the  rooms  for  about  tmee 
weeks,  4753. — ^There  was  no  charge  for  coals,  4755. — 
The  question  was  put  to  Mr.  Smythe  and  he  denied  it, 
4757. — Remembers  no  payment  to  Mr.  Wightwick  the 
solicitor,  4759. 

Pout,  Mr.  John.  ( Third  Exandnation.y-'Doea  not  mean 
to  deny  that  he  gave  James  Bhgh  20/.,  though  he 
has  no  recollection  of  doing  so,  9892-9904. — Did 
not  say  that  he  had  received  a  cheque  from  Mr.  Core 
Kingsford  for  100/.,  only  that  he  had  offered  him  one, 
50/.  of  which  was  to  go  to  Mr.  CoUard,  which  witness 
refused,  with  whom  ne  had  no  money  transactions, 
9905-9924. — Has  had  no  communication  with  any  of 
the  Josslvns,  except  the  one  who  is  a  guardian  of  the 
poor,  and  then  only  officially  as  guarman,  9925-9936. 
— Does  not  know  a  peraon  of  the  oame  of  Hadley,  or 
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his  l»rother,.d937,  9938.— Was  not  spoken  to  with 
reference  to  tbe  defence  to  be  made  of  the  seat  by  the 
sitting  member  till  he  was  in  London,  when  he  made 
such  remarks  to  Mr.  Kingsford  as.  were  necessary  to 
guide  him  as  a  professions!  man  in  the  pr^)aration  of 
the  briefs,  9940-9944.- Witness's  accounts  in  1847 
were  sent  up  to  Mr.  Gridley;  and  those  of  1852  to 
the  finance  committee,  composed  of  Mr.  Kingsford, 
Mr.  William  Delmar,  and  Doctor  Lochee,  and  the  20/. 
would  either  i^pear  in  it  or  be  short,  or  be  put  down 
with  the  others,  "Bligh,  so  much  money,"  else  he 
should  have  been  out  of  pocket,  9947-9959.— AU  the 
business  of  the  committee  in  1852  was  muiaged  by 
Dr.  Lochee,  9971.— The  sum  of  300/,  witness  received 
from  Mr.  Gipps  to  pav  over  to  Mr.  Kingsford,  is  part 
of  the  money  Dr.  Ix)cnee  had  for  colour  tickets,  and  is 
sure  there  was  no  other  sum  that  Mr.  Gipps  left 
except  that,  9972-9996. — Sent  in  an  account  of  all 
the  sums  oi  money  received  before  the  election,  and 
all  those  expended,  to  the  finance  committee,  in  which 
would  appear  the  sums  paid  each  person  separately ; 
but  these  accounts  were  made  up  by  Mr.  Ti^'lor, 
who  will  know  more  about  them  than  witness,  999/- 
10,000. — ^These  accounts  were  destroyed  by  witness, 
after  the  Parliamentary  committee  was  struck,  by 
a  written  order  from  Mi.  Kingsford,  10,001-10,011.— 
When  he  put  down  the  names  of  the  persons  to  whom 
he  paid  money,  he  did  not  put  down  anything  to  show 
for  what  purposes  the  money  was  paid,  or  the  names  of 
the  persons  they  were  to  bribe,  10,012-10,014.— Had 
no  conversation  with  either  Mr.  Kingsford,  Dr.  Lochee, 
or  Mr.  Delmar,  with  reference  to  the  sums  paid  to 
Kelson  and  Munn,  10,015-10,018.— Did  not  give  the 
money  to  Smith  for  the  payment  of  colour  tickets, 
10,019. — ^The  whole  amount  witness  paid  at  the  elec- 
tion, which  was  included  in  the  accounts  destroyed,  was 
between  1,700/.  and  1,8(X)/.,  10,020-10,023.— Tliat  sum 
included  tradesmen's  bills,  those  sums  Kelson  and  the 
other  parties  had,  colour  tickets,  Mr.  Smith's  bills  for 
the  colours,  and  the  420/.  odd  paid  to  Dr.  Lochee, 
10,024-10,031. — No  more  was  spent  in  direct  briboy 
than  witness  has  stated,  and  the  tradesmen's  bills  and 
the  sheriff's  fee  will  make  up  the  amount ;  but  cannot 
recollect  the  small  accounts,  though  he  will  be  ready 
with  all  he  can  remember  by  to-morrow,  10,032-10,03/. 
— ^ITiese  accounts  were  not  entered  in  a  book,  and 
Mr.  Taylor  can  tell  more  about  them  than  witness, 
10,038-10,043. — Cannot  see  what  clearer  answer  he  can 

five  about  Mr.  Filmer,  as  he  knows  nothing  about 
ilmer's  engagement,  and  never  saw  him,  or  had  oon- 
VCTsation  with  him,  10,044-10,051.— Will  brin^  the 
green  book,  and  send  for  Mr.  Taylor  to  help  him  to 
make  the  account  out,  10,053. 

Pout,  Mr.  John.  (Fourth  Examination.) — On  inquir- 
ing at  the  London  and  County  Bank  found  that  the 
name  of  John  Brown  should  be  John  Thomas,  but 
believes  that  it  was  Mr.  Gridley  who  introduced  witness 
at  the  bank,  10,106-10,108.— With  reference  to  the 
20/.  note,  made  a  mistake  about  the  bank,  which  was 
the  London  and  County,  10,109. — Does  not  recollect 
sending  a  letter  to  Mr.  Gridley  after  the  election,  in  whidi 
was  enclosed  one  to  Mr.  Vance,  but  sent  the  accounts 
up  to  him  by  Mr.  Smithson,  not  the  counterfoils  for  liie 
cheques,  10,110-10,127. 

Pout,  Mr.  John.  {Ftfth  Examination.) — Witness  stated 
before,  that  he  himself  sent  "  all  the  papers,  and  every- 
thing," up  to  Mr.  Gridley,  and  Smithson  took  them 
up7l0,134, 10,135. 

Pout,  Mr.  John.  (Sixth  Examination.) — Has  heard  Dr. 
Lochee's  statement  about  not  seeing  the  names  in 
the  account,  but  adheres  to  his  former  statement  that 
the  account  witness  sent  in  contains  those  names,  with 
the  sums  of  money  attached,  whidi  he  thinks  Mr.  Kings- 
ford win  corroborate,  10,251-10,253. 

Pout,  Mr.  John.  (Seventh  Examination.) — Has  been 
looking  over  the  accounts  mentioned  yesterday  with 
Mr.  Taylor,  and  they  have  been  tiyinff  to  make  up  an 
account  similar  to  that  sent  in  to  Mr.  Delmar,  Mr. 
Kingsford,  and  Dr.  Lochee,  which  accoimt  witness 
hands  in,  12,500, 12,501.— The  450/.  paid  to  Dr.  Lochee 
was  for  colours,  but  does  not  know  what  another  25/. 
paid  him  was  for,  12,502,  12,503.— The  item  o(  30/. 
for  Mr.  Walker's  preliminary  expenses  was  for  his 
and  witness's  expenses  in  going  up  to  town  to  get  a 
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candidate,  11,604,  11,605.— The   40/.  and    190/.  to 
''  Mr.  Taylor,  derk,"  were,  the  first  for  salair,  and  the 
the  other  what  was  paid  in  bills,  11,506. — "Mr.  King, 
during  canvass,  10/.,"  is  put  down  in  round  numben, 
for  expenses,  12,507-12,509.-— "  Reader,  16/.,"  was  for 
his  salary  in  accompanying  the  canvassers,  and  showing 
ihem  where  the  voters  lived,  12,510, 12,511.— "Oaken- 
fuU,  20/."  witness  has  accounted  for,  and  the  4/.  lOs.  was 
for  his  widow,  who  after  his  death  was  in  great  distress, 
and  claimed  it  as  due  to  her  husband,  12,512-12,515. — 
**  Vincent,  15/."  was  for  his  salary,  in  addition  to  the 
60/.  witness  has. already  accounted  for,  12,516, 12,517. 
— **  Pamplet,  5/."  was  given  to  him  and  his  son  for 
coming  in  from  the  coimtry  to  vote ;  reasons  there  for, 
12,518-12,525.—"  Band,  90/.,"  and  "  Refreshments, 
Kelson,  for  the  rouj^^hs,"  has  been  accounted  for; 
Chipp^eld  was  assistant  to  the  roughs,  but  witness 
does  not  know  exactly  what  he  was,  12,526.— Shitfpe, 
two  bills,  8/.  10^.,  was  for  preparing  the  oommittee 
room  on  the  parade  and  Mr.  Ward's  room,  12,627. — 
Has  not  seen  a  biU  that  Mr.  CoUard  sent  in,  pf  81/., 
12,528. — Packman,  3/.  10s.,  is  for  colour  poles,  bearers, 
and  flags,  12,529-12,531.— Registration  account  30/., 
is  the  account  allowed,  12,533.— Golden,  7/-  10s.,  a  bill 
for  bows  omitted  in  Taylor's  aocoimt,  12,535. — Of  Kel- 
son, 170/.,  the  items  were  given  in  before,  12,536.— jf  5, 
Benjamin  Johnson,  is  for  what  he  said  he  was  out  of 
pocket;  he  is  a  miller,  but  witness  cannot  answer  as 
to  its  being  for  Rusher's  ei^>en8es,  12,537-12,639.— 
Thomas  F.  Cozens,  7/*  IO5.,  is  for  a  man  named  Burt, 
does  not  know  if  he  is  son  of  the  old  gentleman 
examined   yesterday;    paid   the    money  to    Cosens, 
12,540-12,545.— The  whole  of  the  account  amounts 
to  1,624/.  10s.,  which  is  as  near  as  they  can  make  it 
to  that  presented  to  the  finance  committee,  12,646. 
— In  the  first  account    presented   the    names  were 
put  down  "  confidential.  No.  1,  Kelson,  Admans,  Vin- 
cent," and  so  on,  but  in  the  second  account,  to  so 
to  Dr.  Lochee,  the  numbers  were  put  without  the 
names,  and  a  remark  was  made  at  bottom, "  the  names 
will  be  furnished  when  required,"  12,647.    A  sum, 
amounting  to  upwards  of  500/.,  was  put  as  confi- 
dential, but  thinks  thev  really  paid  more,  15,648. — 
Witness  is  speaking  of  Thomas  Taylor,  12,649. — In 
the  same  bill  there  is  450/.  uud  to  Dr.  Lochee,  12,650. 
— Sent  in  ah  account  to  Mr.  Kingsford  two  or  three 
days  ago,  received  from  Mr.  Core  Kingsford,  with  letter 
of  Allen  Engeham,  which  had  been  sent  to  witness  as 
a  curiosity;   it  is  no  accoimt  of  witness's,  and  was 
never  in  his  hands,  12,552-12,555. — ^The  difference 
between  1,624/.  and  1,700/.  is  made  up  of  some  small 
bills,  which  witness  and  Mr.  Taylor  cannot  recollect, 
but  they  have  endeavoured  to  put  down  everything  as 
far  as  they  could  from  memory,  12,556-12,558. — In 
the  account  sent  in  to  the  finance  committee  there  was 
nothing  but  No.  1,  so  much  money,  but  no  names, 
12,554-12,560. — Received  no  acooimt  from  Mr.  Col- 
lard,  12,561. — ^Thomas  Taylor  has  had  cash  transac- 
tions with  witness,  does  not  recollect  any  question 
between  Taylor  and  Mr.  Kingsford  about  the  former 
liaving   expended   25/.    lOs.,  or  any  sum  which  he 
.    had  not  been  repud;  and  was  not  consulted  about 
.    it  by  Mr.  Kingsford  or  his  clerk,  12,566-12,671.— 
Knows  John  Hatton,  but  paid  nothing  to  hiqi,  or 
on  his  representation,  during  the  election;   12,672- 
12,579. — Knows  several  Hadieys,  but  does  not  know 
that  William  Hadley,  Duck  Lane,  received  a  bribe, 
12,680-12,583.— Does  not   know  Mrs.  Irons,  or  of 
any   case   in   which    she  was    employed   to   bribe, 
12,584,  12,685.— Hands   in   the  book  the  Commis- 
sioners asked  for,  12,586. — Does  not  know  Harvey,  of 
Lower  Hardres,  but  believes    he    had   to    do  with 
bringing  up  voters  frt>m  there;  gave  no  information 
to  that  effect  to  Mr.  Kingsford,  12,687-12,593.— Re- 
collects   Stringer,  a  schoolfellow  of  witness's,  living 
in  the  town;  at  election  in  1847  he  came  in  with  a 
farmer  from  neighbourhood  of  Hardres,  12,594-12,596, 
— ^Accoimt  of  4/.  or  5/.  for  mutton,  beef,  and  groceries 
brought  in  by  Hardres  voters  when  examined;  <nrcum- 
stances  connected  therewith,  12,597-12,600.— The  book 
witness  has  ^ven  in  contains  a  ooyy  of  poll  book  of 
general  election  of  1841,  and  goes  to  1861 ;  explana- 
tion of  how  made  up,  12,601-12,610. 

Prbsbnts  to  Votebs.   (See  Gratuities  to  Voters). 

Pbett,  Albert.  (Anaifgis  qf  kis  JBw£/«ice.)— A  free- 
man, and  voted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone  vad  (vipps, 
and  had  6/.  IQ«.  from  KabwD,  10,917-10^923.        i 


Pricb,  F.  H.  (Anaheis  qf  kU  Evidence,) — ^A  householder 
and  voted  in  1847  for  Mr.  Smythe,  13,383-13,386.— 
Received  not  a  farthing  for  vote,  13,387. — Bennett 
grave  witness  no  money,  13,391. — Had  no  money  on 
mat  election,  13,392. — F.  H.  Price  is  witness's  name, 
and  lives  in  White  Horse  Lane,  13,397. — Voted  for 
Mr.  Smythe,  18,394.-^Always  voted  for  the  Tories, 
13,398. 

Price,  F.  H.  (Bxamnatim  remmed.) — Did  not  vote  at 
last  election,  13,402.— Voted  at  the  election  before, 
13,404.— Did  not  vote  in  1841, 13,405.— lliese  are  the 
only  two  elections  that  witness  voted  after  then, 
13,406. — ^Never  bribed  anybody;  had  no  money  to  do 
that  with,  13,408. — Canvassed  with  Harding  in  the 
election  of  1847>  13,410-13,411.— Harding  was  bribing 
in  the  election  of  1847,  and  witness  was  with  him, 
13,412-13,414. — ^Denies  on  oath  that  any  money  was 
received  by  witness  or  Ibr  witness  on  that  election, 
13,415-13,419. 

Procbssions  : — 

The  processions  muster  very  strong,  generally  200 
or  300  men,  with  the  band  and  flags,  hooper,  77/* 

Qualification  of  Elbctors  : — 

Freemen  and  householders  of  10/.  and  upwards, 
have  the  right  of  voting,  Nutt,  2. 

Ratcliffb,  John  Hart.  {Analysis  qf  his  Evidence), 
Voted  in  1862  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps.  No  money, 
10,664-10,656.— In  1847,  voted  for  CUnton  and  Vance, 
and  he  had  7/.  for  vote  from  OakenfuU,  10,567-10,563. 

Ratcliffb,  Edward.  {Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
householder,  and  voted  at  last  election  for  Sir  WiUiun 
Somerville  and  Colonel  Romilly,  12,034-12,037.— Had 
nothing  for  vote,  and  knows  nothing  of  Jennings 
Underdown,  12,038,  12,039.— In  1&7  voted  for 
Conyngham  and  Smythe,  and  had  3/.  f^m  Jennings 
Souihee,  in  three  payments,  for  expenses  from  Sheer- 
ness,  but  would  not  have  voted  unless  he  was  to  have 
it,  12,040-12,060. 

Rbcommbndations  for  Colour  Tickets. 

The  recommendations  for  colour  tickets,  always 
made  by  voters,  and  generally  on  behalf  of  some  of 
th^  own  flunily  or  friends,  Aris,  78. — ^The  recommen- 
dations sent  to  the  oommittee,  usually  three  or  four 
days  before  the  election,  ib,  104. — The  tickets  are  not 
issued  until  the  recommendation  has  been  sanctioned 
by  the  committee,  6819. — Would  not  issue  any  colour 
ticket  without  a  recommendation  sanctioned  bv  the 
committee,  6820. — The  applications  are  generaUy  on 
behalf  of  non-electors,  ib.  110. — ^Numerous  recommen- 
dations for  colour  tickets,  sent  to  the  blue  committee 
at  the  last  election,  but  none  were  issued,  151. — 
Always  burnt  the  recommendations  after  payment  of 
the  tickets.  Smith,  6825-6852.— Did  not  keep  any 
memorandum  of  the  names  of  the  voters  recommend- 
ing for  colour  tickets,  ib.  6827. — Made  a  memorandum 
of  the  application  at  the  time,  but  destroyed  it  with 
the  recommendations,  ib.  6826. — Have  destroyed  all 
these  documents  relating  to  both  elections,  1852  and 
1847,  ib.  6829. 

"Rbds." 

llie  desijBpation  commonly  given  to  the  Conserva* 
tive  party  m  Canterbury,  Aris,  70.  {See  also  Colours 
of  Candidates). 

Refreshment  Tickets. 

Tickets  issued  only  to  the  persons  who  actually  carry 
the  colours,  entitling  them  to  Is.  a  day  for  refresh- 
ments, CoUard,  9200;  Smith,  9206-9216.— Has  no 
doubt  that  these  tickets  are  circulated,  and  pass  from 
hand  to  hand  as  money,  CoUard,  9358-9369.— The 
cost  of  refrcMihmart  tickets  for  the  oolourmen,  in  1862, 
was  69/.  10».,  SmUh,  6796. 

Refrbsumbnts.  {See  Treating  and  Tavern  Bills). 

Registration  of  Electors. 

Produces  a  printed  copy  of  the  electors,  freemen. 


and  householders  registered  in  the  year  ended  1st 
December,  1851,  Nutt,  7. — (Delivered  to  the  commis- 
sioners, and  marked  I.) — Rtnluces  a  revised  li^  of 
Mgistered  freemen  in  the  same  period,  ib.  8.-^IMi- 
▼oed  to  the  eommistionCTS,  and  marked  2.) 
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Registration  Expenses. 

Pfud  16/.  9s.  for  registration  fees,  on  account  of  the 
Liberal  candidates  at  the  general  election  of  184  7, 
Rntter,  1530. — Has  since  spent  14/.  Ss.  \0d,  on  the 
same  account,  ib,  1534. — ^Tne  expenses  attending  the 
registration  charged  by  the  Cons^vative  Club  of  Can- 
terbuiy  upon  the  Conservative  candidates,  Walker, 
278. — ^The  expenses  of  several  years  amounted  to  120/., 
of  which  Mr.  Gipps  paid  66/.  and  Mr.  Vance  54/.,  in 
1847,  ib.  8977.— Particulars  of  a  claim  of  100/.  for 
attending  to  the  registration  for  a  series  of  years  for 
the  Conservative  party,  and  eventuaDy  paid  after  the 
election  of  1852,  Goodwin,  5977-6024.— LocAce,  5594- 
5631. 

Ribbons,  Bows,  and  Favours. 

The  mercers'  bills  for  ribbons  for  the  Conservatives 
at  the  last  election,  amounted  to  80/.,  including  20/. 
paid  for  making  them  into  ftivours,  Taylor,  8614. — 
The  ribbons  were  made  into  bows  and  favours  mostly 
by  the  wives  of  the  electors,  ib.  8626. — From  1*.  to 
2$.  6d.  paid  for  making  them^  ib.  8631. 

RoALPE,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  voter  of 
the  Lower  Hardres,  and  voted  at  last  election  for  Gipps 
and  Johnstone,  and  in  1847  for  the  Reds.  Had  a 
sovereign  for  two  colour  tickets,  besides  meat,  bread, 
and  renreshments,  amounting  to  about  2s.  6d.  or  3s., 
from  Mr.  Fuhner,  each  time,  11,813-11,828. 

Roberts,  John  Henry.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— 
Is  a  householder,  and  voted  in  1847  for  the  Blues,  and 
received  5/.  from  James  Gruby ;  did  not  vote  in  1852, 
12,787-12,791. 

Roberts,  George.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^A  house- 
holder, butnotafreeman,andvotedin  1852  for  Johnstone 
and  Gipps,  13,711-13,713.— Paid  Mr.  Johnstone  a  bill 
of  13/.  45.,  and  had  21.  of  it  back,  13,714.— Expkins 
how,  and  expects  the  2/.  was  for  vote,  13,715-13,717. 
—Did  not  vote  in  1847,  13,719. 

"  Roughs." 

Paid  about  10/.  to  the  "roughs"  in  1847  to  pro- 
tect the  voters  in  goin^  to  the  poll.  Kelson,  6166. — 
Heard  on  the  night  previous  to  the  election,  that  blues 
had  engaged  roughs  to  get  up  a  row,  and  witness  alo 
engaged  roughs  to  protect  their  voters,  ib.  6167. — 
Witness's  roughs  had  strict  orders  to  cause  no  dis- 
turbance, and  not  to  act  in  any  way  until  their  voters 
were  interrupted  in  polling,  lb.  6170. — ^The  roughs, 
none  of  them  voters,  ib.  6168. — Paid  monev  to  some 
roughs  to  support  taid  defend  the  colours  of  the  Con- 
servative candidates  in  1847,  Vincent,  6759. 

RoMiLLY,  Colonel  Frederick.  (Analysis  of  his  Evi- 
dence.)— ^Was  a  candidate  on  the  Liberal  interest  in 
the  city  of  Canterbury  in  1850  and  1852^  1767.— No 
local  or  family  connexion  with  the  city,  1/68,  1769. — 
-^The  vacancy  was  caused  by  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham  being  created  Lord  Londesborough,  1773. — ^The 
first  time  witness  saw  Alderman  Brent  there  was  some 
conversation  upon  the  subject  of  expense,  but  cannot 
recollect  at  this  moment  that  he  mentioned  any  special 
sum  as  being  the  probable  cost,  1776. — Made  no  pay- 
ment to  any  one  with  reference  to  the  election  of  1850, 
1777-1787. — Found  no  other  candidate  in  the  field 
when  witness  first  came  down,  1788. — Mr.  Vance 
appeared  in  the  field  the  Saturday  before  the  election, 
1/99. — Witness  came  to  Canterbury  on  the  25th  of 
February,  1790. — On  that  Saturday,  when  Mr.  Vance 
was  in  the  field,  remembers  a  discussion  taking  place 
with  reference  to  the  issuing  of  colour  tickets ;  it  was 
with  Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  and  Mr.  Paget  was  also 
present ;  entered  into  the  nature  of  colour  tickets,  and 
what  their  meaning  was,  and  upon  ascertaining  that 
they  were  payments  made  without  any  service  being 
rendered  for  them,  and  that  that  had  been  the  practice, 

fave  strong  injunctions  that  none  should  be  issued, 
791. — No  applications  were  sent  in  for  colour 
tickets  on  that  election,  1793. — Monday  the  4th  March 
was  the  day  of  nomination,  1794.— Previous  to  the 
nomination  day  Mr.  Vance  had  withdrawn,  1795. — 
Recollects  perfectly  the  circumstances  under  which  that 

fentleman  withdrew,  1796. — Had  gone  to  bed  at  the 
'ountain,  and  was  aroused  by  the  porter,  who  came  in 
and  gave  a  note  from  Mr.  Vance,  which  informed 
witness  that  he  thought  it  ri^ht  to  give  witness  the 
earliest  information  of  his  havmg  abandoned  the  con- 
test, 1797. — Did  not  see  Mr.  Vance  upon  1^  oooasion. 


RoMiLLY,  Colonel  Frederick — continued. 
1798. — Had  no  communication  \tath  hirh  on  that 
Saturday,  or  any  interview  whatever  during  the  time  he 
was  in  the  town  as  a  candidate,  1 799-1801 . — Is  not  aware 
of  anyone  having  had  an  intendew  with  him  on  witness's 
behaijP,  1802. — Knows  of  a  party  of  the  name  of  Pilcher 
who  was  the  agent  of  Lady  Conyngham,  1803. — Does 
not  know  if  he  had  an  interview,  1804. — No  reason 
was  assigned  in  Mr.  Vance's  note,  but  he  issued  an 
address  next  morning  in  which  he  stated  a  strong 
reason  for  withdrawing,  1805,  1806. — Which  was,  as 
%vitness  understood  it,  that  he  thought  that  success  was 
impossible  without  bribery,  I8O7. — ^Witness  paid  no 
expenses  attending  that  election,  1809. — Cannot  say 
how  those  expenses  were  met,  1810,  1811. — Alder- 
man Brent  managed  the  financial  part  of  the  election, 
1812. — Does  not  know  who  paid  to  Alderman  Brent 
the  funds  to  carry  it  on,  1813. — Should  suppose  the 
money  had  come,  fi^m  a  private  ftmd  which  it  is 
notorious  is  at  the  disposal  of  parties  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  the  expenses  that  they  think  will  maintain 
theif  party,  1820. — Does  not  mean  to  say  he  has  any 
reason  for  believing  it  came  from  the  Reform  dub, 
1821. — It  is  common  to  most  persons,  that  there  is  a 
private  fund,  1822-1826. — ^The  probable  expense  was 
talked  about  when  Alderman  Brent  came  to  London, 
but  does  not  remember  that  he  ever  said  then  that  it 
would  not  exceed  450/.,  1827,  1828. — Does  not  think 
ever  made  the  obsen^ation  that  \iatness  would  be  able  to 
find  the  money ;  had  an  impression  that  witness  must 
be  responsible,  but  no  amount  was  mentioned,  1829- 
1831. — Never  knew  whether  the  expenses  amounted  to 
200/.  or  400/.  or  any  intermediate  sura,  1831-1836.— 
Witness  spoke  of  a  nind  wliich  is  known  io  almost  dl 
the  world  who  know  much  about  politics;  it  is  subscribed 
by  pri\'ate  persons,  and  goes  under  certain  directions  to 
maintain  such  objects  as  that  party  thinks  it  desirable 
to  keep  together,  1837. — Informed  no  one  that  it  was 
witness's  intention  to  stand  for  Canterbury,  so  that 
the  fund  might  be  avsdlable,  1843. — No  person  had, 
as  far  as  communication  with  witness  went,  any- 
thing to  do  with  finding  money  for  the  election, 
184/.  Has  no  knowledge  of  communication  with 
other  parties,  1848.  Was  a  subscriber  in  1841  to  a 
fund  of  a  similar  nature  to  that  at  the  Reform  Club, 
1852. — ^That  was  a  private  fund  of  the  Liberal  party 
for  objects  in  Ireland,  managed  by  a  committee,  and  had 
not  the  slightest  relation  to  any  fimd  that  witness  is 
supposing  the  existence  of  at  present  in  England, 
except  that  it  may  be  of  a  similar  nature,  1853- 
1856. — Might  be  able  to  find  the  name  of  the  secre- 
tary to  the  Irish  fimd  by  referring  to  old  papers,  if 
there  was  a  person  who  acted  as  such,  1837. — Has 
no  recollection  of  Mr.  Brent  saying  he  had  received 
450/.,  and  the  expenses  had  been  240/.,  or  that  he 
returned  witness  210/.,  1861-1862.— Mr.  Brent  is  the 
only  person  witness  can  refer  Commissioners  to  for 
information  regarding  where  the  money  came  from, 
1864. — Witness  never  offered  himself  as  a  candidate 
for  any  other  place  besides  Canterbury,  and  had  his 
expenses  paid,  1866. — Did  not  think  it  odd  under  the 
circumstances  that  his  expenses  in  this  instance  should 
be  paid  and  no  demand  made.  Should  have  been  pie- 
nared  to  pay  had  such  demand  been  made,  1867. — 
Had  communications  with  witness's  friends  with  refer- 
ence to  standing  for  Canterbury,  but  none  of  them 
intimated  that  the  expenses  would  be  defrayed,  1868- 
1869. — First  thought  the  expenses  would  be  defrayed 
out  of  the  fund  when  no  demand  was  made,  after  some 
time  had  elapsed,  for  the  expenditure  of  the  election, 
1870,  1871. — ^With  the  exception  of  the  conversation 
which  took  place  with  Alderman  Brent  upon  the  first 
occasion  when  witness  saw  him,  has  no  recollection  of 
any  other  on  the  subject  of  funds  for  Canterbury,  1876. 
— ^Has  always  supposed  that  they  came  from  the  fimd 
to  which  previous  reference  was  made,  1S77. — Should 
certainly  suppose  that  the  Conservative  party  had  a 
fimd  of  the  sort,  1879. — Witness  merely  knows  of  a 
fund  by  rumour,  1887. — Does  not  know  where  it 
exists,  1889. — Rumour  supposes  it  at  the  disposal  of 
certain  persons  connected  with  the  party,  1890. — Does 
not  know  it  is  at  the  Reform  Club,  1891. — Has  never 
been  told  by  any  one  that  money  was  found  for  him, 
1893. — Witness  has  often  mentioned  that  he  was  re- 
turned to  Parliament  by  the  funds  of  a  society,  1895. — 
In  1852  was  again  a  candidate  upon  the  Blue  interest, 
but  was  unsuccessful,  1900-1902. — Knows  of  applica- 
tions having  been  sent  in  to  witness's  committee  in  1852 
for  colour  tickets,  but  set  his  face  against  it,  1903- 
1905. — Mr.  Brent  undertook  the  payment  of  subscrip- 
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RoMiLLY>  Colonel  Frederick — continued, 

tions  for  witness  in  Canterbury  after  his  election,  and 
there  was  a  running  account  between  them  with  respect 
to  those  subscriptions.   The  whole  amount  witness  paid 
to  Mr.  Brent  in  1852,  part  of  which  may  have  been  to- 
wards those  running  subscnptions,  and  part  before  the 
election,  was  220/.,  1906. — raid  Mr.  Brent  by  chequed 
20/.  on  the  7th  of  February,  1852,  for  current  ex- 
penses ;  on  the  21st  of  June,  50/. ;  on  the  9th  of  July, 
50/.;  and  on  the  12th  of  August,  100/.    The  canvass 
began  in  June,  1852,  and  the  election  took  place  in 
July,  1913. — ^Witness  regrets  he  allowed  the  expenses 
of  1850  to  be  defrayed  for  hhn,  and  will  never  do  so 
agun,   1214. — Did    not  communicate  that  regret  to 
those  who  defrayed  the  expenses  of  1850,  1915. — It  is 
to-day,  for  the  nrst  time,  witness  is  informed  that  any 
money  whatever  was  repaid  to  him  or  for  him  by 
Alderman  Brent  to  anybody,  1916-1920. — No  one  ever 
told  witness  before  tonday  that  money  was  repaid  after 
election  in  1850,  1921. — Is  not  surprised.     Supposed 
money  to  have  been  paid  before  election  in  1850  to- 
wards expenses ;  coula  not  think  an  election  could  be 
carried  on  without  money,  1922-1924. — This  suppo- 
sition first   occurred    to  witness  while  canvass  was 
going  on,  1925-1928. — ^Witness  had  not  paid   any- 
thing, but  meant  to  be  responsible  for  the  election,  if 
called  upon,  1929-1931. — Did  not  mean  to  pay  any- 
thing himself  before  the  election,  although  current  ex- 
penses required  to  be  met,  conjectiuing  that  the  parties 
paying  those  expenses  were  provided  from  some  source 
or  other  with  frinds,  1932-1934. — Was  consulted  as  to 
expenditiure  by  Mr.  Brent,  but  not  as  to  state  of  the 
accounts  between  those  who  expended  and  those  from 
whence  they  received  the  funds,  consequently  had  no 
means  of  knowing  whether  any  sum  of  money  was 
paid  to  prevent  a  contest,  1936-1939. — Assuming  that 
Mr.  Vance  was  induced  to  make  his  precipitate  depart- 
ure by  the  hope  of  receiving  or  by  naving  received  a 
certain  sum  troxa  any  person  concerned  in  what  may  be 
called  the  Liberal  interest  in  Canterbury,  witness  per- 
sonally had  no  part  in  or  knowledge  of  it,  1940. — 
Witness  did  not  keep  himself  in  ipiorance  as  to  the 
source  from  which  expenses  were  paid  in  order  that  he 
might  be  able  to  say  at  this  inquiry  that  he  did  not 
know,  1958. — It  never  occurred  to  him  that  this  would 
be  one  of  the  first  questions  that  would  be  put,  1950- 
1960. — No  papers  at  home  that  will  throw  any  light 
upon  it,  1961. — Lord  Londesborough  did  not  ha%'e  any 
communication  with  witness  on  the  subject  of  expenses, 
1962. — No  one  informed  witness  that  funds  would  be 
found,  1963. — Knew  in  1852  that  somebody  had  pud 
the  expenses  of  the  election  of  1850,  1964-1966.--Was 
pret^  sure  previously  that  they  had  not  been  paid  by 
the  inhabitants,  196/. — Conjectures  that  persons  con- 
nected with  the  libearal  parties  manage  that  fund,  but 
has  no  knowledge  on  the  subject,  1968. — ^The  examina- 
tion of  Alderman  Brent  with  reference  to  the  receipt  of 
the  450/.  for  the  election  of  1850,  and  the  return  of  the 
difference  between  that  and  210/.,  was  read  to  the  wit- 
ness.    If  Alderman  Brent  said  he  received  the  money 
from  witness  it  is  a  mistake ;  there  must  be  some  mis- 
apprehension, 1973. — Is  of  opinion  the  facts  wanted 
could  be  got  better  from  Alderman  Brent  than  from 
witness,  because  he  received  the  mon^,  1974. — Does 
not  remember  having  told  Alderman  Brent  that  wit- 
ness was  prepared  to  go  to  the  extent  suggested  by 
him  as  the  outside;  may  have  said  so,  1975-1976. — 
Does    not    dispute    statement,    1977. — Believes    the 
person  who  is  supposed  to  have  most  connexion  with 
such  a  fiind  is,  when  a  party  is  in  power,  the  political 
secretary  of  the  Treasury ;  and  when  a  party  is  not  in 
power  it  is  the  person  who  acts  in  that  capacit;^  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  1979. — ^At  the  period  of  witness's 
election  in  1850,  Mr.Tuffi[ieU,1980.— Mr.  Hayteratthe 
present  period,  1981. — During  the  canvass  it  struck 
witness  that  money  was  necessary  for  carrying  on  the 
election  in  1850, 1892. — ^Was  not  applied  to  for  any 
money  on  that  occasion,  1983. — Supposed  at  that  time 
that  frmds  had  been  advanced,  and  that  witness  should 
in  all  probability  be  called  upon  to  reimburse  some 
money,  and  was  prepared  to  do  so,  1984,  1985. — 
Is  not  a  member  of  the  Reform  Club,  1990.— Did 
not  know  more  than  by  rumour  the  names  of  any 
of  those  persons  who  are  connected  with  the  distribu- 
tion of  private  fund,    1992. — Or  the  names  of  any 
persons  into  whose  hands  the  money  was  supposed  to 
oe  paid,  or  from  whose  hands  the  monies  were  sup- 
posed to  be  issued,  1993. — It  was   merely   witness's 
mipression,  with  respect  to  this  general  rumoiu*,  that 
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there  were  some  gentlemen,  either  of  the  Reform  Club 
or  some  other  place,  who  had  the  distribution  of  this 
private  fund  for  the  political  purposes  of  their  party, 
1994. — ^Witness  has  been  a  member  of  the  Reform 
Club,  but  not  at  that  time,  1995. — Witness  gives  an 
emphatic  denial  on  his  part  to  the  statement  of 
Mr.  George  Cooper  that  the  impression  on  the  com- 
mittee was  of  himself  and  other  persons  that  Sir 
William  Somerville  and  Colonel  RomiUy's  object  for 
not  having  recourse  to  corrupt  practices  in  1852  arose 
from  their  thinking  it  the  best  policy,  and  that  they 
should  be  ultimately  successful  by  not  taking  that 
course,  1998. 

RoYCE,  Henry.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence). — A  shoe- 
maker, and  a  freeman,  and  voted  in  1847  for  Lord 
Albert  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe ;  on  nomination 
day  Mr.  Cobb  sent  for  witness,  and  promised  5/.  if  he 
would  vote  Smythe,  and  after  polling  a  person  came 
after  witness  with  a  paper  parcel,  which  contained  5/., 
11,146-11,163. — Did  not  vote  at  last  election;  can- 
vassed by  both  parties ;  Blinks  wanted  witness  to  vote 
Red,  but  declmed,  11,160-11,166. 

Rutter,  Jonathan  Foulke  John.  {Analysis  of  his 
Evidence.) — ^A  Liberal  in  politics,  and  has  always  been 
so,  1519-1521. — Kept  the  Blue  accounts  in  1847 ;  never 
kept  the  accounts  of  the  other  side,  1522,  1523. — Does 
not  recollect  whether  there  were  two  elections  in 
1847,  but  kept  the  accounts  of  one,  1524,  1525.— The 
candidates  were  Conyngham,  Smythe,  Vance  and 
Clinton;  the  two  former  the  Liberal  candidates, 
1526,  1527.— Received  1,800/. ;  900/.  from  each  of  the 
liberal  candidates,  1530. — ^'lliis  was  all  spent,  expect 
16/.  9s,  for  r^stration  fees,  and  a  balance  of  14/.  8^.  10c?., 
since  spent  in  registration,  1530-1534. — Gave  Mr. 
Smythe  and  Lord  Albert  copies  of  the  same  account, 
1535. — ^The  sum  of  463/.  10s.  4d.  entered  in  witness's 
red  book,  was  for  treating  and  bribery,  and  everything 
else,  1537. — ^ITus  money  paid  through  agents,  who 
bribed  the*  individual  voters,  1541. — ^Tnese  agents  gave 
witness  receipts  for  the  money  paid  them  for  this 
service,  1541. — Has  no  voucher  for  the  150/.  paid 
Goodwin,  1542. — Witness  paid  this  money  to  Goodwin 
by  order  of  the  committee,  1544-1547. — Goodwin  gave 
a  list  of  thirty-two  or  thirty-three  voters,  and  he  was 
to  get  them  in  the  best  way  he  could,  1548. — ^The  dis- 
tribution of  this  money  was  left  entirely  to  Goodwin, 
1549. — Cullen  was  another  agent  for  bribing  voters ; 
he  had  15/.  or  20/.  for  this  purpose  at  first,  and  other 
sums  afterwards,  1553. — CuUen's  account  would  be 
part  bribery,  and  part  treating  and  tavern  expenses, 
1553. — Does  not  know  where  Cullen  is ;  he  is  not  living 
in  Canterbury,  1554-1556. — Jacobs  was  paid  50/.  for 
the  same  purpose ;  he  also  has  left  the  city,  1558. — 
Believes  he  is  m  Yarmouth,  1564. — Cobb  had  35/. ;  he 
left  within  the  last  two  or  three  months,  1560. — Never 
bribed  any  man  directly ;  paid  the  money  to  agents  to 
bribe  the  voters,  1568,  1569. — William  Beer,  jun., 
received  5/.  for  vote,  1570-1573. — Roberts  was  paid  5/., 
either  for  vote,  or  expenses  of  bringing  in  out-voters, 
1576. — Delo  has  been  an  active  agent  for  the  Blue 
party  for  many  years,  and  was  entrusted  with  several 
small  sums  to  pay  bills,  1577f  1578. — Does  not  think 
Delo  paid  Beer  the  5/.,  1579.— Out  of  the  1,800/. 
received  from  the  two  candidates,  at  least  1,600/. 
was  spent  upon  the  election,  1584. — ^The  tavern  bills 
were  about  150/.,  1584. — Knows  Southee,  a  sub-agent 
with  Goodwin,  1585. — ^Thinks  these  two  had  the  150/. 
to  distribute,  1586. — Ptoiculars  of  the  sums  paid  to 
witness's  account,  on  acooimt  of  the  election  of  1847* 
1590. — Pilcher  was  paymaster  at  the  election  in  February 
1847,  1593. — He  certainly  paid  the  colourmen's  tickets, 
1594. — Does  not  think  there  was  any  bribery  at  the 
FebruaiT  election,  1596. — ^'llie  bribery  at  this  election 
confinea  to  the  colour  tickets,  1597. — Colour  tickets 
were  issued  and  paid  for,  although  there  was  no  poll- 
ing, 1598,  1599. — ^Was  concerned  for  Mr.  Smythe  in 
1852;  no  colour  tickets  were  issued,  and  no  money 
spent  of  any  amount  on  his  account,  1602-1604. — Had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  election  of  1850,  1605. — ^Was 
privately  engaged  in  getting  up  the  books  at  the  election 
in  February  1841,  1607. — Mr.  Plummer  paid  the  colour 
tickets  in  1841,  1608. — ^They  were  issued  and  pwd  on 
the  same  system  as  on  other  occasions,  1609. — Knows 
nothing  of  any  direct  money  payments  except  at  the 
general  election  in  1847, 1612, 1613. — Further  evidence 
explanatory  of  certain  payments  on  account  of  this 
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election,   1614-1617.— The  payments  for  the    Delos 
were  for  services  rendoed  and  not  for  th^  votes, 
1615.— The  2/.  to  Richard  Beard  was  for  chariti^,  1617. 
— Bdieves  all  the  vouchers  and  pAp«n  handed  in  relate 
to  the  election  of  1847,  1621.— The  petition  of  Martin 
was  endorsed  by  Mr.  Brent  "to  be  paid  three  guineas," 
and  was  laid  before  committee  and  decided  upon  in 
regular  way,  1623-1626. — ^The  general  financial  busi- 
ness of  the  election  of  1847  was  transacted  by  the 
committee,  meeting  at  witness's  house,  and  all  accounts 
were  submitted  to  them;  also  the  colourmen's  tickets, 
done  up  in  fifties,  one  or  two  of  which  were  opened  and 
counted,   1 629-1 6d6.-^ames  Fedarb,  a  voter  in  the 
Blue  interest,  and  generally  acting  as  messenger,  1637- 
1639. — He  was  paid  1/.  for  extra  services  by  <Nrder  of 
^e  committee,  ^  640. — Evidence  respecting  the  payment 
for  messengers,  1642-1645. — Many  persons  retained 
and  paid  at  dections  as  messengers  whose  services  are 
not  reqvdred,  1646. — ^Evidence  respecting  the  payment 
for  hire  of  committee  room,  1 646-1 648.-~48/.  O9.  lOd, 
paid  on  the  account  of  this  election :  beheves  it  is  for 
bribery,  1649.— The  payment  of  61  to  J.  White  is 
presumed  to  be  for  his  vote,  1651,  1652. — There  are 
two  John  Whites;  should  not  have  paid  it  to  the 
Tory  White  if  he  had  known  it,  1656,  1657.— Paid 
Charles  Wliite  61,  on  account  of  his  vote,  1661. — 
Fdrther  evidence  relieve  to  money  paid  to  the  Whites, 
supposed  in  all  cases  to  have  been  paid  for  their  votes, 
166^-1670.— Supposes  also  that  the  money  paid  to 
Beer  was  as  a  bribe  for  his  vote,  1671. — 6/.  for  Day, 
also  a  bribe,  1672. — From  the  names  of  the  voters  only 
being  rendered,  and  no  services  described,  thinks  all  the 
payments  above  mentioned  must  have  been  bribes  for  the 
votes,  1673-1 676.— John  Admans  could  not  havereceived 
a  bribe ;  Thomas  voted  for  liberals,  but  whether  he  is 
the  person  who  received  5/.  cannot  tell,  1677,  1678. — 
6.  Davey  was  the  agent,  and  he  lives  in  Canterinury, 
1679-1684. — Mr.  Brent  inspected  the  accounts   and 
ordered  payment;  the  endorsement  on  back   is  his, 
1685-1687.— Paid  51,  to  Mrs.  Stone,  on  7th  August, 
1847,  by  order  of  R.  Pilcher ;  her  husband  was  to  be 
considered  on  the  charitable  list,  and  her  sons  were  to 
have  colour  tickets,  1688-1690. — James  Busher  41,; 
Cart,  Smeed,  expenses,  and  J.  H.  Leguire,  London, 
1/.  lOs.,  making  a  total  of  71.  Ss.  6d. ;  has  no  doubt 
the   above  was  pidd;   it  is  endorsed  J.  B.,  and  paid 
C.  Leguire ;  supposes  the  handwriting  to  be  Leguire's, 
1691,  1692. — Leguh«  li%'ed  at  Northgate  at  that  time, 
but  he  has  left  Canterbury,  1693. — ^The  accounts  of 
Lord  Albert  and  Mr.  Smythe  were  kept  jointly ;  what 
was  done  for  one  was  done  for  the  other,  1694, 1695. — 
They  did  not  interfere  in  the  financial  business,  1697. — 
Should  think  they  must  have  known  about  the  bribery, 
1699. — ^They  paid  the  money  for  it  at  the  time  it  was 
going  on,  1/01,  1702. — Mr.  Smythe,  at  all  events,  was 
consulted,  1703. — Did  not  hear' Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham,  but  heard  Mr.  Smythe  say,  "  We  must  have  the 
election,"  1705. — Knows  nothing  about  the  election  of 
1850 ;  was  merely  a  member  of  the  committee,  and 
had   no   payments   to    make,    1706-1712. — Witness 
handed  in  the  poll  book  of  1847 ;  the  ticks  against  the 
names  indicate  that  they  will  take  money :  thinks  the 
ticks  were  made  a  little  after  1847 :  never  had  &  PoU 
book  with  the  prices  down  agunst  the  men,  I7l3- 
1723. — Mr.  (jeorge  Cooper  was  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee  in   1847.    Thomas  Bower,  who  was  made  a 
messenger  for  three  days  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  was 
paid  4/.,  1724-1727. — ^Mr.  Cooper  will  explain  as  to 
"Thomas  Jeans,  his  pal,  2/.  10s.,"  1728.— The  letter 
T  against  the  names  of  several,  is  a  private  memo- 
randum of  witness's  own :  T  means  **Tory,"  1729- 
1731. — ^It  means  Tories  and  Blues  too  if  it  has  a  cross, 
1732. — ^They  were  likely  men  to  take  colourmen's  tickets 
or  money :  witness  cannot  see  any  difference  between 
giving  ten  colourmen's  tickets,  or  a  5/.  note,  1733. — 
Mr.  Pildier  hoped  witness  would  accept  a  present  of  a 
piece  of  plate,  as  Mr.  Cooper  had  had  it ;   20/.,  or 
somethijig  of  that  sort,  1734. — Produced  a  letter  from 
Lord  Conyngham,  pressing  his  acceptance  of  a  small 
memento  of  their  triumph ;   declined  to  receive  any- 
thing; never  had  any  pay  at  all,  1737. 

RuTTER,  Jonathan  John.  (Second  Examination). — 
Did  not  give  Field  61.  Never  gave  a  pound  to  anj  one, 
not  to  the  parties  themselves,  5795. — His  name  is  ren- 
dered in  witness's  account,  of  which  an  account  was 
previously  given,  5796. — ^Witness  was  in  committee  room 
when  somebody  came  and  got  5^  for  James  Field; 
suppose  they  came  and  said,  "  James  Field  has  voted. 
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and  I  want  51.  for  him."  It  must  have  been  put  down 
in  a  little  book  and  rendered  to  committee,  but  cannot 
find  it  now,  5799. — ^There  b  no  other  James  Field  to 
whom  the  entry  could  refer,  as  he  is  the  voter,  5800- 
5802. — ^Thinks  it  was  a  bribe  to  the  partr^  who  took  the 
money,  and  he  had  it  fcnr  the  purpose  of  a  bribe,  5803. 
— ^That  was  on  the  morning  of  the  election,  5804. 

RuTTBR,  Jonathan  John.  {Third  Eamination,) — 
Knows  that,  J.  and  W.  Austen,  brothers,  2/.,  appears 
in  his  list,  but  does  not  know  what  it  was  for,  and 
thinks  he  stated  to  the  commissioners  before  tiiat  he 
coold  not  recollect  who  came  for  it,  12,450-12,451. — 
Stated  before  that  there  was  a  voucher,  and  must 
now  state  there  has  been  one  found  out  since,  iHio 
says  he  has  not  had  any  money,  12,452-12,453. — Does 
not  knowtiiat  Austen  was  a  mistake,  as  somebody 
must  have  come  for  the  money,  12,454. — Would  ra^er 
notsmention  anvbody  as  the  person  who  says  he  had 
no  money,  but  let  it  come  before  the  commissioners  in 
the  proper  way,  12,455. 

Sabine,  Alfred.    (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^All  his 
lifetime  a  Blue,  3il9. — Had  the   command  of  the 
colours  in  1852,  3120,  3122.— Kept  them  hi  his  house 
for  twenty  years,  3123. — Always  did  so,  3124. — Never 
paid  any  colour  tickets  except  in  1847;  had  to  get 
thirty  men  as  colourmen  for  one  day,  and  paid  thera 
5s.  a  day,  3125-3127. — Orders  as  to  colourmen  in 
1852,  their  number,  and  payment,  3128-3134. — Knows 
Mr.  Cooper  the  stonemason,  3135. — He  paid  ccdour- 
men,  3137. — There  was  pret^  near  one  hun(h«d  who 
were  all  paid,  3139,  3140. — Precautions  as  to  colours, 
and  the  preservation    of  peace,  3142-3146. — Ihestt 
were  messengers  employed  in  1852,  but  witness  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  them,  and  never  recom- 
mended any,  3147-3162. — ^Not  so  many  flags  in  1852 
as   at  former  elections,  3153 — In   1847  had  about 
twentv  flags  of  his  own,  3154. — ^Witness  paid  20/.  and 
Mr.  Brent  hired  them  for  21,  and  1/.  for  thejpoles. 
Gave  his  son  the  money  for  the  poles  for  Wuson, 
being  a  bill  of  41.  5s.;    they  were  Wilson's  poles, 
3155.— Sure  that  was  not  in  1850,  3156.— A  laige 
stock  of  flags  in  former  elections,  but  numbers  stolen, 
llie  broken  poles  used  for  broom  handles,  &c.,  3157- 
3160. — Had  no  applications  from  voters  for  colour 
tickets,  3162. — H^ird  none  say  they  wanted  money, 
3164.— Some  colourmen  were  employed  to  carry  the 
flags,  others  to  protect  them,  3165. — About  forty  flags 
in  1852,  3166. — Twenty  men  generally  went  in  front 
to  protect  the  whole,  3167,  3168. — Some  flags  want 
about  five  lads  to  carry  them,  3169. — There  must 
usually  be  two  men  to  one  pole,  3170. — In  1852,  the 
hundred  colourmen  consisted  of  about  twenty  men  who 
went  in  front  to  protect,  and  eighty  men  employed  in 
carrying  the  flags,  3171-3173. — Cannot  say  sdL  were  in 
attendance,  but  when  paying  them  witness  took  notice 
thereof.     iS'evertheless,  all  who  were  put  down  wctc 
paid  whether  in  attendance  or   not,  3174-3177. — In 
1850  the  same  system  as  had  always  been  before,  3178. 
— About  a  hundred  men  attached  to  the  colours  isrtio 
received  payment,  3179. — A  good  many  did  no  work; 
3180. — Mr.  Cooper  had  the  account  and  the  list,  and 
he  paid  them.    Witness  had  no  list  whatever  except 
the  one  Mr.  Cooper  gave  him,  and  signed  no  account, 
3182,  3183.    (Here  a  paper  was  handed  to  witness.) 
This  is  the  time  Mr.  Brent  gave  the  order  to  hire  thirty 
men  at  5s,  a  day,  3184-3195. — The  only  time  witness 
set  the  colourmen  down,  or  had  any  order  for  it,  and 
these  thirtrr  were  the  only  colourmen  witness  had  in 
1850,  3180-3191. — ^There  were  eighty  colourmen  in 
1862,  3199. — Hardly  an  election  that  some  polls  were 
not  broken,  but  not  last  time,  as  there  was  no  beer 
to  drink,  3200.— Adheres   to  all  said  about  1852, 
3202. 

Saunders,  Maurice.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — 
Removing  officer  to  the  Incorooration  of  Canterbury, 
3204. — Has  been  a  LibersJ  and  free  trader  since  184/, 
3206,  3206.— A  Red  before  that,  3207.— Came  over  to 
the  Liberal  side  with  Mr.  Smythe,  and  was  employed 
by  him  as  canvassing  derk  in  184/,  3208-^11. — He 
had  no  committee  at  the  time,  3214. — Lord  Albert 
Convngham's  friends.  Alderman  Brent  and  others, 
nught  act  for  Mr.  Smythe,  but  thev  never  canvassed 
wiui  witness  and  Mr.  Smythe,  3215. — Witness  can- 
vassed for  Mr.  Smythe,  and  Mr.  Smythe  canvassed 
for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  as  well — canvassed  for 
both,  3216,  3217.— Was  always  out.    It  was  witness's 
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doty  to  be  out  when  Mr.  Smythe  wag,  3218. — MiAt 
have  canvassed  in  his  absence  if  a  voter  was  met>  3^9. 
—In  1847  had  money  of  Mr.  Rutter,  3220-3222.— It 
was  no  great  deal,  but  can  give  an  account  of  its  ex- 
penditure.   It  was  given  direct  from  Mr.  Rutter  to 
witness,  and  the  men  were  sent  to  witness,  3223. — It 
was  direct  bribery,  3225. — Was  employed  for  bribery 
purp<)ses   on   the   day  of  eleetion,  3^26.—- Can  sive 
wiwin  one  or  two  a  list  of  all  the  persons  bribed  by 
witnessi,  3227.    (A  paper  was  here  handed  to  the  wit- 
MM.) — ^Ihis  is  a  list  prepared  from  recollection  this 
morning,  3228-3230.— Never  had  anythin^if  to  do  with 
brib«ry  direct  or  indirect  except  in  June,  1847,  when 
William  Beer  jun.,  had  5/.,  James  Philpot  3/.,  James 
Dyason,  2/.,  and  James  Wood,  from  Maidstone,  3/. 
One  or  two  more,  bat  cannot  recollect.    The  money 
was  given  by  Mr.  Rutter,  with  instructions.    Mr.  Beer 
was  a  younff  man  of  weak  intellect,  and  tiiat  was  an 
inducement  held  out  by  his  unde,  who  came  with  hhsk, 
that  he  should  receive  it.    He  is  since  dead^  3233.j- 
Paid  about  8/.  or  10/.  more  to  about  as  many  again, 
3236,  3237. — ^Ihe  persons  whose  names  are  in  list  are 
all  freemen.    William  Beer  and  James  DyasoA  are 
dead,  3238,  3239.— Beer  was  a  householder  as  well, 
3240.— Dj^Mon  lived  at  Whitstable  at  that  time,  3241. 
— ^Philpot  is  a  10/.  householder;  he  is  here,  3243-^3245. 
— James  Wood  who  came  from  Maidstone  was  not  a 
10/.  householder;  he  was  a  freeman  on  the  register, 
and  had  not  been  away  sufficientlv  long  to  be  struck 
oflP,  3246,  3257.— Remembers  Roberts,  a  10/.  house- 
holder, who  lived  at  Northgate,  and  was  at  one  time 
waggoner  to  Mr.  Rools,  3248^254. — Heard  applications 
made  to  Mr.  Smythe  for  money  for  direct  briD«ry  during 
canvass,  3257. — The  constituency  at  that  time  was  about 
1,600,  and  for  colour  tickets  and  direct  bribery  wit- 
ness thinks  there  might  be  about  a  couple  of  hundred 
applications,  3261.— ^Jonsiders  a  colour  ticket  a  direct 
bribe,  3262. — The  general  way  of  applying  was,  "  I  am 
verv  badly  ofP,  and  want  something,"  ^63. — Not  many 
sucn  applications  addressed  to  witness,  3264-^266. — 
In  18d^  was  canvassing  derk  to  Sir  W.  Somerville 
and  Colonel  RomiUy,327i . — Does  not  recollect  a  money 
application,  but  had  several  for  colour  tickets  at  thi^ 
tim^  3272. — Recolleds   one   man  in  particular  who 
wpplied  for  three  colour  tickets  to  Colonel  RomiUy  and 
^  William  Somerville.     The  Colonel  walked  away 
from  him  directly,  and  so  did  Sir  William,  3273. — 
Does  not  know  an  instance  in  which  an  application 
was  made  for  a  colour  ticket  and  entertained;   thev 
were  told  there  would  be  no  such  thing  issued,  3274. 
— The  applications  were  reserved  and  filed,  3276. — Not 
for  further  consideration,  but  all  were  rejected,  3277- 
3278. — ^Witness  kept  the  canvass  during  the  day;  it 
was  copied  at  night  into   another  book,  3279. — Can 
throw  no  light  on  where  the  canvassing  books  are  of 
1850,  3282. — ^Took  no  part  either  way  in  that  election, 
3284,  3285. — ^Was   not  then  canvassed  by   Colond 
Romilly,   thinks    Mr.   Vance    called,  but    did    not 
promise  him,  3286-3288. — ^If  witness  had  gone  to  the 
poU  would  have  voted  for  Colonel  Romilly,  consider- 
ing him  Mr.  Smythe's  friend,  and  not  only  that,  but  a 
free-trader,  3289-3290.— Took  a  part  in  Mr.  Smythe's 
first  election  in  1841.    Made  the  street  lists  and  can- 
vassed with  him,  and  also  in  the  second  election  in 
1841,  3291-3295.— No  bribery  at  that  time;  nothing 
material  more  than   is  common  in  canvassing  as  it 
used  to  be  in  the  old  system  of  colour  tickets,  3296- 
3297. — ^There  is  a  poorer  class  of  freemen  than  10/. 
householders,  3298. — Of  the    10/.  householders  the 
proportion  of  indigent  persons  is  considerably  smaller 
than  that  of  the    proportion  of  indigent   freemen, 
3299. — ^There  are  946  freemen  and  928  householders, 
many  of  these  are  both  householders  and  freemen^  3300. 

Saunders,  Maurice.  (Second  Exanwnation.) — ^lliere 
might  be  about  one  third  of  those  on  the  list  of 
householders  who  pav  from  4«.  6e/.  to  5^.  per  week ; 
th^  consist  chiefly  of  working  mechanics,  3303-3305. 
— ^The  lower  class  of  fireemen  are  common  labourers, 
3306. — ^There  are  between  200  and  300  indigent  fire- 
men, 3308. — The  indigent  householders  considerably 
less  than  half  their  own  number.  Found  very  few 
applications  from  the  householders  on  the  last  election 
in  the  canvass,  3309-3313. — In  witness's  capacity  as 
removing  officer  found  that  the  indigent  are  conside- 
rable among  the  .freemen,  even  to  the  extent  stated, 
and  the  householders  not  exceeding,  3314-3316. — 
Witness  thinks  he  had  18/.  from  Mr.  Rutter  in  1847 
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for  the  purpose  of  buying  votes,  and  iJiat  he  returned 
2/.  of  it,  3317-3320.— Sive  the  parties  whose  names 
are  given  in  the  sums  affixed  to  each  respectively  for 
tiiMr  votes,  and  they  received  the  sums  in  consideration 
oi$jmng  their  votes;  it  was  perfectly  understood  it  was 
bribery,  3321-^3323.— James  Wood  is  stiU  m  Maid- 
stoney  a  carpenter,  at  15,  Wheeler  Street,  3324,  3325. 

Saunders,    Maurice.      {Third    Examination). — Has 

,.  been  connected  in  municipal  matters  for  six  or  seven 

years  with  Mr.  Goodwin,  who  had  a  demand  against 

the  Conservative  party,  dated  from   1841-1845,    or 


rather  nearly  up  to  18^,  and  for  which  something  of 
a  comoensation  was  made,  6362-6374.— His  claim  was 
for  78/.,  but  by  whom  or  how  paid,  or  whether  he  re- 
ceived the  whole,  witness  cannot  say,  as  he  has  not 
been  on  friendlv  terms  with  Mr.  Goodwin  since  1850, 
6375-6386. — ^With  respect  to  former  evidence  explained 
that  the  Roberts  he  should  have  named  was  James 
Roberts,  and  that  John  Lavender  Greeby,  who  voted 
for  Conyngham  and  Smythe  in  1847,  received  5/. 
through  his  father,  but  does  not  know  of  his  voting  in 
1841,  6387-6396.— Knows  Bartiiolomew  Bernard,  an 
ex-snpervisor,  who  voted  for  the  two.  Conservatives 
after  promising  Romilly  and  Somerville,  and  signing 
the  requisition  to  Mr.  Smythe,  but  cannot  say  that  he 
received  anything  for  going  against  his  promise,  6397- 
6405. — Knows  Abraham  Abrahams,  who  voted  for 
Conyngham  and  Smythe  in  1847,  and  thinks  him 
above  taking  anything  for  hiB  vote,  6406-6409. 

Saunders,  Maurice.  (Fourth  Ewaminatiom,) — Pre- 
viously gave  information  as  to  parties  whom  witness 
applied  to  in  1847  on  Blue  side — gave  in  a  list,  and 
amended  it  afterwards,  10,387-10,389. — Gave  James 
Gruby  10/.  for  his  son,  J.  L.  Gruby,  and  John  or  James 
Hennr  Roberts,  for  their  votes,  10,391-10,396.— Han- 
cock had  3/.  for  his  vote  about  a  week  after  the  election, 
10,397-10,400.— John  Cherrison's  wife  had  3/.  for  six 
colour  tickets,  (two  apiece  for  two  of  her  sons,  and  two 
for  her  husbuid)  they  were  all  three  voters.  That  was 
by  order  of  committee — was  directed  to  do  it  by  Mr. 
Rutter,  10,401-10,405. 

Saunders,  Maurice.  (Fifth  Examination,) — ^At  elec- 
tion of  1847>  was  a  canvassing  clerk  for  Mr.  Smythe, 
and  paid  large  sums  of  money  for  votes,  13,085-13,087. 
— Did  not  make  any  bargain  with  voters  except  James 
Wood,  who  had  3/.,  which  witness  considered  was  for 
travelling  expenses  and  loss  of  time,  13,088,  13,089. 
— Some  men  paid  on  morning  of  election,  but  witness 
knew  nothing  of  the  bargain  or  contract  which  was 
made  with  them,  13,090. — A  person  called  Cullen  was 
always  understood  to  have  been  intrusted  with  money 
to  bribe  voters,  and  several  persons  complcdned  that 
they  had  been  promised  sums  of  money  by  him,  which 
he  had  never  paid,  13,091-13,094. — The  payments  made 
to  voters  by  witness  after  election,  were  by  direction  of 
committee,  and  does  not  know  if  the  four  or  five  men 
he  pud  on  the  day  of  election,  had  voted  or  not  before 
being  paid,  13,095.— Paid  Wood  3/,  for  travelling  ex- 
penses ;  Edward  Beer  had  5/. ;  made  no  bargain  with 
either  of  them,  13,096-13,100. — In  these  transactions 
acted  as  canvassing  clerk,  not  committee  derk,  13,101, 
13,102. 

Saunders,  Maurice.  (Sixth  Examination,) — Has 
lived  in  Canterbury  for  forty  years.  The  city  is  not 
co-extensive  with  the  parliamentary  borough,  14,823- 
14,825. — ^What  ^liamentary  borough  consiste  of, 
14,826-14,830.--Population  of  the  fourteen  parishes 
of  the  city  nearly  16,000  in  1851,  14,831,  14,832.— 
The  population  of  the  six  parishes  which  are  wholly 
within  the  borough,  and  the  portions  of  those  three 
parishes  that  form  a  part  of  the  parliamentary  borough, 
not  enabled  to  state.  According  to  an  estimate  formed 
by  witness  there  are  729  voters  on  the  list  of  the  four- 
teen parishes,  tiiat  is,  about  21  f  per  cent,  of  the  popu- 
lation that  are  voters,  and  184  voters  on  the  register 
for  the  other  nine  parishes,  bringing  the  population  to 
about  3,000,  which  would  make  the  parliamentary 
borough  amount  to  about  19,000.  Witness  handed  in  a 
list  of  the  number  of  voters  in  the  parishes  within  the 
city  at  the  time  of  the  election  in  1852,  and  also  a  list  of 
the  voters  in  the  nine  out  parishes,  14,835. — A  part  of 
Longport  is  within  the  dty,  and  a  part  not ;  it  is  called 
the  Borough  of  Longport,  14,836. — Longport  the  name 
of  a  district  within  tne  parish  of  St.  Paul's.  There  are 
two  ratings ;  for  the  county  and  the  city,  signed  by  the 
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magistrates  of  the  county,  and  signed  by  the  magis- 
trates of  the  city,  14,837.-— The  10/.  householders  resi- 
dent in  the  district  of  Longport  are  entitled  to  vote  for 
the  city  of  Canterbury,  14,B38.— The  greater  part  of 
the  clergymen  that  are  resident  in  the  cathedral,  in 
the  Ville  of  Christchurch,  are  voters,  14,839.— At  the 
elections  for  Canterbury  of  late  years,  the  clergymen 
have  generally  voted,  14,841,  14,842.— But  never  saw 
any  of  them  take  an  active  part  in  the  elections, 
14,843.— A  great  many  of  the  277  fireemen  upon  the 
leasehold  Ust  are  the  principal  tradesmen  in  the  town — 
freemen  and  householders  as  well,  14,849. — None  of 
those  on  householders'  list  are  in  the  indigent  classes 
of  freemen,  14,850-14,852.— Nearly  300  of  those  950 
freemen  who  appear  on  the  register  in  election  of  1852 
are  indigent  freemen,  14,853. — 946  is  the  exact  number 
of  freemen  upon  the  register  in  1852 ;  which  includes 
the  277  freemen  alluded  to  before.  Of  the  remainder, 
that  is  to  say  669  pure  freemen,  half  or  nearly  half 
are  of  the  indigent  classes,  14,854-14,856.— Explana- 
tion of  "indigent,"  1 1,859, 14,860.— Hm  been  removing 
officer  for  the  last  six  years,  14,861.— Very  few  of  the 
946  freemen  are  likely  to  be  in  the  receipt  of  relief; 
they  will  suffer  a  great  deal  before  they  will  look  for  it, 
in  consequence  of  their  losing  their  vote  if  they  have 
it,  14,862.— In  Canterbury  there  are  a  great  many 
charities ;  gifts  which  are  bestowed  at  certain  seasons 
of  the  year,  14,863. — ^There  are  a  few  men  who  have 
borne  a  good  character  and  are  in  low  circumstances, 
and  there  are  gentlemen  who  i)ay  some  little  attention 
to  those  sort  of  men,  14,864. — ^ITie  borough  of 
Longport  b  on  the  Deal  road,  14,86/.— llie  Lower 
Hardres  is  a  sort  of  by-road  that  leads  on  the  right  of 
the  old  Dover  road  to  Hythe,  14,868.-277  of  the  946 
freemen  that  appear  on  the  register  of  1852  were  house- 
holders as  well  as  freemen,  1 1,869. 

Saunders,  Maurice.  (Seventh  Examinntion.) — Can- 
not state  the  population  of  that  part  of  borough  of 
Longport  which  is  included  in  the  county  of  Kent,  and 
not  m  the  city  of  Canterbury,  15,06.3. — Do  not  know 
exact  limits,  1.5,064. — ^There  may  be  from  20  to  35 
houses  from  hovels  upwards ;  some  very  respectable 
houses  in  the  borough  in  that  district,  15,065,  15,066. 

ScooNRS,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^The 
letter  handed  to  witness  is  directed  by  him  and  in  his 
hand^v^iting,  4.35. — Witness  acted  on  his  own  respon- 
sibility in  writing  that  letter,  436. — Mr.  James  tnere 
addressed  supposed  to  be  James  Kelson,  who  had  been 
connected  witn  election  matters,  437,  4.'i8. — Manages 
the  election  business  of  the  office  under  Mr.  Core 
Kingsford,  444. — Does  not  recollect  who  told  witness 
that  Kelson  was  at  Hull,  or  that  a  letter  a<l(lressed  to  | 
him  as  Mr.  James,  at  the  oHice,  would  find  him, 
446-^50. — Believed  that  James  and  Kelson  were  the 
same  person,  452. — Had  seen  Kelson  three  or  four 
weeks  before  he  went  away,  455. — Knew  that  he  had 
been  served  with  the  Speaker's  warrant,  45S. — Did  not 
know  that  Kelson  was  goinj<  to  leave  Canterbury, 
461. — Witness  was  employed  in  his  oflice  in  investi- 
gating the  allegations  against  the  sitting  members, 
466. — Did  not  advise  Kelson  not  to  appear  before  the 
committee,  4/2. — Never  heard  that  he  had  left  Canter- 
bury until  after  close  of  election  inquiry,  4/5. — It 
was  not  notorious  that  Kelson  was  gone  to  Hull 
under  the  name  of  James,  4/9. — When  he  wrote  the 
letter  to  Kelson  at  Hull,  he  had  other  information 
independent  of  common  rumour,  482. — Cannot  say 
who  gave  that  information,  483,  484. — Had  no  com- 
mvmication  with  Kelson  after  his  return  ta  Canter- 
bury, 485. — Wrote  to  him  at  Hull  to  inform  him  that 
the  inquiry  had  ended,  and  that  he  might  return, 
487. — As  managing  clerk  to  Messrs.  Kingsford,  in  the 
matter  of  the  election  inquiry,  witness  considereid  it  his 
duty  to  act  as  he  did,  491.— Acted  entirely  on  his  own 
responsibility  in  this  matter,  491. — Did  not  send  any 
other  communication  of  a  similar  nature  to  other  parties 
at  the  same  time,  495,  496. — Upon  his  oath,  he  had  no 
intimation  from  Kelson  as  to  where  he  was  to  be  found, 
497. — Believes  that  Kelson's  address  was  sent  to  wit- 
ness in  writing,  5(M)-503. — Cannot  tell  who  dehvered 
this  document,  501. — Knows  John  White,  who  left 
Canterbury  to  avoid  appearing  before  the  election  com- 
mittee, 59/ . — Saw  him  about  three  weeks  before  the 
inquirj'  commenced,  508. — Knows  Gliomas  Brown,  who 
also  left  Canterbury  for  the  same  purpose,  510-512. — 
Saw  Brown  about  ten  days  before  the  commencement 
of  the  in(iuiry,  513. — Did  not  know  where  Brown  was 


ScooNKS,  Thomas — continued, 

when  the  committee  was  sittuoff,  515. — Had  no  corre- 
spondence either  with  White  or  Brown,  516, 51 7. — Does 
not  know  in  whose  handwriting  Kelson's  address  was, 
618. 

Seath,  Jambs.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Lives  at 
SteUing  Minnis,  seven  miles  from  Canterbury,  12,341 
-12,342.— Voted  in  1847  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham 
and  Smythe,  12,343-12,344.— Was  obliged  to  have  a 
carriage  to  go  to  poll  in  being  very  imwell,  and  had 
a  sovereign  for  expenses;  but  no  bargain  for  vote, 
12,345-12,348. 

Sblbct  Committee  of  House  of  Commons  on 
Canterbury  Election  of  1862. 

Was  personally  employed  in  getting  up  evidence  in 
defence  of  the  sitting  members,  Kinpsfordf  6514. — 
Took  the  evidence  of  witnesses  through  his  clerks,  ib, 
66I7. — Has  these  papers  now  by  Wm,  ib,  6518. — 
Thinks  it  would  not  be  fair  to  those  parties  to  pro- 
duce them,  ib,  6519. — Objects  to  produce  the  bnefs, 
ib,  6521-6566. — Mr.  Kingsford  was  prepared  to  deliver 
up  the  papers  called  for  by  the  conunissioners,  but 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  did  so  under  pro- 
test, ib,  6697- — DeUvers  in  the  papers  connected  with 
the  defence  before  the  select  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  Kingsford,  7704. 

Sell,  Richard.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — Is  a  free- 
man, and  voted  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe  in  1847, 
for  which  his  children  naS  two  colourmen's  tickets, 
but  he  had  nothing  else,  11,631-11,536.— In  1862 
voted  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  but  had  nothing  at  all 
from  Admans,  11,546-11,551. — Had  a  sovereign,  and 
nothing  more,  from  young  Mr.  Jacobs,  on  the  day  of 
election,  but  does  not  know  whether  it  was  on  the 
terms  of  his  vote,  or  as  a  present  owing  to  his  being 
laid  up,  11,537-11,559. 

Sheather,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)  — 
Voted  in  1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  and  re- 
ceived 51,  for  his  vote  from  Mr.  Jacobs,  11,486- 
11,490. 

Sheriff's  Expenses  : — 

The  moiety  of  the  sherifTs  expenses  generally 
amounted  to  100/.,  Brent,  999. — ^There  are  seven  poll- 
ing places,  the  money  is  paid  to  the  under-sheriff,  ib, 
1001. — Objected  to  the  account  of  the  sheriff's  bill, 
thinks  it  was  three  times  above  what  it  ought  to  have 
been,  Plummer,  2100. — In  1850,  when  there  were  pre- 
parations for  a  contest,  but  no  contest,  the  sheriff's 
expenses  amounted  to  56/.  14*.  6rf.,  Brent,  1134. — Has 
always  objected  to  the  amount  charged  as  Sheriff's 
expenses,  Plummer,  2101. 

Sims,  Joseph.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^Voted  for 
Conyngham  and  Smythe  in  1847,  and  had  3/.  for  hit 
vote  from  Mr.  Jacobs,  11,501-11,505. 

Smith,  George  Frederick.  (Analysis  of  his  Evi- 
dence.)— Is  a  coachmaker,  freeman,  and  householder, 
6765-56767. — ^I'ook  part  in  elections  in  1841,  6773. 
— At  first  election  in  that  year  distributed  and  paid 
for  colour  tickets,  6774-67/9. — Distributed  between 
1,200/.  and  1,600/.  in  colour  tickets,  but  cannot  say 
what  they  were  apiece,  and  has  not  the  accounts, 
6780-6784. — At  the  general  election  in  same  year  was 
similarly  engaged,  and  expended  700/.,  800/.,  or  900/., 
6785-6/87. — In  1847  expended  about  the  same  sum, 
6788-6791.— In  1852  pwd  365/.  \0s.  in  colour  tickets, 
and  59/.  \0s.  for  refreshment  tickets,  and  received  420/. 
in  cash  from  Dr.  Lochee,  leaving  51,  due,  6792-6799. 
Refreshment  tickets  are  always  given  to  those  who 
bring  the  colours  home  said  behave  well,  one  ticket  on 
the  nomination  day  and  one  on  the  polling,  6800-6806. 
— ^A  colour  ticket  and  refreshment  ticket  were  handed 
in,  the  latter  not  having  been  paid,  which  witness  knows 
from  the  seal  not  having  been  torn  off,  as  in  the  case 
of  another  produced,  6806-6812. — Cannot  remember 
whether  he  received  the  money  spent  in  colour  tickets 
in  1847  from  Mr.  Walker  or  Mr.  Pout,  and  has  no 
accounts  of  that  election,  6813-6818. — Apphcations 
were  not  made  to  witness  for  tickets,  but  recommenda- 
tions were  sent  to  the  committee  rooms,  and  then  wit- 
ness issued  the  tickets,  6819,  6820. — Issued  all  tickets 
previous  to  the  election,  and  all  recommendations  were 
destroyed,  6821-6825. — Kept  a  httle  memorandum  of 
the  names  of  the  parties  to  whom,  they  were  given, 
which    was  biurnt  with    the   tickets,    soon  after  the 
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election,  as  was  the  case  in  1852,  6826-6830.— Pur- 
sued same  system  in  1841,  6831-6833.  ^  Had 
nothing  to  do  with  direct  bribery  at  any  of  these 
elections,  6834-6836. — Had  frequent  conversations 
with  the  candidates  at  last  election,  6837,  6838. — Has 
been  a  member  of  committee  at  all  the  elections  men- 
tioned, except  for  the  county,  6839. — ^The  list  handed 
to  witness  appears  to  be  a  correct  one  of  the  persons 
who  received  colour  tickets,  6840-6848. — ^The  names 
are  those  of  persons  recommended,  6849-6861. — 
Burnt  all  colour  tickets  which  were  paid,  6852- 
6855. — Always  asked  a  person  to  whom  he  gave  a 
colour  ticket  if  he  was  a  voter,  and  if  so,  did  not  give 
one,  but  does  not  know  the  Christian  names  of  those 
who  received  them,  6856,  6857. — The  sons  of  voters 
usually  came  for  the  tickets,  6858. — ^Witness  always  has 
the  colours  in  his  possession,  for  the  use  of  which 
money  is  not  given,  6866-6871. — ^These  colours  used 
to  be  valued  to  the  candidates,  but  of  late  have  not, 
6872.— The  value  of  colours  may  be  1 ,000/.,  6873-6879. 
— The  colours  in  witness's  possession  consist  partly 
of  new  colours  supplied  at  last  election,  and  partly  of 
those  used  at  former  elections,  but  nothing  was  paid 
for  them,  either  at  last  election,  or  in  184/,  or  1841, 
though  they  were  valued  to  Mr.  liushington,  and  wit- 
ness thinks  to  Bradshaw  and  Gipps,  but  cannot  state 
the  sum,  6880-6895. — ^The  sum  paid  by  Gipps  and 
Johnstone  is  entered  in  witness's  ledger,  but  cannot 
recollect  the  amount,  6896-6901. — Mr.  Smythe  paid 
133/.  195.  at  the  second  election  in  1841,  and  Gipps 
and  Johnstone  may  have  paid  113/.,  6902-6910. — 
^1,000,  which  Mr.  Smythe  states  he  paid  for  a  new  set 
of  colours,  would  purchase  all  those  in  witness's  pos- 
session, 6911-6914. — Mr.  Smythe's  colours  were  never 
used  for  any  one  else,  and  were  claimed  by  him,  6915, 
6916. — Any  alterations  which  have  to  be  made  in  the 
colours  are  charged  to  the  candidate,  6915-6919. — Sup- 
plies the  colour  tickets  at  county  elections,  committee  de- 
termining the  number,  which  may  be  about  500  or  600, 
6920-6932. — Does  not  know  to  what  extent  Gipps  and 
Johnstone's  committee  were  prepared  to  go  in  the  issue 
of  tickets,  but  thinks  they  would  not  stop  at  any  num- 
ber, 6933-6935. — Had  no  conversation  with  the  candi- 
dates about  colour  tickets,  and  was  not  aware  that 
Mr.  Lushington  had  stopped  their  issue,  6936-6950. — 
Is  not  aware  of  them  bemg  issued  at  an  uncontested 
election,  except  to  a  few  who  carried  colours,  6951- 
6955. — ^They  are  intended  to  secure  votes,  and  have 
been  issued  on  both  sides  in  city  and  county,  6956, 
6957. — No  conversation  with  Gipps  and  Johnstone 
about  the  tickets,  and  was  not  aware  the  other  side  was 
not  going  to  issue  them,  6958-6960. — Several  traps 
were  laid  to  get  possession  of  tickets  issued  by  witness, 
but  nothing  was  done  by  him  in  secret,  6961-6964. — 
Does  not  know  Bartholomew  Barnard,  and  would  not 
recollect  the  names  of  those  who  recei%'ed  tickets  six  or 
seven  months  afterwards,  6965-6968. — No  tickets  were 
issued  for  more  than  two  da^rs  in  1852,  or  for  more 
than  5s.  a  day,  and  witness  denies  that  one  for  15^.  was 
griven,  6969-^975. — Never  gave  a  coloured  county 
ticket  to  secure  a  city  vote,  6976-6978. — Has  never 
paid  more  than  10*.  for  a  ticket,  6979-6984. — 
At  the  1852  election  paid  hundreds  where  before 
had  paid  thousands,  6985-6987. — Paid  between 
700/.  and  900/.  in  1847  for  colour  tickets  for  the  city, 
6988. — Less  money  was  spent  in  1852  than  in  1847  m 
colour  tickets,  which  was  all  the  bribery  of  which  wit- 
ness was  aware,  6989-6996. — Has  a  ledger  in  which 
the  account  of  the  colours  is  kept,  and  can  bring  it, 
6997-7003.--At  the  county  election  in  1852  the  three 
candidates  had  each  committees,  7004-7014. — ^Fur- 
nished colourmen  for  Sir  Brook  Bridges,  who  was 
looked  on  as  the  most  Conservative  candidate,  7015- 
7019. — Many  of  the  colourmen  were  persons  who  had 
voted  for  the  Conservative  side  at  the  city  election, 
7020-7031.— Was  not  a  member  of  Sir  Brook  Bridges' 
committee,  but  paid  the  colour  tickets,  for  which  Mr. 
Kingsford  gave  the  mone^,  7032-7037. — Is  not  aware 
whether  the  same  thing  is  done  by  the  Whigs  in  the 
county,  and  thinks  nothing  would  be  gained  in  the 
way  of  purity  of  election  by  transferring  the  colourmen 
from  the  city  to  the  county,  7038,  7039. 

Smith,  George  Frederick.  (Second  Examination.)-— 
Paid  the  money  for  the  refreshment  tickets  to  the  dif- 
ferent tradespeople  as  the  tickete  came  in  afterwards, 
9205, 9206.--The  ticket  holder  obtiuned  his  refreshment 
ticket  when  the  flags  were  brought  in  of  an  evening,  and 
the  witness  punched  a  hole  in  the  colour  ticket,  9207- 
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9209. — Knows  nothing  about  the  messengers  or  who 
had  charge  of  them,  9210-9213.— The  refreshment 
tickete  were  shilling  tickete,  and  knows  nothing  of  the 
1*.  6d.  tickete  spoken  to  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
9214,  9215. — ^The  refreshment  money  was  intended  as 
a  bonus  to  the  person  who  did  the  duty  and  carried 
the  colour,  9216. 

Smith,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  house- 
holder, and  voted  at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,and  had  nothing  for  vote,  12,177-12,180.— Voted 
in  1847  for  Smythe  and  Conyngham,  and  had  3/.  from 
Goodwin,  12,181-12,185.— Was  a  10/.  householder 
then,  and  a  watehmaker  by  trade,  12,186-12,188. 

Smithson,  Henry.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— Yoted 
at  last  election  for  Jolinstone  and  Gipps,  14,730, 
14,731. — Nothing  for  vote,  but  had  four  colour  tickets 
for  boys— 2/.  altogether,  14,732-14,734.— Voted  in 
1847  for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  14,736.— Four 
colour  tickets  for  the  boys  as  at  the  last  election, 
14,737. — None  of  the  money  found  its  way  to  ^idtness, 
14,740. — The  boys  were  about  fifteen  or  sixteen  years 
old  m  1847,  14,743. 

Smythe,  The  Honourable  George  Percy  Sydney. 
(Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.) — First  came  forward  as  a 
candidate  for  the  borough  of  Canterbury  in  1840, 
2.'366. — Canvassed  in  1840 ;  it  may  have  been  February 
1841;  a  by  election,  and  was  successful,  2367-2369. 
— llie  general  election  occurred  in  June  of  tiie  same 
year;  was  then  also  successful,  2370-2372. — Cannot 
quite  admit  that  witness  appeared  as  a  Conservative 
on  both  occasions;  neither  did  he  appear  as  a  Red, 
a  Pink,  or  a  decided  Blue,  2373-2376. — V^^m  sup- 
ported by  a  great  majority  of  the  Blue  party,  23/7. — 
Was  not  a  candidate  at  the  general  election  in  1852. 
Had  resigned  before  the  poll  took  place,  2379. — Some 
of  witness's  friends  polled  for  him  in  spite  of  his  wish 
to  the  contrary,  2380. — 'Ihe  election  in  1841  cost  wit- 
ness between  6,000/.  and  7,000/.,  2381 ,  2382.— Had  no 
agents,  and,  cannot  tell  who  had  the  distribution  of  the 
money;  does  not  recollect  who  he  passed  it  over  to,2383- 
2385. — Knows  the  money  went  out  of  pocket,  2386. 
— The  general  election  of  1841  cost  witness  precisely 
1,000/.,  2387.— Thinks  the  election  of  1847  cost  900/., 
2389.— And  the  election  of  1852  was  noromal,  2390.-^ 
Had  no  agente  at  any  of  the  elections,  2391. — In  1847 
naid  the  900/.  to  Mr.  Rutter,  2393.— Did  not  see 
Mr.  Butter's  accounts  before  the  election  or  in  detail 
at  all.  Refutes  part  of  Alderman  Brent's  evidence 
as  to  witness  having  audited  the  accounte  of  the  elec- 
tion of  1847,  2394. — Was  not  aware  personally  of  the 
practices  that  were  being  had  recourse  to,  such 
oeing  careftilly  concealed  from  witness,  2395-^98. — 
By  the  adWce  of  Mr.  Lushington  the  documente 
relating  to  the  election  of  1841  were  burnt.  Never 
saw  them,  but  has  a  sort  of  vague  idea  that  the 
colourmen's  tickets  alone  for  the  single  election 
were  about  2,000/.,  2399-2401  .—Witness's  opponent 
was  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson.  His  expenditure  was  about 
4,000/.,  2402-2406.— In  1847  \vas  aware  illegal  practices 
were  going  on,  although  to  a  smaller  extent,  2407. — 
Handed  Mr.  Rutter  the  900/.  without  reference  to  its 
beinff  expended  in  legitimate  expenses  or  not,  2408. — 
He  had  it  to  spend  in  any  manner  he  chose,  provided 
the  election  was  safe,  2409. — Mr.  Bradshaw  was  wit- 
ness's colleague  in  the  second  election  in  1841,  2410, 
2411.— Spent  1,000/.  each,  2412.— The  single  election 
cost  between  6,000/.  and  7,000/.,  2413.— The  second 
election  2,000/.,  2414. — ^The  burning  of  the  accounts 
strictly  refers  to  the  first  election;  they  were  burnt 
about  three  weeks  after  witness's  return.  Cannot  say 
who  burnt  them,  but  it  was  done  by  the  advice  of 
the  Right  Hon.  Stephen  Rumbold  Lushington,  the 
solicitor  whom  \vitness  met  at  Mr.  Kingford's,  for- 
merly governor  of  Madras,  and  the  previous  sitting 
member,  2415-2419. — ^llie  peril  involved  in  them  to 
man^  persons  was  the  reason  Mr.  Lushington  gave  for 
burning  them,  2420, 2421 . — ^The  namesfiguring  m those 
accounte,  in  connexion  ^ith  bribery,  would  be  about 
sixty,  2422, 2423. — In  connexion  with  the  colour-ticket 
system,  innumerable,  2000/.,  2424,2425. — It  is  a  moot 
point,  whether,  having  once  paid  for  the  colours,  wit- 
ness was  at  liberty  to  keep  them  till  next  election.  In 
the  election  of  1847  wanted  the  flags  and  colours  back, 
but  th^  refused  to  give  them  up,  and  did  not  press  it, 
2426,  2427.— Thinks  it  very  likely  that,  having  done 


duty  for  witness,  thgr  did  duty  also  for  his  opponente, 
2428, 2429.— In  1847  witness's  colours  were  pink,  2431. 
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Sm YTHE,  the  Hon.  Gbobgs  Pbrcy  Sydnby*— con/iniMcJ. 
— ^The  committee  wore  both  blue  and  pink.  Lord 
Albert's  was  blue,  and  the  same  people  acted  for  both, 
2432-2434. — Refutes  Alderman  Brent's  statement  as 
to  the  sub-committee  accounting  to  witness  direct,  as 
representing  both  himself  and  jLord  Albert  Conjug- 
ham)  2435. — ^The  bribery  accounts  were  not  submitted 
to  witness ;  never  saw  them  at  all,  2436,  2437. — ^Those 
inferior  agents,  called  by  Mr.  Brent  the  under-current, 
are  not  the  persons  who  checked  them,  2438. — ^Witness 
paid  the  money  irrespective  of  the  expenditure  being 
legitimately  or  illegitimately  incurred,  2439. — At  the 
by-election  of  1850  Aldorman  Neame,  on  behalf  of 
dolonel  Romilly's  ftiends,  applied  to  witness  for  his 
interest  and  support,  which  he  ^ve,  and  also  wrote  to 
Alderman  Neame,  who  was  chairman  of  the  meetings 
begging  him  to  read  the  letter  to  the  meeting,  which 
was  composed  of  the  united  parties.  Pink  and  Blue, 
calling  on  witness's  friends  to  support  Colonel  Romillv, 
2440-2444. — Supposed  a  certun  amount  of  gratituae 
existed  for  the  payments  made  bv  witness  in  1841  and 
1847>  2445-2447.— Statement  of  witness's  position  in 
reference  to  the  different  parties,  and  cause  of  his 
withdrawal:  all  his  influence  and  interest  were  flung 
into  the  hands  of  the  Red  candidates,  2470. — Did  not 
announce  himself  a  candidate  with  the  deliberate  inten- 
tion of  not  goinff  to  the  polL  Wished  one  of  the 
candidates  to  withdraw,  and  go  to  the  poll,  2471. — 
Had  the  expectation  up  to  tne  elev^itn  hour  that 
witness  would  be  one  of  the  coahtion  candidates,  2472. 
— ^With  reference  to  the  state  of  the  constituency,  can 
hardly  judge  whether  the  balance  of  corruption  tended 
more  to  the  side  of  the  freemen  or  the  householders. 
Quite  clear  there  was  more  expenditure  on  the  Red 
side  tlum  the  Blue,  in  the  by  election  of  1841.  On 
the  Blue  side  monev  is  more  dexterously  managed, 
2476. — Upon  witness  s  last  canvass,  found  that  public 
morals  were  much  the  same  as  on  first  canvass,  2477. 
— Ckmvassed  Reds  and  Blues  indiscriminately,  2478. 
— ^Witness  does  not  think  he  canvassed  alK>ve  half 
the  constituency.  People  are  always  backward  in  pro- 
mising. Thinks  that  a  significant  fact.  Does  not 
think  it  peculiar  to  Canterbury  more  than  any  other 
borough,  2479-2483.— In  the  event  of  a  coalition 
having  taken  place,  as  far  as  direct  bribery  was 
concerned,  witness  should  certainly  have  opposed 
it.  Not  prepared  to  state  what  he  would  have 
done  with  reference  to  colour  tickets,  2484. — The 
respectable  portion  of  the  constituency  would  not  be 
influenced  by  either  direct  bribery  or  colour  tickets, 
2487,  2488. — With  no  restrictions  as  to  their  issue, 
one*eighth  of  voters  on  each  side  might  be  secured  bv 
colour  tickets,  2489.— Taking  the  election  of  1841 
should  say  there  were  three  thousand  colour  men, 
representing  fifteen  hundred  voters,  2491 . — ^That  is  not 
a  fedr  picture  of  the  present  state  of  the  constituency, 
2492.— On  the  Red  side  witness  paid  for  (Colour  tickets 
1/.,  and  heard  that  th^  were  I5s.  on  the  other  side, 
2495. — Is  not  aware  of  the  niunbers  bein^  increased 
or  the  prices  raised,  2496. — Can  throw  no  bght  on  the 
list  of  thxety  voters ;  witness  only  knows  he  paid  the 
money, 249/, 2498. — Has  known  Goodwin  and  Southee 
during  the  principal  part  of  the  time  witness  has  been 
a  canmdate  for  the  honours  of  Canterbury,  2499-2501. 
— Knows  Southee  to  have  been  a  very  active  and 
zealous  canvasser,  2502. — Does  not  know,  of  witness's 
own  knowledge,  that  either  have  been  employed  as 
bribers,  2603,  2504.— In  the  single  election  of  1841, 
Mr.  Crossdale  was  churman  of  Consen^ative  Club.  No 
one  exclusivelv  had  the  management  of  the  election, 
2507. — Is  under  impression  that  witness  pwd  money 
to  Mr.  Crossdale.  Cannot  recollect  exact  amount,  but  it 
was  nothing  large,  2508-2510. — Does  not  recollect  any 
other  person  to  whom  witness  paid  money,  2511. — The 
sum  of  6,000/.  or  7,000/.  was  paid  in  dmerent  instal- 
ments, part  previous  and  part  after  election ;  should 
think  about  2,000/.  before  election,  and  the  rest  for  bills 
and  expenses  after,  2512-2515. — Recollects  1000/.  in 
sovereigns  being  taken  to  Mr.  Thomas  King's  house, 
brought  by  witness  from  his  father  in  London,  2516- 
251 9 — Knows  John  Pout.  He  took  an  active  part  in  the 
smgle  election  of  1841,  2520,  2521.— No  sums  paid  to 
him  fipom  witness,  2522. — Conservative  Club  k^  wit- 
ness's accounts  of  single  election.  Mr.  King  was  not 
connected  with  the  keeping  of  them,  nor  Mr.  Pout, 
2523-2525.— Knew  of  the  1000/.  being  forwarded  to 
Mr.  King,  but  it  did  not  come  through  witness,  2526- 
2527. — ^There  was  a  committee  in  1841 ;  what  was  caQed 
a  committee  of  the  Consen^ative  Club,  2529. — ^That 


Smyths,  the  Hon.  Qborgb  Pbrgy  Sydnby — cow/imiirf, 
.  oemnuttee  sat  at  Mr.  Pout*s  house^  2531. — Could  not 
particularise  any  other  persons  besides  Mr.  King  and 
Mr.  Pout,  who  took  an  active  part  in  this  Conservative 
Club;  they  were  all  very  active.  2532. — Knows  Mr. 
Lushington  and  John  Vincent;  paid  neither  anv  money 
in  election  of  1841, 2533-2535.— Does  not  reooUect  Mr. 
Pout  having  made  a  charge  of  80/.  for  coals  to  witness 
personally;  haa  heard  the  story,  2536-2538.— In 
those  dociunents  which  were  burnt  by  advice  of  Mr. 
Lushing^ton  the  sixty  persons  who  figured  in  connexion 
with  bribery  were  givers  of  bribes,  2539. — Witness's 
impression  is  that  the  3,000/.  paid  after  election  was  in 
hard  cash,2540.— The  1,000/.  pud  to  Mr.  King  previous 
to  election  was  certainly  paid  in  sovereigns,  2544. — 
Out  of  the  7«000/.  witness  counts  a  petition  with  which 
he  was  menaced,  and  which  was  compromised  against 
the  petition  for  St.  Alban's,  2545. — Does  not  know  who 
acted  upon  that  occasion.  Thinks  it  must  have  been 
done  by  the  whips  of  the  party,  2547-2549. — Hera 
witness  requested  to  be  allowed  to  refer  to  the  evidence 
of  Alderman  Brent  on  Saturday  in  two  points  where 
his  name  was  mentioned  as  to  buying  votes  in  1841 
and  auditinff  the  accounts,  on  both  of  wmch  he  explains 
and  contradicts  Alderman  Brent's  statement,  2550-2554. 

Smythe,  The  Honourable  George  Percy  Sydney. 
(Second  Examination,) — Remembers  perfectly  the  case 
of  Goodwin  and  the  penalties ;  often  saw  Goodwin  on 
the  subiect,  and  knew  he  had  applied  to  Lord  Londes- 
borough,  15,028. — ^Thinks  it  was  after  the  election. 
Witness's  coalition  with  Lord  Albert  Conyngham  was 
settled  long  before  he  could  have  seen  Goodwin;  settled 
a  month  before  the  canvass  began,  15,029. — Circum- 
stances connected  with  Goodwin's  application,  and 
witness's  opinion  thereon,  15,030-15,038. — Never  ac- 
tually came  into  immediate  communication  with  lower 
classes  upon  subject  of  bribery,  15,039. — It  seems  to 
witness  tnat  a  great  deal  of  money  has  stuck  by  the 
way,  and  not  reached  the  poorer  classes,  15,040. — Had 
some  suspicion  of  the  sort  in  1841,  but  not  in  1847, 
15,041-15,044. — Heard  such  complaints  firom  lower 
classes  during  canvass,  stating  the  money  had  not 
reached  them,  that  witness  naturally  surmised  that  veiy 
much  of  it  had  been  embezzled,  15,045. — Rmnour 
pointed  out  many  people,  but  had  no  means  of  knowing, 
15,046. — ^The  persons  whose  names  were  designated  of 
course  denied  the  charge,  15,047. — ^The  names  were 
so  numerous  it  would  be  impossible  to  mention  all, 
15,048. — Not  aware  of  any  particular  instance,  15,051. 
— Supposing  there  were  no  indigent  voters,  bribery 
and  corruption  would  not  thereby  disappear,  15,052. — 
Remembers  writing  Alderman  Brent,  in  December 
1847,  in  answer  to  letter  respecting  Goodwin,  stating 
that  Lord  Albert  Convngham  and  witness  had  bou 
applied  on  Goodwin's  behalf;  but  no  prospect  of  suc- 
cess, 15,054-15,057.— The  application  was  made  to 
Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  not  to  Secretary  of  Treasury, 
10,058-10,062. 

Sneller,  John.  {Analysis  cf  his  Evidence.y-^A  town 
councillor  and  on  the  register  for  twenty  years,  7040- 
7042.— Always  blue,  7045.— Took  no  pirt  in  the  elec- 
tion of  1847,  but  confirms  Mr.  Jacobs'  evidence,  7046- 
7050. — ^Told  Jacobs  there  was  a  man  whom  he  could 
get,  but  did  not  go  to  him  himself,  7051-7065.— 
Thought  the  man  would  take  a  bribe  because  be  was 
very  poor,  and  knew  that  the  other  side  had  been 
after  him,  7056,  7057. — Knows  of  no  other  traaaao- 
tions  and  has  taken  no  great  part  in  electioneeiing, 
705&-7060.— Voted  for  Col  Romilly  in  the  Bingle- 
handed  election  in  1850,  but  took  no  other  part,  7061- 
7063. — Colonel  Romilly's  side  were  ready  for  the  con- 
test, and  the  same  practices  would  have  been  resorted 
to  as  in  1847»  if  Mr.  Vance  had  gone  to  the  poll, 
7064-7071. 

SoMEBviLLE,  Sir  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) 
— ^Was  only  once  a  candidate  for  this  dtv,  when,  with 
Colonel  Romilly,  he  was  unsuccessful,  10,054,  10,056. 
— Was  aware  before  coming  down  tiiat  a  custom 
existed  of  giving  colour  tickets,  but  was  determined 
to  have  no  resort  to  iUe^^al  practices,  and  intimated  his 
determination  to  his  finenos  and  supporters,  10,057- 
10,068. — ^The  sum  he  expended  was  220/.,  which  in- 
cludes everything ;  and  thought  that  if  neither  party 
resorted  to  illegu  practices  he  would  be  returned,  but 
Imew  if  the  otto  party  resorted  to  them  he  should  not, 
10,069-10,072.— Cannot  say  when  he  first  heard  that 
the  colour  tideet  system  was  likely  to  be  resorted  to, 
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SoMBBViLLE,  Sir  Wii,LiAM  eonikuted, 
but  both  he  and  Colonel  RomillT,  from  1^  voy  &«t, 
said  they  intended  to  stand  the^  election  without  resort- 
ing to  illeg^  practices,  10,073, 10,076. — A  great  many 
applications  were  made,  but  the  answer  was  that  none 
would  be  given,  10,077-10,080. 

SoMSRPORD,  Thomas.  (Analvtis  of  his  Evidence,) — ^A 
freeman,  and  Toted  in  1847  ftv  ihe  Blues,  13,830- 
13,832.— No  money  for  vote,  13,833.— As  messenger 
for  one  day,  received  1/.,  13,835.— No  colour  tickets, 
13,837. — ^Voted  last  election  for  Somerville  and  Romilly, 
13,841. 

SouTHEE,  Mr.  Edward  Speak.  {Attafyeis  of  his  Evi- 
dence.)— ^A  parchment-maker,  2276. — Has  lived  in 
Canterbuiy  nfiy  years  at  any  rate,  2276. — Been  a  voter 
for  thirty  years,  2277. — Is  a  freeman  and  a  householder 
as  well,  2278. — ^Votes  as  a  freeman,  2279. — Previous  to 
1847  was  of  the  Red  party,  2280.— In  1847  voted  and 
acted  for  the  Blues  in  company  with  Goodwin,  2281- 
2284. — Had  no  money  given  for  the  purpose -of  buying 
votes,  2285. — Is  not  aware  that  witness  gave  any  him- 
seU*,  2286. — Has  often  given  voters  small  amounts  out 
of  his  own  pocket  without  any  consideration,  2287. — 
Does  not  recollect  of  having  made  any  bargains  at  all, 
2289. — Was  aware  Mr.  Goc^win  was  using  his  utmost 
endeavours  to  gain  the  election;  that  he  had  a  certain 
amount  of  money  handed  to  him  for  that  purpose :  be- 
lieves a  list  was  given  him  of  thirty  voters,  more  or  less ; 
at  any  rate  he  polled  thirty  of  the  men,  and  according 
to  the  arrangement  made  there  was  pdd  to  him  150/., 
2290-2292.— Saw  the  list,  but  cannot  say  whether  thirty 
or  forty  names,  2293. — Does  not  recollect  the  names  of 
any  on  the  list;  after  electioneering  matters  are  over, 
very  soon  forgets  them,  2294. — Edwin  Hayward  was 
desirous  of  voting  for  Johnson  and  Gipps  in  1852, 
but  wanted  a  little  done  for  him  in  the  shape  of 
colourmen's  tickets  or  something  else.  Introduced 
him  to  Mr.  Kelson;  heard  him  bargain  about  the 
purchase  of  his  vote,  but  did  not  hear  the  exact  sum, 
2299. — Witness  was  a  Blue,  but  circumstances  so 
turned  he  voted  for  the  Reds  against  the  Blues  in  op- 
position to  his  own  principles,  2298. — In  1847,  when 
acting  for  the  Blues,  assisted  finend  Goodwin  in  getting 
voters  up  to  pass  their  votes,  2302,  2303. — ^Was  aware 
(joodwin  had  a  veiy  large  sum  of  money  for  the  pur- 
pose of  purchasing  votes,  but  was  nqjt  acquainted  with 
the  precise  sum,  2304,  2305. — Witness's  assistance  was 
nven  to  his  friend  Goodwin  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
we  votes,  for  which  Goodwin  received  a  very  large  sum, 
2306. — ^A  part  and  parcel  of  witness's  duty  was  to  get 
those  parties  to  poll  as  soon  as  possible  after  the  small 
contract  was  made,  2307. — ^Witness  cannot  sav  that  he 
knew  particularly  the  amounts,  but  believes  tnere  was 
a  variety  of  amounts  paid  to  voters,  23|p8. — ^Was  with 
friend  Goodwin  at  the  time  the  bargains  were  made, 
2309. — There  was  no  particular  price ;  some  one 
amount,  some  another ;  although  the  stipulated  amount 
was  5/.  per  head,  still  one  man  might  have  6/.  or  7^-» 
while  another  did  not  cost  3/.  or  4/.;  there  was  no 
profit  at  all  about  it,  2310. — Does  not  recollect  one 
man  bargaining  for  a  10/.  note,  2311. — ^The  brothers 
Jennings  received  something  like  61,  each,  possibly 
more,  2313-2316.— Witness  thinks  he  was  present 
when  the  bargain  was  made:  they  were  to  have  the 
amount  as  soon  as  they  voted,  2317,  2318.— The  offer 
came  from  the  voter,  2320. — "  I  will  come  up  if  you 
give  me  so  much,"  2321. — ^That  is  the  usual  way  in 
which  parties  who  sell  their  votes  deal  with  them,  2322. 
•—Goodwin  stands  well  with  the  voters  generallv,  par- 
ticularly tiie  working  class,  2324. — Not  as  a  known 
briber;  he  is  an  old  resident  of  Canterbury,  and  has 
always  been  a  man  to  assist  persons  in  cases  of  distress 
or  difficulty,  2325,  2326.— On  the  occanon  of  1847> 
when  Goodwin  got  the  1 50/.  to  secure  those  thirty  voters, 
belies  it  was  the  first  time  he  had  been  employed  on 
such  an  errand,  2329. — ^A  solitary  instance  in  the  case 
of  witness.  Has  been  aware  of  the  system,  but  took  no 
active  part,  as  regwds  eorrupt  practices,  2331. — Has 
canvassed  with  the  Reds  as  well  as  the  Blues,  2333.— 
Beeves  the  practice  has  been  carried  on  equally  with 
one  party  as  the  other,  but  never  was  in  the  secret  of 
what  the  Reds  were  doing,  2335. — Knew  direct  money 
bribenr  was  going  on  with  them,  but  never  had  any  hand 
in  it,  2336. — Possibly  might  have  been  with  parties  who 
had,  2338.— Witness  now  calls  himself  a  me-Trader, 
2341 . — ^Bdongs  to  a  small  party  called  the  Independent 
party  in  Cantm>ury,  the  Pmks.  The  Hon.  Mr.  Smythe 
has  been  witness's  friend  since  he  came  to  Canterbuiy, 
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SouTHBB,  Mr.  Edward  SwKJLW^-continued, 
2342. — ^Witness  cannot  charge  his  memorv'  with  any 

>  knowledge.of  money  briboy  on  the  part  of  the  Reds, 
2343.— Certainly  the  case  of  Mr.  Kelson  and  Edwin 
Havward  was  ra4her  an  oversight,  when  witness  stated 
he  had  nothing  to  do  with  it,  2344. — Edwin  Hayward 
came  to  witness  an  entire  stranger.    Never  solicited  or 

.  knew  him  in  his  life  before  or  since,  except  on  one  occa- 
sion; said  he  wanted  something  done  for  him  in  the  ^ape 
of  colourmen's  tickets,  and  witness  saw  Mr.  Kelson, 
and  they  went  and  made  their  bargain,  2345. — It  was 
understood  Mr.  Kelson  was  a  man  attending  to  those 
matters,  2346. — ^Witness  cannot  say  he  knew  it.  Mr. 
Kelson  was  an  old  dtixen,  and  in  cities  like  Canterbury 
generally  knew  the  parties  actively  engaged  in  these 
matters,  2347.— Had  no  connexion  with  Mr.  Kelson 
before  18479  in  electioneering  matters,2349.— There  was 
a  maft  oi  the  name  of  Fisk  hved  in  Westgate  some  few 
years  back.  Knew  him  at  the  election  of  1847>  2350, 
2351 .  Lived  in  witness's  neighbourhood,  but  never  paid 
hini;  any  money,  alui  knows  nothing  about  him»  2352. — 
Witness  cannot  charge  his  memoij  with  any  knowledge 
of  any  mooey  bribery  in  the  dty  of  Canterbury,  with 
the  exception  of  what  was  stated  as  to  assisting  friend 
Goodwin,  and  being  present  when  Hayward  wished  to 
see  Kdson,  2353. — Is  not  the  person  known  as  the 
freeman  living  at  Heme  Bay.  May  be  a  relation, 
but  does  not  know  him,  2355-2357.  —  Does  not 
know  whether  Mr.  Sladder  is  in  England,  2358. — 
Does  not  know  if  CaveU  is  alive,  or  anytiung  about 
him,  2364. 

SouTHRB,  Edward.  (Second  examination). — Since  his 
examination  on  Monday,  has  ascertained  that  William 
Wane,  of  Northgate,  William  Wilding  in  Pond  Lane, 
Westgate,  and  William  Gould,  De  Lasoux  Square,  re- 
ceived a  portion  of  the  money  Mr.  Goodwin  had,  but 
though  there  were  others,  cannot  charge  his  memory 
with  them,  6500-6509.— Wane  received  3/.  or  31.  10*., 
6510. — ^The  list  shown  witness  was  drawn  up  last  night, 
Goodwin  bein^  present,  but  no  other  names  were  men- 
tioned, 6511-6517. — ^At  the  election  of  1847  canvassed 
with  Mr.  Goodwin,  but  received  no  money,  6518-6521. 
— Paid  no  money  to  voters,  but  spent  about  20/.  of 
his  own  money  in  treating  and  general  expenses,  as  at 
previous  elections,  which  has  never  been  repsdd  or  ap- 

Slied  for,  6522-6536.— In  1841,  when  Mr.  Smythe  and 
fr.  Heniker  were  candidates,  spent  20/,  or  30/.,  or 
more,  for  the  rdmbursement  of  which  he  never  i4)plied, 
but  was  repaid  about  11/.  for  another  account,  6537- 
6545. — ^At  the  general  election  in  1841,  when  witness 
supported  Mr.  Smythe  and  Mr.  Bradshaw,  spent  again 
between  20/.  and  30/.,  but  neither  for  the  40/.  or  60/. 
in  1841,  or  the  20/.  in  1847,  had  he  ever  applied  for  or 
received  repayment^  with  the  exception  of  the  small 
sum  before  mentioned, which  he  received  from  Mr.  Pout, 
6546-6555. — Is  in  the  wool  and  skin  trade,  and  em- 
ploys on  an  average  thirty  hands»  6558-6562. — At  the 
election  of  1852  voted  for  Gipps  and  Jdbi^stone,  and 
spent  not  less  than  20/.,  for  which  had  never  applied 
to  be  repaid,  6563-6566. — Had  raeviously  supported 
Mr.  Smythe,  voted  for  him  and  Conynghiam  in  1847, 
and  ooQtinued  his  friend  in  1852,  ^67-6569.— Was 
canvassed  by  all  the  candidates,  and  told  Gipps  and 
Johnstone  he  could  not  promise  them,  6570-6574. — 
Gave  the  same  answer  to  Somerville  and  Romilly, 
6575. — ^Three  voters,  named  Robert  Powell,  James 
Callow,  and  John  Bailey,  were  then  in  his  ^nploy- 
ment,  but  never  asked  them  for  their  votes,  6577-6583. 
— Had  three  or  four  voters  in  his  employment  in  1847, 
to  ^diom  he  acted  in  the  same  manner,  6584-6587. — In 
1847  never  received  money  from  Mr.  Pilcher  or  Mr.  But- 
ter, nor  any  other  person,  6593-6595. — Took  tai  active 
part  at  that  election  in  canvassing,. 6596. — Recollects 
calling  upon  Halsey,  a  freeman,  and  working  plumbs 
and  glazier,  to  whom  not  a  word  was  said  about  money, 
as  he  was  not  a  roan  hkely  to  receive  a  bribe,  6607- 
6621. — Cannot  recollect  any  other  person  called  on, 
though  he  might  after  a  time,  as  he  did  Halsey,  6622, 
6623. — Did  not  understand  the  question  as  to  calling 
privately  upon  persons  to  mean  upon  those  likely  to 
receive  a  bribe,  and  did  not  mention  Halsey  to  put  the 
Commissioner  on  a  wrong  scent,  6624-6628.— ^cept 
the  last  three  names  given,  had  not  called  on  any  one 
privately,  and  Mr.  Goodwin  had  accompanied  him 
then,  6629-6632.— Knows  that  having  admitted  he 
was  with  Mr.  Goodwin  when  he  paid  money  for  votes 
he  is  liable  to  a  criminal  nidictment,  and  that  the  Com- 
missioners can  grant  a  certificate  to  indemnify  those 
witnesses  who  answer  to  their  satisftiction  from  the 
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SouTHEE,  Edward — continued. 
consequences  of  their  evidence,  and  is  therefore  anxious 
to  tell  the  truth,  but  cannot  give  any  further  informa- 
tion with  respect  to  either  the  elections  of  1847  or 
1852,  6633-6638.— Saw  Mr.  Smjrthe  firequently  in 
1847,  but  had  no  conversations  with  him  about  pur- 
chasing votes,  6639-6642.— Had  no  interview  with 
Lord  Albert  Convngham  in  1847,  6643.— Had  never 
applied  for,  or  been  reimbursed  the  money  he  had 
spent  at  any  one  election,  6644. 

South  BE,  John.  {Andlygis  of  his  Evidence,) — Heard 
what  Mr.  Kelson  said  about  Mr.  Hayward,  and  remem- 
bers taking  him  to  Mr.  Kelson,  tnat  he  might  get 
something  for  his  vote,  but  left  them  together  to  make 
the  best  bargun  they  could  with  each  other,  7072-7074. 
— Does  not  know  whether  Mr.  Blinks  got  part  of  the 
money,  7075.— No  knowledge  of  Hayward  getting  aiy- 
thing,  or  being  told  to  keep  out  of  the  way,  7077,  70/8. 

SouTHEE,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,) — A  freeman, 
and  resides  at  Heame  Bay,  14,350,  14,351.— Voted 
at  last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  14,352, 
14,353. — Mr.  Johnstone  and  Mr.  Gipps,  with  other 
gentlemen,  canvassed  witness,  14,354. — Conversation 
with  them  respecting  vote  and  outstanding  bill  at 
Mr.  Vance's  election,  which  Mr.  Vincent  promised  to 
procure  payment  of.  Had  no  money  for  vote ;  neither 
was  bill  paid,  14,356-14,375.— Voted  for  Clinton  and 
Vance  at  election  of  1847,  14,376, 14,377.— No  money 
for  vote ;  got  two  colour  tickets  which  witness  had  to 
pay  for;  cause  of  dispute  with  committee,  14,378, 
14,379. — Was  promised  nothing  in  particular  for  being 
a  messenger ;  expected  6s,  a  day  for  three  days,  14,38.'3- 
14,385. — Colour  tickets  were  given  to  Long  and  John 
Simmons,  14,386. — Long  was  a  distant  relation,  14,387. 
— Never  owed  either  any  money,  14,388. — Gave  no 
recommendations,  14,389. — Numbers  ^S  and  89  were 
refused  payment,  and  hanng  employed  them,  the  men 
looked  to  witness  for  the  money,  14,391,  14,392.— Did 
not  ask  anything  for  self,  14,393. — Expected  actual 
expenses  from  Mr.  Johnstone's  committee,  2/.  \2s. 
thmks  it  was,  14,394-14,398.— Received  \0s,  from 
Mr.  Taylor  on  polling  day  for  expenses  going  round 
canvassmg,  14,399-14,401. — Did  not  ask  for  colour 
tickets,  14,402.  — Was  not  a  messenger,  14,403. 

SouTHEE,  Jennings  Underdown.  [Analysis  of  his 
Evidence.)— Gskve  Edward  Ratcliffe  3/.  for  loss  in  voting 
for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  out  of  17/.  received  from 
Mr.  Goodwin,  and  kept  the  balance  for  own  expenses^ 
9758-9787. 

Stone,  William  Edwin.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence,)^^ 
A  householder  and  voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and 
Vance,  13,420-13,422.— No  money  at  all  for  vote  or 
anything  else  till  after  the  election,  when  witness  had 
21,  for  Dcdng  a  messenger,  13,423-13,427. — ^Voted  in 
1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  13,428-13,429.— Had 
nothing  then,  13,430. 

Stone,  William  Edwin.  {Exaiminaiion  remsmed,)^» 
Denies  Mr.  Bennett's  statement  as  to  4/. ;  he  never 
was  in  witness's  house,  and  never  pud  him  anvthing. 
Mr.  Friend  went  after  41,  for  witness  but  aid  not 
return  with  it,  13,434. 

Strbdwick,  Henry.  '(Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman,  and  voted  at  last  election  for  the  two  Tories. 
Nothing  for  vote,  11,978-11,981.— Voted  in  1847  for 
Conyngnam  and  Smythe.  Pearson  Dray  gave  witness 
6/.  for  his  vote,  11,982-11,985. 

Styles,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.y^K  hee- 
man,  and  had  a  vote  in  1852,  11,888, 11,889.— Has  no 
sons  who  are  freemen,  11,890. — Crockford  is  wit- 
ness's brother-in-law;  Thomas  Styles,  junior,  is  a 
nephew ;  John  George  Styles,  senior,  a  brother ;  John 
George  Styles,  junior,  a  nephew;  George  Henry  Styles 
and  William  Styles,  brothers,  11,891-11,897.— Seven 
in  all :  four  brothers,  a  brother-in-law,  and  two  ne- 
phews and  self,  make  eight  11,898-11,902.  — Had 
another  brother,  but  he  is  dead,  1 1,903. — All  had  votes 
as  freemen  in  1852,  11,916. — Witness  received  80/. 
fr^om  Thomas  Munns  for  the  votes  of  the  eight  in 
fevour  of  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  11,918-11,921.— All 
the  Styles's  and  Crockford  voted  in  1847,  and  witness 
received  90/.  for  their  votes  from  Thomas  Munns, 
1 1,922-11,926.— The  additional  10/.  that  year  was  for 
Edmund  Styles,  who  was  then  alive,  11,927-11,929. 


Styles,  George  Henry.  (Analysis  cf  Jus  EMenoe.yf- 
Is  a  brother  of  Thomas  Styles,  and  has  heard  all  his 
evidence,  which  is  correct,  11,938-11,940. — Witness 
had  his  share,  11,941. — In  1841  witness  did  not  re- 
ceive 100/.  when  Smythe  and  Wilson  stood ;  his  bro- 
ther Thomas  did,  11,944. — At  Smythe's  election  wit- 
ness had  12/.,  and  also  each  of  the  family,  11,947- 
11,949. — There  were  nine  of  them ;  witness's  brother, 
Thomas  Styles,  had  the  108/.  to  divide,  11,950-11,952. 

Styles,  Thomas.  (Examination  resumed.) — Did  not 
ha%'e  the  money  in  1841,  11,953. — His  brother  George 
Henry  is  forgetful ;  he  is  off  his  head  at  times ;  he  did 
have  it,  11,954. — Had  10/.  apiece,  and  two  colour 
tickets.  These  were  paid  a  month  or  two  after  the 
election.  All  voted  for  Smythe,  11,955,  11,956.— At 
the  general  election  of  1841  all  voted  for  Smythe  and 
Bradshawe  and  had  10/.  apiece.  W^itness  did  not  then 
take  the  money,  11,957-11,961. 

Sub-Aoents.    (See  Agents). 

"  Swiss." 

A  term  used  to  designate  those  electors,  between  200 
and  300  in  number,  who  can  be  liought  by  either  party. 
Cooper,  1482-1483.— Thinks  the  majority  of  them 
are  freemen,  ib.  1505. 

Tampering  with  Voters  : — 

Has  been  tempted  and  offiered  money  for  his 
vote.  Field,  5727. — Thinks  he  was  trifled  with  in 
1847,  but  did  not  take  the  bribe,  ib.  5738-5741.— 
Man^r  persons  have  tried  to  bribe  him,  but  cannot 
mention  their  names,  ib,  5740. — Was  offered  5/.  by 
Mr..  Vincent  to  vote  for  Gipns  and  Johnstone  at  the 
last  election;  refused  it  and  voted  for  Romilly  and 
Somerville,  Austen,  12,314-12,319. — Was  canvassed 
by  ITioraas  Friend  at  the  election  of  1852,  and  was 
prorois^  compensation  if  he  voted;  did  not  vote, 
Harvey,  13,80&-13,807.— Was  offered  and  refused  51, 
for  his  vote.  Parsons,  13,970. — Is  not  a  man  who  takes 
bribes,  but  times  are  altered,  and  would  take  the 
money  if  offered  again,  ib.  13,971-13,979. — Promised 
Richsurd  Nye  5/.  for  his  vote ;  did  not  pay  Nye  any 
monev,  nor  does  he  know  whether  he  was  paid  by  any 
one  else.  Laming,  13,994. — Voted  for  Conyngham  and 
Smythe,  and  received  5/.  from  Mr.  Laming,  Isye, 
13,998-14,006.— Was  offered  5/.  by  Blinks  to  vote 
for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  and  refrised  it.  Carpenter, 
14,042. — Was  offered  5/.  and  a  bottle  of  wme  by 
Mr.  Sharp,  of  the  Castle,  to  vote  for  Mr.  Wilson  in 
1841 ;  wanted  the  money  but  could  not  get  it  until  he 
had  voted,  and  was  sure  he  should  not  get  it  then  as 
he  intended  to  vote  for  the  opposite  party.  Parsons, 
14,101-14,108. — Has  been  offered  money  to  refrain 
from  voting,  when  it  was  found  that  money  could  not 
purchase  his  vote.  Friend,  7414. 

Tavern  Bills  : — 

The  expenses  of  the  Liberal  candidates  for  tavern 
bills  and  treating  at  the  election  of  1852,  amounted  to 
272/.  13f.  6d.,  Brent,  996.— At  the  election  of  1835,  it 
was  168/.  lSs.Sd.,  Pitcher,  3058.— 37/.  10*.  paid  l^the 
blue  committee  in  1852,  for  tavern  expenses  mcun^  in 
1847,  by  Goodwin  and  others,  as  members  of  the 
pinks  or  Mr.  Smythe's  party,  at  that  election,  Goodwin, 
6034. — Payment  of  this  account  refrised  by  the  blue 
committee  of  1847,  ib.  6039.— Causes  of  the  rcftLsal 
and  subsequent  payment  of  this  account,  6046-6095. — 
Paid  50/.  for  publicans'  bills,  treating,  &c.,  for  the 
Conservative  candidates  at  the  election  of  1852,  Taylor, 
8611,  8612.— The  payments  for  nublicans'  bills  by  the 
Conservatives  in  184/,  amounted  to  between  200^  and 
300/.,  Pout,  4311  (see  also  Treating). 

Taylor,  Henry.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.) — Has 
been  an  auctioneer's  derk,  3667. — ^Transacts  business 
for  several  auctioneers  in  Canterbury,  3668. — Remem* 
hers  the  elections  of  1847,  1850,  and  1852 ;  was  then 
on  his  own  hands,  3669-3674. — Has  been  a  free- 
man about  thirty  years,  and  voted  for  Canterbury, 
3675-3677.— Took  part  m  the  elections  of  1850  and 
1852,  3678-3684.— Knows  nothing  of  the  election  of 
1847.  Haa  been  always  a  liberal,  and  voted  then  for 
the  Blues,  3685-3688.— Was  employed  as  clerk  to  the 
committee  of  Colonel  Romilly  m  1850,  and  Colonel 
Romilly  and  Sir  William  Somerville  in  1852,  3689, 
3690. — Never  received  anything  for  vote,  3691. — ^Was 
engaged  as  committee  derk  by  Mr.  Aris  in  both  1850 
and  1852,  3692,  3693. — Might  reodve  ^plications 
for  colour  tickets  in   1850;    the  practice  was  uni- 
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Taylor,  HmvRY'^ctnUmued. 
venal,  3694,  3696. — ^Never  received  applications  for 
relief  or  pecuniary  assistance ;  that  was  out  of  witness's 
department  altogether;  that  would  come  in  the  chair- 
man's, Mr.  Alderman  Brent,  3696-3698. — Did  not 
canvass  in  1850;  witness's  business  was  in  the  com- 
mittee, merely  copvin^,  for  instance,  the  alphabetical 
lists,  and  also  for  the  mspector's  books,  369D-3703. — 
Was  not  employed  as  an  accountant,  was  merely  clerk 
to  the  committee,  3704-3707.— Knows  Mr.  Richer 
very  well,  3708. — Does  not  recollect  that  anything 
took  place  in  1852  between  them  on  the  subject  of 
messenger's  or  colour  tickets,  3709-10. — Sent  no  one 
to  Sir  William  Somerville,  3711. — Received  a  number 
of  appUcations  for  colour  tickets  in  1852,  illegal,  and 
no  recommendation  could  be  taken  notice  of,  37 12, 371 3. 
— ^Witness  was  directed  so  by  Mr.  Aris,  Mr.  Alderman 
Brent,  and  several  of  committee,  3714. — Have  heard  Sir 
W.  Somerville  mention  in  the  room  to  be  veiy  cautious ; 
sent  no  one  to  him  on  the  subject,  3715-3719. 

Taylor,  Thomas.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
turnkey  in  the  county  gaol  at  present,  and  was  em- 
ployed at  the  last  election  by  the  committee  on  the  Red 
side,  8534-8538.— Receivecl  about  a30^  or  340/.  from 
Dr.  Lochee ;  and  40/.  or  50/.  from  Mr.  Pout,  in  all  about 
400/.,  in  round  numbers,  8539-8543.— Should  think  it 
was  all  expended,  witness  only  getting  a  penny  out  of 
the  pavment  of  the  bills,  except  a  gratuity  of  40/.,  in- 
dependent of  the  400/.,  for  his  senices  for  seven,  eight, 
or  nine  weeks,  8544-8i>47. — Sent  receipts  of  the  bills 
paid  to  Dr.  Lochee,  who  may  have  them  now,  but  had 
no  directions  how  the  money  u'as  to  be  expended, 
8448,  8449. — Had  no  authority  to  buy  votes,  but  did 
so,  and  gave  Edward  Browne  5/.,  and  received  a 
stamped  promissory  note  for  the  money,  which  was 
now  expected  to  be  returned,  and  afterwards  gave  hiiu 
1/.  as  a  loan,  %vhich  he  has  not  repaid,  8550-8552. — 
The  money  was  given  in  consideration  of  Browne's 
vote,  and  was  paid  to  witness  by  the  Conser^-ative 
agent,  855.'^-8555. — During  the  canvass  gave  George 
Parsons  a  half  sovereign,  as  he  was  not  very  well  off, 
but  there  was  no  promise  of  his  vote  given  by  him, 
though  the  subject  of  a  promise  and  a  vote  were  spoken 
of  before  witness  slipped  the  half  sovereign  into  Par- 
sons' hand,  who  did  not  put  it  back,  8556-8563. — John 
Southee,  who  lives  at  Heme  Bay,  had  also  \0s.  or  15^., 
which  is  all  the  direct  bribery  witness  can  charge  himself 
with,  8564,  8565. — Paid  the  messengers,  fifty  or  sixtjr 
in  all,  from  16«.  to  a  guinea  each,  who  were  nearly  all 
voters,  and  very  few  of  whom  really  did  any  work,  but 
were  expected  to  vote  on  their  side,  and  would  have 
received  nothing  if  it  had  been  thouf^ht  they  would  have 
gone  agunst  them,  8566-8573. — List  of  42,  handed  in 
and  marked  No.  33,  is  witness's  list,  of  whom  nearly 
all  are  voters,  8574-8576. — ^Ticks  off  those  who  were 
employed  in  actufd  work,  the  others  being  only  nomi- 
nal messengers,  8577,  8578. — William  Andrews  might 
have  gone  with  a  message  or  two,  but  Pierce  Andrews, 
James  Bailey,  and  Stepcn  Back  did  no  work,  8579- 
8582. — Does  not  think  that  John  Blogg  did  any  work, 
but  cannot  be  certain  as  there  were  one  or  two  Bloggs, 
and  is  not  sure  of  their  christian  names,  8583-8585. — 
Does  not  remember  that  William  Waters  Blogg  did 
any  work,  8586. — It  is  perfectly  imderstood  that  per- 
sons applied  for  messengers'  places  who  were  not  ex- 
pected to  do  any  work,  and  the  only  difference  between 
a  messenger's  ticket  and  a  colour  ticket  may  be  that 
the  one  is  given  to  the  indi\'idual  while  the  other  goes 
into  the  family,  8587-8590. — ^"ITiomas  Burt  did  some 
work,  but  neither  Henry  Cherrison  nor  Frederick 
Christie  did,  8591-8593. — ^Thomas  Jarman  wbs  occa- 
sionally employed  a  very  little,  but  does  not  remember 
Thomas  Jarman  the  younger  at  all  there,  8594, 8595. — 
Stephen  Lanoefield  md  work  occasionally,  but  Edward 
and  William  Lemar  did  not,  8596-8599.— G.  F.  Pahner 
might  occasionally,  but  not  WiUiam  Palmer,  elder  and 
younger,  8600-8602. — William  Pierce  was  veiy  ready 
to  go,  but  being  alwavs  drunk,  no  use  could  be  made 
of  him,  and  both  William  Pickering  and  Thomas 
Sheather  did  nothing,  8603-8605.— Edward  Warman 
did  some  work,  and  Edward  and  William  Andrews 
were  occasionally  employed,  8606-8608.— The  70/. 
against  poll  clerks  were  for  ordinary  poll  clerks,  check 
clerks,  and  score  clerks,  8609,  8610.— The  50/.  for 
publicans'  bills  was  for  treating,  and  they  were  dis- 
charged without  any  specific  order,  but  does  not  think 
more  was  expended  because  the  candidates  were  suc- 
cessfHil,  8611-8613. — Ribbons,  and  making  them  into 
bows,  60/.,  80/.,  were  bills  sent  in  by  silk  mercers,  and 
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Taylor,  Thomas — cantinued, 
when  receipted  returned  to  Dr.  Lochee,  8614,  8615. — 
Paid  to  Mr.  Payne,  Mr.  Mose,  and  Miss  Bellingham 
40/.  or  50/.,  but  does  not  remember  paying  a  biU  to 
Mr.  Wootton,  8617,  8618.— The  incidental  expenses 
are  put  at  12/.,  and  consist  of  carriage  hire,  treating 
and  expenses  of  that  kind,  but  not  of  bribes,  8619- 
8622. — ^The  ribbons  were  bought  at  the  mercers'  shops, 
were  usually  made  up  by  voters'  wives,  though  Miss 
Bellingham  made  a  (quantity,  and  were  paid  for  accord- 
ing to  the  manner  in  which  they  were  made  up,  and 
not  with  reference  to  the  way  the  man  voted,  8623- 
8628. — As  much  as  half  a  crown  was  given  for  the  very 
best  bows,  when  the  maker  found  the  ribbon,  but  the 
general  charge  for  making  up  was  from  12».  to  I85.  a 
dozen,  8629-8632.— Heard  what  Mr.  Ashenden  said 
about  William  Pickering,  but  only  knows  that  Pickering 
came  from  the  committee  room  saying  he  had  promised 
his  vote,  and  that  witness  was  to  put  him  on  the  list  of 
messengers,  but  does  not  remember  that  he  had  anv 
money,  8640-8644. — Was  not  charged  with  the  distn- 
bution  of  colour  tickets,  or  the  receipt  of  the  recom- 
mendations, and  it  is  decidedly  false  to  say  witness  was, 
as  his  duty  was  confined  to  messengers'  places,  8645- 
8648. — Witness  has  held  his  present  appomtment  since 
November,  but  it  was  confirmed  to  him  in  April  by  the 
magistrates  in  session,  after  being  recommended  by  the 
miting  justices,  8649-8658. — Is  aware  that  the  Red 
interest  is  more  powerful  than  the  Blue  among  the 
county  magistrates,  but  did  not,  with  his  knowledge, 
receive  the  appointment  for  sen^ices  rendered  to  3ie 
cause  at  the  last  election,  8659-8664. — Miss  Belling- 
ham, who  made  up  a  great  many  of  the  bows  at  a 
shilling  each,  has  a  father  and  brother  who  always 
vote  on  the  Conservative  side,  8665. — Suspects  that 
Mr.  Parsons,  who  got  the  half  sovereign,  was  working 
at  the  time  for  Blinks,  and  has  no  knowledge  of  hu 
having  received  more  since,  8666-8669. 

Taylor,  Thomas.  {Examination  resumed.) — Has  added 
some  eight  or  nine  names  to  hst  since  last  week : — 
OakenfUU,  Richard  Cox,  Edward  Horton,  Joseph 
Worthy,  William  P.  Carter,  George  Johnson,  Charles 
H.  Brown,  Edward  Street,  and  John  Holtum  are  the 
names  of  messengers.  Witness  had  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  colours,  11,008-11,019.— Nothing  to 
do  with  the  employment  of  Mr.  Filmer  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  up  the  Hardres  voters,  and  was  not  aware  at 
the  time  that  he  was  employed,  11,020,  11,021. 

Taylor,  Thomas.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  free- 
man, and  voted  last  year  for  Johnstone  and  Gippe, 
10,743-10,745.— Was  upon  the  messengers'  list  for 
fifteen  days,  and  received  4/.  10«.  from  Kelson,  10,766. 

Taylor,  Thomas.  {Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman;  voted  in  1847  for  Smythe  and  Conj^ham, 
and  received  6/  for  his  vote  from  Mr.  Henry  Ward,  to 
whom  witness  had  stated  he  would  not  vote  unless  he 
were  paid  for  it,  12,869-12,874.— Voted  for  Gipps  and 
Johnstone  at  last  election,  and  had  4/.  lOs.  for  his  vote, 
12,876-12,878.— Received  it  at  about  half  past  eleven  in 
the  morning  at  his  house,  from  a  person  in  disguise, 
and  has  no  suspicion  who  it  was,  12,879-12,289. 

Terry,  John.  (Analysis  qf  his  Evidence.) — ^A  freeman, 
and  voted  last  year  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  14,009- 
14,01  l.—Had  two  colour  tickets,  14,012,  14,013.— 
Not  employed  as  a  messenger,  14,014. — ^Voted  in  1847 
for  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  14,015. — ^Was  in  the  em- 
ployment of  Mr.  Sharpe  then,  and  voted  blue  because 
master  did  so,  14,021-14,023. — Master  voted  red  in 
1852,  and  consequently  witness  did  so  also,  14,024- 
14,025. 

Thatcher,  George.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
Being  a  voter  in  1847,  attended  at  ike  conmiittee  room 
of  Conyngham  and  Smythe  as  a  messenger,  and  re- 
ceived 1/.  5^.  for  his  services  for  three  days,  but  voted 
gratuitously,  11,441-11,450. 

Thompson,  John.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A  free- 
man and  voted  in  1847  for  CUnton  and  Vance,  13,459 
-13,461.  — Had  51.  for  voting  from  Mr.  Bennett, 
13,462-13,464.— Voted  last  year  for  Butler  Johnstone 
and  Gipps,  13,465-13,466. — No  money,  no  colour 
tickets,  and  was  not  a  messenger,  13,467-13,469. 

Travelling  Expenses  of  Voters  : — 

Received  1/.  from  Kelson   for  travelling  expenses 


of  twelve  miles,  Boorman,   10,741. — Received  4/.  for 
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Travbllino  Expenses  of  VoTKto^— «)fi/<ftu«l. 
travelling  expenses  from  London,  and  hire  of  a  person 
two  days  to  look  after  the  hoy,  Dighy,  11,877. — 
Received  6/.  for  travelling  expenses  from  London ;  was 
absent  three  days,  Jennings^  11,866. — ^Was  paid  3/. 
expenses  from  Sheemess,  RatcUfey  12,042. — Was 
taken  up  to  vote  from  SnUing  Minis,  and  being  very 
ill  at  the  time,  had  a  carriage,  and  was  paid  afterwards 
by  Mr.  Pilcher  a  sovereign  towards  the  expenses, 
Seath,  12,347. — Received  1/.  from  Mr.  Jacobs  to  pay 
expenses  ten  miles  from  the  country.  Cozens,  12,42/. — 
Got  1/.  in  1847,  in  payment  of  his  expenses  at  a  pre- 
vious election,  Barber,  12,499. — Paid  Wood  1/.  towards 
his  expenses  from  Maidstone,  Bailey,  12,677. — Witness 
got  3/.  for  his  expenses  in  looking  after  Wood,  fetch- 
ing him  from  Maidstone  and  taking  him  back  affain, 
ib.  12,702. — Received  3/.  for  his  expenses  from  Maid- 
stone, ib.  12,746. — Was  paid  U.  for  travelling  expenses 
fi^m  Heme  Bay  and  oack;  was  away  two  days, 
Mills,  13,571. — Received  6*.  for  travelling  expenses  of 
four  miles  and  back,  Casey,  14,192.  Received  25/.  fW)m 
Mr.  Pout  to  pay  the  travelling  expenses  of  the  electors 
at  the  last  election,  and  paid  it  away  in  the  committee 
room  to  such  as  were  entitled  to  receive  it,  Lochee, 
10,136,  10,137.— Paid  something  less  than  20/.  for 
travellmg  expenses,  ib.  10,139. — 62/.  6s.  6rf.  pwd  for 
travelling  expenses  of  voters  by  the  Liberal  party  at 
the  general  election  of  1847,  Brent,  1051. 

Treating  : — 

Paid  Stone  41.  to  give  away  beer  with  at  the  beer 
shop,  Bennett,  13,431. — Denies  that  he  received  any 
money  from  Mr.  Bennett,  Stone,  13,434. — Mr.  Friend 
applied  to  Mr.  Bennett  for  41.  for  witness,  but  he 
never  got  it,  ib.  14,434. — Paid  5s.  for  a  bottle  of 
brandy  to  give  a  voter  witness  was  bringing  from 
Maidstone,  Wood,  12,749. — Sometimes  when  witness 
has  met  with  a  voter,  whom  he  thought  likely  to  vote 
for  the  red  party,  he  has  treated  him  to  a  glass  of 
grog,  or  something  of  that  sort,  Taylor,  8620.  {See  also 
Tavern  Bills). 

Trustees  of  Municipal  Charities  : — 

The  trustees  were  appointed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
in  1835,  and  there  has  oeen  no  cnange,  Brent,  1384. — 
They  were  then  equally  divided  in  poUtics,  but  by 
deaths  there  are  now  three  Consen'atives  to  five 
Liberals,  ib.  1387. — Testimony  in  favour  of  the  trus- 
tees, and  that  they  are  not  biassed  in  the  execution  of 
their  duties  by  their  politics,  ib.  1389. 

Under  Sheriff: — 

The  under  sheriff  receives  the  sheriff's  expense  sat 
the  election.  Brent,  1002. 

Unpaid  Agents.  (See  Agents). 

Vance,  John,  Esq.,  M.P.  (Analysis  of  kis  Evidence.) 
— Is  the  sitting  member  for  the  dty  of  Dublin :  con- 
tested the  city  of  Canterbury  in  1847,  i|nd  came  down 
in  1850,  but  did  not  go  to  the  poU,  11,244-11,246.— 
In  1847  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  was  the  other  candidate 
on  the  Conservative  side,  and  the  arrangement  between 
them  was  that  Lord  Thomas  Clinton  was  to  advance 
1,000/.,  and  witness  to  the  extent  of  2,000/.,  if  so  much 
was  required,  lI^7~U,250.-r-About  the  whole  of  the 
2,000/.  was  expended,  but  witness  cannot  smt  how  it 
was  paid,  or  by  whom ;  Mr.  CrosdiU,  who  afterwards 
ran  away,  had  the  power  to  draw>  11,25 1-1 1,1}60. — . 
Never  received  any  accounts  of  the  expenditure ;  may 
have  seen  them  at  Mr.  Gridley's  office,  but  did  not  in- 
spect them,  11,261-11,265.— BeUeves  thatGridlev  had 
control  over  the  money  and  took  a  great  part  of  it  to 
himself,  and  that  part  of  it  was  spent  for  illegal  pur- 
poses, 1 1,266-1 1,269. — Being  a  novice  in  electioneering 
matters,  suppUed  that  amount  in  consequence  of  Gri£ 
ley's  statement  that  it  would  be  requir^,  but  without 
knowing  for  what  objects,  11,270,  11,278. — Pointed 
out  the  danger  and  crime  of  bribe^,  and  warned  his 
supporters  not  to  give  money  improperly,  11,279. — In 
1850  came  down  with  the  intention  of  contesting  the 
city  with  Colonel  Romilly,  but  retired  without  having 
a  canvass,  to  save  lus  podcet,  and  was  not  induced  to 
do  so  by  promise  of  money  from  any  party,  11,281- 
11,305. — Heard  that  the  money  furnished  by  Lord 
Thomas  Clinton  came  from  some  fiind,  though  he 
does  not  know  that  it  came  from  Mijor  Beresford; 
but  witness  ffot  no  contribution  from  that  fund,  and 
p^d  about  2,000/.  himself,  in  addition  to  the  1,000/. 
Lord  Thomas  Clinton  was  to  contribute,  10,306- 
10,310. 


Vincent,  John.  ^Analysis  of  kis  Emdtmc^r^U  aMok* 
layer  iaad  licensed  victuaUer,  andkeeps  the  Bricklayers' 
Arms,  Orohard^plaoe,  gt.  Dunstan's,  6701^703.— Has 
been  a  voter  since  I84I,  and  taken  an  active  part  on 
the  Conservative  side,  6704. — Was  a  canvass^  in 
1841,  6709,— Knew  Pout  in  MW7,  but  waa  not 
aware  he  distributed  bribes.  6710-6714.  — Was 
brought  in  communication  with  him  in  1852  when 
assisting  in  the  can^^ass,  and  received  60/.  from 
him,  6715-6722.— Of  this,  15/.  was  for  his  own 
sendees,  and  the  rest  was  spent  on  the  purchase  of 
votes,  6723. — Had  no  arrangement  with  Tout  about 
promising  money,  and  knew  only  from  rumours  he  was 
the  party  who  would  pa^  for  such  purposes,  6724- 
6730. — The  list  he  hands  in  contains  all  he  can  recol- 
lect having  paid  money  to,  6732. — Paid  Thomas  Finn, 
a  coal  carrier,  at  Wincheap,  and  Greorge  Broadbridge, 
of  Ruttington  Lane,  5/.  each,  after  they  had  voted,  and 
before  witoess  had  drawn  the  money  from  Pout,  6733- 
6741.— Paid  John  Goodwin,  livmg  at  Eight  Bells 
in  St.  Dunstan's,  5/.  for  his  vote,  6742-6745.— Paid 
James  Woolet,  Ivy  Lane,  and  George  Woolet  either 
5/.  or  41.  \0s.  for  their  votes,  6746-6750.— Paid  George 
or  Thomas  Ells,  Iw  Lane,  51.  or, 41.  \0s.,  and  lliomas 
James  5/. ;  charged  15/.  for  canvassing  and  5/.  for  ex- 
penses, for  parties  to  defend  and  support  the  colours, 
&c.,  leaving  himself  nothing  in  pocket,  6756-6761. — 
Has  no  recollection  of  giving  bribes  to  any  oth^  voters 
but  kept  nomemorandum,  6762, 6763. — Did  not  expend, 
in  employing  roughs,  all  the  10/.  stated  in  list,  6/64. 

Voters  : — 

Freemen  and  householders,  under  the  Reform  Act, 
have  the  right  of  voting,  Nutt,  1. — 1,581  voters  were 
registered  in  1852,  viz.,  946  freemen  and  635  house- 
holders, Aris,  3301. — There  were  1,500  absolute  voters 
on  the  register  in  1847,  Brent,  998.— Almost  all  Ihe 
poor  have  votes,  ib.  1193. 

Waind,  W^illiam.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A 
marine  store  dealer  and  householder;  voted  at  last 
election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  had  3/.  IO5.  for 
Friend,  10,885-10,890.— Voted  in  1847  for  Lord  Albert 
Conyngham ;  forgets  whether  he  also  voted  for  Smythe. 
Had  3/.  from  Edward  Southec,  10,891-10,897. 

Walker,  Mr.  Robbrt.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence). — 
Has  been  a  solicitor  for  upwards  of  twenty  years  in 
Canterbury,  and  a  voter  as  a  householder  since  1835, 
8838-8843. — Has  not  taken  part  in  aU  the  elections 
since,  but  did  in  Mr.  Lushington's,  in  1837,  Mr.  Brad- 
Shaw's,  Bradshaw  and  Smythe's,  and  Bradshaw  and 
Gipps's,  in  1841,  8844-8848.— AppUed  to  Mr.  Gridley 
after  the  election  of  1847,  by  Mr.  Pouf  s  direction,  for 
money  to  pay  some  outstanding  bills,  8849-8854.— Was 
under-sheriff  at  the  time,  and  did  not  take  any  part 
during  the  election,  8855,  8856. — Took  no  part  in  the 
election  in  1850,  or  in  that  of  1852,  except  with  respect 
to  the  petition  for  this  inquiry,  8857-8863. — ^The  only 
part  witness  took  in  Mr.  Lushin^ton's  election  was  as  a 
committee  man ;  not  emploved  as  solicitor  or  agent, 
and  nothing  to  do  with  nnancial  business,  8864- 
8866. — Canvassed  occasionally  with  Mr.  Lushington, 
8867. — Many  colour  tickets  were  issued,  but  knows 
nothing  of  bribeiy,  8870. — Was  not  concerned  for  Mr. 
Smythe  in  1841,  except  as  a  committee  man,  and  did 
not  act  as  his  money  agent,  or  recdve  a  ftrthing  of 
money  from  him,  88/8-8880. — Received  a  parcel  from 
Mr.  King,  with  directions  to  give  it  to  Mr.  Crosdail, 
then  deputy  chairman,  8881-8884. — No  money  of  Mr. 
Smythe's  came  into  witness's  hands,  neither  did  he 
expend  any  monies  of  his  own,  or  of  anybody's,  at  ihat 
election,  and  made  no  charge  against  anybody,  for  dis- 
bursements at,  during,  or  prior  to  election,  8885-8887. 
— Contradicts  Mr.  Smythe's  evidence  relative  to  wit- 
ness having  money,  8888-8893. — Never  received  Miy 
pecuniary  advantage  from  connexion  with  Red  party, 
8894-8896. — Does  not  say  no  money  passed  through 
witness's  hands,  but  not  on  his  accoimt,  8897-8898. 
— Contradicts  Mr.  Smythe's  statement  in  toto  as 
regards  1841,  beyond  what  he  has  alreadr  stated 
as  having  received  from  Mr.  King,  8899,  8900. — In 
1847,  at  the  second  election,  Mr.  Gipps  jiaid  815/.  to 
witness's  credit  at  the  Union  Bank,  Princes  Street, 
who  had  been  his  bankers  in  London  12  or  13  years, 
but  were  not  in  1841,  8901-8909.— His  bankers  then 
were  Hammond  and  Company,  in  Canterbury,  who 
have  been  his  bankers  for  upwaids  of  20  years,  and  are 
BtiU,  8910-8915.  Banks  also  with  the  Union  Bank, 
and  with  the  branch  bank  in  Canterbury  of  the  London 
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Walker,  Mr.  Robeiit — continued, 
and  County  Bank  since  1842  or  1843,  8916-8920.— 
The  money'  paid  in  by  Mr.  Gipps  was  for  the  purpose 
of  contestug  his  then  election,  but  witness  was  only 
concerned  in  that  election  as  a  committee  man,  8921- 
8925. — Is  aware  that  if  his  services  were  gratuitous  he 
must  account  to  the  last  farthing  for  l^e  money  re- 
ceived firom  Mr.  Gipps,  without  making  any  deduction 
in  that  respect,  and  is  still  prepared  to  state  so,  8926, 
8927.— Of  that  sum  thmks  he  paid  Mr.  Pout  50/.. 
Mr.  'Furmaine,  the  present  town  councillor,  50/.,  and 
40/.  to  the  chairman,  Mr.  George  Crosdail,  8928,  8929. 
— Paid  661.  to  the  London  and  County  Bank,  from 
whom  the  committee  determined  to  borrow  120/.,  to 
enable  a  committee  of  a  club  called  the  Conservative 
(of  which  all  the  gentlemen  of  Mr.  Gipps*  committee 
had  been  members,)  to  liquidate  some  outstanding  lia- 
bilities, 8931. — Pwd  15/.  to  Mr.  Smithson,  an  active 
man  on  the  committee,  of  which  something  like  5/. 
or  61.  was  to  defray  expenses  of  journey  to  town, 
8931-8935.— WTien  it  was  found  Mr.  Gipps  could  not 
win,  he  retired,  and  after  Mr.  Pout  had  collected  and 
settled  the  accounts,  witness  pwd  over  500/.  to  Mr. 
Gipps,  8935-8937.— Received  815/.  altogether,  and 
there  was  a  little  balance,  8938. — Is  speaking  from 
memory,  and  can  supply  no  items,  except  the  money 
given  to  the  chairman  and  Mr.  Pout,  for  which  witness 
has  vouchers,  8942,  8943. — Is  speaking  of  1850,  but  as 
Mr.  Gipps  did  not  stand  in  tnat  year,  it  must  have 
been  in  1847,  at  a  bye  election,  8944-8947.— Not  a 
frurthing  of  the  money  went  to,  or  was  retained  by 
witness,  and  made  nothing  by  the  transaction  with  the 
London  and  County  Bank,  8948-8952.— Took  no  part 
in  the  general  election  in  1847,  or  in  the  committee, 
8953-8957. — When  witness  said  he  contradicted  Mr. 
Smythe  flatly,  he  meant  if  Mr.  Smythe  said  he  re- 
ceived any  money,   8958-8964. — Did  not  act  either 
as  solicitor   or   committee   man    for   Lord   Thomas 
Qinton,  and  received  no  money  fi^m  him  till  Mr. 
Grindley  oaid  the  550/.  to  witness's  London  bankers, 
8965-8967.— Of  that  money  gave  Mr.  Pout  450/.,  the 
chairman  had  50/.,  and  paid  541.  as  the  balance  of  the 
120/.  due  to  the  London  and  County  Bank,  8968,  8969. 
— Cannot  teU  why  he  paid  66/.  upon  the  120/.  first,  but 
thought  there  would  be  some  interest,  and  the  residue 
WBS  not  paid  until  after  by  Lord  Thomas  Clinton, 
8970,  897 1. — There  was  no  bargain  that  the  Consen'a- 
tive  candidate  should  pay  half  of  that  sum  at  the  next 
election ;  but  as  the  expenses  inciured  by  the  Conser- 
vative club  were  for  the  Consemitive  party  it  was 
thought  that  by  the  next  t^'o  candidates,  whoever 
they  were,  they  should  be  paid,  as  they  had  the  benefit 
of  all  the  registration  and  the  exertions  of  the  Con- 
servative committee,   S972,  8973. — ^llie  Consen'ative 
club  committee  was  managed  by  25  or  30  persons, 
and  Mr.  Pout,  the  treasurer,  would  be  liable  for  jwiy- 
ment  of  the  accounts,  which  consisted  of  a  printer's 
bill  for  27/.  or  28/.,  and  the  arrears  of  salary  to  a  person 
employed  to  collect  information,  8974-8977. — ^Witness 
had  not  a  frurthing  of  the  money  remitted  by  Lord 
Thomas  Clinton  to  him,  8978. — Made  no  charge  for 
the  application  to  Mr.  Grindley,  but  was  a  volunteer 
m  the  transaction,  8979-8982.— Had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  election  in  1852,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
except  voting,  8983-89 87. — iVfter  the  election  was  em- 
ployed by  Dr.  Lochee,  Mr.  Holttum,  and  Mr.  King,  to 
get  up  evidence,  and  instructed  Mr.  Ballantine,  8988- 
8991. — Had  no  other  instructions  than  the  list  which 
witness  handed  in  to  the  Commissioners,  the  first  day, 
which  was  also  his  retainer,  8992-8997. — Appeared 
for  a  number  of  gentlemen,  and  among  others  Mr. 
Scoones,  Mr.  Kin^ord's  managing  clerk,  but  not  for 
Mr.  Kingsford,  9000  -9002.— Engaged  Mr.  Thomas 
Friend  to  get  up  the  evidence ;  also  Reader  as  well, 
who  is  not  the  canvassing  clerk,  but  a  runner  of 
Pout's,  9007-9011. —Has  no  doubt  the  money  will  be 
pidd  Friend,  and  he  stated  falsely  that  he  had  no  reason 
to  expect  remuneiation,  9012-9015. — With  reference 
to  Mr.  Crosdail,  can  state  that  the  all^ation  against 
that  gentleman  of  having  gone  away  with  several  hun- 
dred pounds  in  his  pocket,  is  perfectly  correct,  9017- 
9019. 

Ward,  Mr.  Henry.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence) — Is 
proprietor  of  the  **  Kentish  Gazette,"  a  newspaper  in 
the  Conservative  interest;  witness  superintends  and 
manages  the  entire  paper,  8194-8197.— During  the  last 
election  the  meetings  of  the  Conservative  party  were  usu- 
ally held  in  witness's  house,  8198,  8199. — ^Wasa  voter, 
and  took  a  warm  interest  in  the  Conservative  party,  8200, 


Ward,  Mr.  Hknry — couHnved. 
8201. — Had  no  money  through  his  hands,  but  men- 
tioned to  a  gentleman  on  t^e  committee  that  Mr.  Bligh 
required  money  for  electioneering  puiposes,  and  was 
the  means  of  its  being  conveyed  to  him,  8202. — llie 
gentleman  to  whom  witness  mentioned  this  was 
Mr.  Thomas  White  CoUard,  and  in  witness's  presence 
the  money  was  sealed  up  and  given  to  Mr.  Ashenden, 
8203-8205.— It  was  sealed  up  by  Mr.  Collard,  and  was, 
witness  thinks,  in  Bank  of  England  notes,  to  the 
amount  of  30/.,  which  was  the  sum  Mr.  Bligh  stated 
he  wanted,  and  which  Collard  said  he  put  into  the 
envelope,  820^-8216. — ^The  envelope  passed  into  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Ashenden,  whom  witness  accompanied 
to  Mr.  Bligh's  house,  where  it  was  dropped  into  an 
open  window,  8217, 8:^7. — ^Apprehends  Mr.  Bligh  was 
not  far  off  when  it  fdl,  8^. — Fancied  that  some 
individual  was  to  be  bribed  by  it,  as  many  persons 
made  out  cases  of  great  distress,  though  in  this  instance 
nothing  of  that  kind  was  prctfessed,  8^-8233. — Had  a 
communication  from  White,  who  was  disgusted  at  con- 
duct dP  Blues,  and  wished  to  negotiate  for  eight  or  ten 
voters  M^om  he  could  command  from  that  party,  which 
proposal  mentioned  in  thecommittee,  but  with  which  wit- 
ness would  have  nothing  else  to  do,  and  did  not  mention 
to  Mr.  Pout,  8234-8242.— At  the  election  of  1849  voted 
against  ClintonandVaiice,though  alwaysi»rofe8sing  Con- 
servative principles  ;  butconsiaeredtmit  as  Mr.  8mythe 
had  been  returned  in  1841  by  a  large  nugoritv,  it  was 
right  to  support  him  the  last  time  he  (^Eered  till  he  had 

^  an  opportunity  of  explaining  his  parUamentary  con- 
duct, 8244. — Did  not  vote  for  Lord  Albert  Conyng- 
ham,  and  never  gave  a  vote  to  the  Blues,  and  det^ 
mined  the  moment  Mr.  Smvthe  joined  his  lordship 
that  the  account  was  balanced,  and  that  he  should  in 
future  vote,  as  he  had  always  done,  for  the  Conserva- 
tives, 8245,  8246. — Paid  no  money  after  the  election, 
or  during  polling,  but  while  the  committee  sat  at  his 
house  gave  them  some  refreshments  out  of  his  own 
pocket,  for  whidi  got  reimbursed,  8247-8250.— Did 
not  pay  as  much  as  5/.  to  anybody  for  election  purposes, 
except  to  Mr.  Pout,  and  tliat  was  guaranteed  t  j  Mr, 
Collard,  though  where  it  came  from  is  not  aware, 
8251-8255. 

'Ward,  Mr.  Hemry.    (EaMmination  re«a(m«c/.)-— Wishes 
to  know  if  the  question  about  the  money  that  passed 
through  witness's  hands  was  meant  to  apply  to  thb 
last  election  of  1852 ;  and  if  so,  to  expkun  that  in  that 
transaction  had  nothing  to  do  with  money,  which  was 
only  inclosed  in  his  presence,  and  is  not  aware  of  a 
single  individual  to  whom  money  was  paid,  8482-8484. 
—A  circumstance  took  place,  but  does  not  know  whe- 
ther at  Mr.  Smythe's  firat  or  second  election,  or  at  that 
with  Mr.  Bradshaw,  when  Blackman,  a  baker,  now 
dead,   received  a  certain  sum  of  money  under  tiie 
colourable  pretext  of  selling  his  horse  ana  cart,  8485- 
8494. — At  same  election  Henry  Royce  wanted  10/., 
which  was  given  by  the  committee  to  witness,  and 
by  him  sent  by  other  hands  to   Royce  ;    but  just 
previous  to  the  election  Royce  told  ^\'itness  that  he 
was  sorry  he  could  not  support  his  party,  which  con- 
vinced him  that  it  was  only  a  trap  to  catch  him  in 
direct  bribery,  8495-8497.— As  Mr.   Pout  paid  the 
money,  the  transaction  could  not  have  taken  place  in 
1847,  but  most  likely  either  at  the  election  of  1841  or 
the  first  election  in  which  Mr.  Smythe  came  forward, 
8498-8504. — Cannot  recollect  any  similar  transaction, 
8505. — Had  a  certain  sum  of  money  from  Mr.  Pout, 
which  might  be  30/.,  40/.,  50/.,  or  60/.,^  and  waa 
less  than  100/.  but  much  more  than  30/.,*for  which 
gave  a  debtor  and  creditor  account,  and  returned  the 
balance  to  Pout,  but  cannot  recollect  paying  any  part 
of  it  except  to  the  two  mentioned,  8507-8513. — Out  of 
that  amount  might  have  paid  money  to  voters  who  voted 
on  Conservative  side,  8514. — ^The  reason  Royce  gave 
for  voting  for  the  other  party  was  that  they  promised 
him  15/.,  and  he  brought  the  10/.  back  to  witness,  who 
returned  it  to  Pout,  8515. — ^Took  precautions  not  to  be 
detected  in  the  cases  of  Blackman  and  Royce,  but  did  not 
understand  the  window  dropping  business  at  all,  8516, 
8517. — Blackman  was  paid  the  money  as  a  purchase 
of  some  of  his  traps,  ana  Royce's  money  was  forwarded 
either  by  post,  or  envelope,  or  given  to  somebody  with- 
out his  knowing  it  came  through  witness,  851&-8520. 
— Knows  a  person  called  Mutton  and  Thomas  Taylor, 
and  remembers  going  to  see  the  latter  with  some  of  the 
committee  about  his  vot^  but  had  no  communication 
with  Mutton,  because  his  politics  are  directly  opposite, 
and  knows  nothing  about  giving  him  5/.  for  tiimsmit* 
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Ward,  Mr.  Ubnry — continued, 
sion  to  a  voter  of  the  name  of  Taylor,  8521-8527. — 
Cannot  recollect  whether  it  was  in  1847  that  he  applied 
to  Thomas  Taylor  about  his  vote,  or  who  the  members 
of  the  committee  were  who  accompanied  him,  8529. — 
Did  not  canvass  with  any  of  Lord  Albert  and  Mr. 
Smythe's  committee  in  1847,  and  it  must  have  been 
prior  to  that  he  called  on  Thomas  Taylor,  8531,  8532. 
— Stood  aloof  from  the  Conservative  party  in  1847, 
and  gave  a  plumper  for  Mr.  Smythe  because  he  had 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  clearing  his  conduct,  8533. 

Ward,  Mr.  Henry.  {Examination  resumed), — Has 
hterd  what  Mutton  said,  and  remembers  going  to  can- 
vass Taylor,  but  not  for  Lord  Albert  Conyngham,  8681. 
Rememoers  that  Taylor  would  not  promise  his  vote 
unless  something  were  to  be  paid,  does  not  know 
whether  5/.  or  10/.,  and  might  have  said,  "  Oh,  if  you 
vote,  it  will  be  all  right,"  8682,  8683.— Did  not  com- 
municate with  Mr.  Rutter,  who  is  quite  of  the  opposite 
party ;  and  cannot  understand  how  Mr.  Mutton  con- 
sented to  go  with  witness,  knowing  him  to  be  of 
different  pohtics,  to  canvass  his  brother-in-law,  8684, 
8685. — Never  consented  to  go  with  any  one  to  canvass 
for  Lord  Albert  Con^gham,  and  thinks  Mr.  Mutton 
must  have  made  a  mistake  as  to  election,  but  does  not 
deny  that  it  might  have  been  when  Mr.  Smythe 
coalesced  with  Lord  Albert,  8686-8688.— (Jir.  Mutton 
was  here  recalled^  and  declared  it  must  have  taken  place 
on  the  election  of  Conyngham  and  Smythe,  8689,  8690.) 
— Was  only  desirous  of  seating  Mr.  Smythe,  did  not 
care  who  was  returned  with  him,   8691. — Said  pre- 

•  viously  that  he  did  not  remember  going  with  Mr. 
Mutton  to  Mr.  Taylor,  because  it  was  not  probable  he 
should  go  Avith  a  man  of  such  decidedly  different 

'  politics,  but  now  seeing  Mutton  in  the  box  remembers 
he  did,  8692,  8693. 

Ward,  Mr.  Henry.  {Second  examination). — Heard  what 
Bligh  has  sdd,  who  never  represented  to  witness  that 
he  had  received  15/.,  9413,  9414.— Understood  that 
Mr.  CoUard  put  30/.  in  notes  into  the  envelope,  which 
was  sealed  and  given  to  Mr.  Ashenden,  9415,  9419. — 
Had  no  Canterbury  bank  notes  in  his  pocket  at  the 
time,  and  must  have  been  uncommon  quick  to  have 
changed  a  10/.  and  a  20/.  into  a  10/.  and  a  5/.,  9420, 
9421. 

Ward,  Mr.  Henry  {Second  Examination  resumed). — 
Stated  the  outside  note,  the  one  next  the  envelope, 
was  a  bank  of  England  note,  but  does  not  know 
whether  there  were  two  notes  or  four;  Mr.  Collard 
sealed  up  the  envelope  himself  with  red  wax,  9459-9462. 

Ward,  Mr.  Henry.  {Third  examination). — Remembers 
the  last  time  he  was  examined,  witness  said  he  had  a 
communication  with  Mr.  Bligh  about  some  money  for 
the  purposes  of  the  election.  Btigh  never  said  15/.  was 
the  sum  required  ;  but  elicited  horn  him  that  the  max- 
imum wanted  was  30/.,  and  witness  informed  Mr.  White 
CoUard  of  it,  10,320-10,323.— Mr.  CoUard  showed  wit- 
ness some  notes,  does  not  know  the  amount,  but  he 
saw  witness  put  them  in  an  envelope  and  seid  it  with 
red  wax ;  then  he  caUed  Ashenden,  and  witness  and  he 
went  down  the  street,  and  Ashenden  dropped  the  en- 
velope into  the  window  of  Mr.  BUgh,  10,324-10,346. 
— Was  in  Mr.  Core  Kingsford's  office,  and  made  some 
communication  to  him,  which  he  took  down  in  writing ; 
but  did  not  see  it,  and  does  not  know  what  was  put 
down,  10,351^-10,354. — {A  binef  v^as  here  handed  to 
mitnesSf  which  he  read  aloud,  and  the  statement  therein 
was  exactly  contrary  to  what  witness  had  just  stated.) 
According  to  this  Mr.  Bligh  must  have  told  witness 
15/.,  and  witness  told  Mr.  Collard  what  Bligh  told  him, 
10,.356,  10,357.— Mr.  CoUard  savs  30/.,  so  Bligh  must 
have  alluded  to  15/.  for  a  specific  purpose,  10,358. — 
30/.  was  the  sum  impressed  upon  \i'itness's  memory 
after  his  conversation  as  likely  to  be  required  by  Bligh ; 
was  not  made  acquainted  with  the  parties  he  intended 
to  bribe ;  he  showed  \^'itncss  he  would  want  a  consider- 
able sum  more  for  the  purposes  of  the  election,  10,359- 
10,366. — Mr.  BUgh  might  then  have  told  witness  dis- 
tinctly that  15/.  was  immediately  required,  10,368. — 
Might  have  forgotten  that  circumstance  when  state- 
ment was  made  to  Mr.  Kingsford  as  read  from  brief, 
10,377.— Told  Mr.  CoUard  30/.,  but  BUgh  might  state 
15/.  for  some  particular  purpose,  and  witness  might 
have  told  Mr.  Kingsford  that  was  immediately  required, 
10,383. — Ashenden  was  not  out  of  ^ritness's  presence 
from  the  time  he  came  in  with  Mr.  CoUard,  and  he  wva 
ignorant  of  amount,  10,385,  10,386. 


Ward,  Mr.  Henry.  {Fourth  Examination.) — Has  heard 
of  a  man  of  the  name  of  Hills,  engaged  l^  the  Commis- 
sioners; could  throw  liffht  on  a  mysterious  transac- 
tion between  Mr.  Collard  and  Mr.  Bligh ;  witoess  has 
abstained  from  hearing  anything  he  had  to  say,  though 
he  has  seen  him,  13,077-13,080.— Had  heard  reports 
from  several  parties,  his  own  reporter  among  the  rest, 
that  this  man  had  some  information  to  give ;  witness 
does  not  know  what,  13,080-13,084. 

Warner,  William.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— U 
not  a  fr*eeman  and  had  no  money  from  Goodwin. 
14,487-14,489. 

Watts,  Stephen.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Is  a 
retired  innkeeper  and  voter  in  the  city  of  Canterbury, 
3462,  3463.— Has  been  out  of  business  for  fourteen 
years,  3464.— A  Blue,  never  was  a  Red,  3465,  3466. 
a  freeman  and  householder,  3467. — Has  sometimes 
taken  an  active  interest  in  the  Canterbury  elections,  in 
1847,  for  instance,  3468,  3469.— Not  much  in  1850, 
but  a  Uttle  in  1852,  3470,  3471.— Has  been  a  sub- 
committee  man  of  the  Liberals,  3472,  3473.— ^The 
duties  were  merely  to  look  and  see  if  a  few  of  the 
lower  orders  of  freemen  could  be  got  together  to  vote 
as  early  as  possible  on  the  poUing  day,  3476. — Never 
had  but  very  Uttle  to  do  with  money  matters,  3477- 
3478.— In  1847  was  employed  by  the  Blue  committee, 
Mr.  Rutter,  3479-3481. —Was  a  committee  man,  but  not 
for  bribery  purposes,  3482, 3483. — Paid  Foreman  for  his 
services  as  a  messenger ;  he  was  in  want  of  money,  and 
witness  advanced  him  15*.  on  I O  U  from  Mr.  Sladden, 
3484-3486. — ^lliis  was  afterwards  stopped  from  Fore- 
man's pay,  as  witness  communicated  to  committee 
that  he  had  advanced  him  155.,  3487-3489. — Foreman 
was  a  voter,  3492. — Paid  a  Mr.  Barber  1/.  for  travel- 
ling expenses;  he  then  Uved  at  Barham,  not  more 
than  six  mUes  from  Canterbury,  3490-3493. — Barber  is 
in  town  and  can  teU  you,  3494. — Mr.  Pilcher  was 
with  witness  when  he  paid  the  money,  and  he  told 
witness  it  was  for  travellmg  expenses,  3495-3498. — By 
Mr.  Butter's  directions  witness  also  pud  a  person  of 
the  name  of  Dawes  his  traveUing  expenses  from  Heme, 
3499-3501. — Does  not  think  there  are  any  other 
names,  3502. — Denies  having  recei%'ed  4/.  lbs,  from 
Mr.  Rutter  as  one  of  the  agents  employed  for  bribery 
purposes.  Never  was  paid  as  a  brfbery  agent.  The 
tact  is  witness  had  paid  money,  and  afterwards 
Mr.  Rutter  caUed  and  repaid  the  money  for  which  an 
account  was  given,  3503,  3504. — It  was  about  41.  2s., 
3506. — £2  \5s.  is  about  the  amoimt  already  accounted 
for,  the  rest  was  expended  in  the  way  of  treating,  3507 

Watson,  William.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A 
freeman  of  Canterbury,  voted  at  last  election  for 
Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  had  61.  lOs.  from  Admans 
for  vote.  It  was  arranged  for  71.,  but  10s.  was  taken 
ofP  for  Admans'  trouble,  11,740-11,747.— Voted  for 
CUnton  and  Vance  in  1847,  and  had  3/.  from  Finch, 
pubUcan,  Wincheap  Street,  after  election,  11,748- 
11,756. 

Watson  Edward.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Voted  at 
last  election  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  14,647-14,649. 
— Witness  is  a  freeman,  and  received  two  colotur 
tickets  for  his  vote,  14,650-14,653.— Mr.  BUnks  offered 
witness  no  money,  14,654,  14,655. — Voted  in  1847  for 
Clinton  and  Smythe,  14,656,  14,657. — Had  one  colour 
ticket  for  that,  but  cannot  sav  whether  fix)m  Smythe  or 
Clinton,  14,658,  14,659. 

Weatherly,  Matthew.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — 
A  freeman,  and  voted  in  1847  for  CUnton  and  Vance, 
13,553-13,555. — ^Was  a  messenger  then,  and  had  2/.  for 
eight  days  from  Mr.Trimmell,  13,556-13,558.— Had  a 
pound  afterwards  from  Mr.  Bennett,  13,559-13,561.— 
Voted  in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  had  one  colour 
ticket;  was  not  a  messenger,  13,562-13,566. 

Weed,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)— A  fi-ee- 
man,  but  did  not  vote  at  last  election,  14,439,  14,440. 
—Voted  in  1841  for  Henniker  Wilson,  14,441-14,443. 
--In  1847  voted  for  CUnton  and  Vance,  14,443.— Had 
5/.  after  election  from  Thomas  Friend,  for  being  active 
and  useful  in  election — getting  freemen  up  and  keeping 
them  together,  14,444-14,448. 

White,  Charles.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — A 
freeman;  voted  in  1847  on  Blue  side,  had  6/.  for  vote 
from  Davey ;  does  not  Uve  at  Ashford ;  voted  at  last 
election  for  Blues;  no  mont    then,  12,717-12,726. 
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Whitb>  John.  {Analytis  ofki$  Evidenee.y^U  a  brother 
of  last  witness ;  is  a  freeman,  and  voted  blue  in  1S47> 
and  had  51.  for  his  vote  from  Davey,  12,664-12,669. 

Whits,  John.  (Examnation  resumed,) — ^Voted  Blue  at 
last  election,  but  had  no  monOT  s  Davey  paid  witnesa 
the  money  in  1847,  12,662-12,6i58. 

White,  Thomas.  {AnalysU  qf.  his  Evidence,) — Is  a 
baker,  and  lives  in  St.  Gregory's,  12,635,  12,636. 

Whits,  Thomas.  (Exammation  reflMied.V-Is  a  free- 
man, voted  Blue  in  1847,  and  had  5/.  for  his  vote  from 
Mr.  Davcy ;  not  6/.,  only  5/.,  12,638-12,646. 

Whits,  Thomas.  (ExamnaHon  resumed.y-Yoted  Blue 
at  last  election,  but  had  nothing  for  nis  vote ;  is  a 
brother  of  Jc^  White ;  the  only  money  he  ever  had 
was  the  51.  in  1847,  and  knows  nothing  at  all  about 
thoie  bribed  in  1852, 12,649-12,653. 

Whits,  Thomas,  of  Northgate.  {Anahsis  of  Ms  Evi- 
denee.) — Did  not  vote  at  li^  election,  14,404. — ^Voted 
in  1847  for  Lord  Conyngham  and  Mr.  Smythe,  and 
had  6/.  from  Mr.  Davcv  for  vote,  14,405-14,408.— Re- 
ceived no  money  at  otner  elections.  Has  been  a  mes- 
senger, and  a  good  many  tipies  in.  situations,  14,409. 

Whitb,  John.  (Antdfsk  of  Ms  Evidence). — ^Voted 
for  Johnstone  and  Gipps  at  last  election,  and  always 
voted  for  that  side,  except  in  Mr.  Heniker  Wilson's 
deotion,  9042-9048.— Received  15/.  at  last  election 
from  Mr.  Bligh  for  his  Ikther,  brother,  and  his  own 
votes,  9049-9059.— Had  borrowed  1/.  from  Mr.  Bligh 
for  expenses  in  bringing  his.  brother  from  Ashfora, 
which  was  deducted  frmn  the  152.,  and  paid  42. 10«. 
eadi  to  his  fkther  and  brother,  who  made  a  frdse 
atatament,  when  the  one  said  he  had  5/.  and  the  other 
3L,  9060-9066.— Does  not  recollect  his  hJ^bet  and 
brother  quarrelling  with  him  about  the  amount,  9067, 
9068. — ^Thcrr  expressed  their  inclination  to  go  the  way 
he  did,  9069,  9070.— Did  not  know  what  amount  they 
were  to  get  from  Mr.  Bligh  till  after  pdling,  when 
Bligh  told  him  there  was  a  parcel  for  him  at  his 
house,  which  he  went  and  received,  9071-9073.— 
It  contuned  14  sovereigns,  which,  wHh  tiie  11.  pre- 
viously borrowed  from  Bhgh,  made  15/.,  9074-9079. 
«^ligh  did  not  promise  5/.  a-pieoe,  but  witness  ex- 
pected to  get  something,  and  they  voted  upon  thai 
expectation,  9080-9082. — ^After.the  election,  hearing 
there  was  a  petition,  did  not  wish  to  get  Bligh  in  anv 
trouble,  ana  consulted  with  Mr.  Thomas  Friend,  with 
whom  witness  went  away,  9083-9088. — Witness  lives 
at  Bridge,  three  or  four  miles  from  Canterbury,  on  the 
Dover  road,  9089-9091.— Was  asked  by  Oakenfiill,  a 
turner,  one  of  the  Blues,  three  or  four  days  before  the 
nomination,  if  5/.  was  of  any  use  for  us  three,  but  would 
have  nothing  to  do  with  him,  9092-9097.— Supposing 
witness  had  taken  the  5/.,  they  were  to  have  voted  for 
the  Blues,  for  Romilly  and  Somerville,  but  he  refused 
it,  9098-9104.— Particulars  of  interview  with  Mr.  Oak- 
enfuU,  9106-9110.— Was  bribed  before  by  Bligh  in 
1841,  but  had  nothii^  to  do  with  his  &ther  and 
brother,  9111-9115.— lliis  was  in  1847,  and  not  in 
1841,  but  cannot  recollect  whether  that  was  the'  time 
when  he  voted  for  Reds,  knows  Mr.  Wilson's  was  the 
first  election,  when  he  was  bribed  with  6/.,  and  did  not 
deal  fOT  his  father  or  brother's  votes,  9116-9122.— At 
mat  general  dection  after,  voted  for  Bradshaw,  but  does 
not  recollect  whether  he  got  any  monqr,  9123-9128. — 
Weat  to  Mr.  White  wbsn  he  left  Ouiterburv,  with 
Friend,  first  to  Faversham,  then  to  Sheemess,  ana  round 
hj  Chatham  to  London,  9129,  9130.— Went  as  te  as 
Hull,  but  does  not  know  that  he  is  **  Mr.  James,  of 
London,  at  Hull,"  and  neither  received  nor  expected 
letters,  9131-9134.— Friend  paid  everything  ^i^e  they 
were  away,  and  got  half-a-crown  from  hun  to  keep 
his  pocket,  9135-9139.— Has  not  seen  the  10/.,  which 
Friend  says  he  gave  witness,  9140. 

WiGHTWiCK,  Mr.  T.  N.  {Analysis  of  Ms  Evidence.) — 
A  partner  in  the  firm  of  Kingsford  and  Co.  since  1845, 
7755^  7756. — ^Was  not  actively  engaged  in  election  of 
1847;  and  oannot  say  whether  money  passed  through 
their  firm,  though  it  might  have  been  so,  7757-7759. — 
Waa  a  member  of  the  committee  in  1852 ;  but,  with 
that  exception,  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it — 
except  making  a  payment  to  Dr.  Lochee  on  one  occa- 
sion, which  is  one  of  the  three  payments  in  the  account, 
7760-7763. — "So  personal  transactions  with  any  voter 
and  Mr.  Pout,  or  any  of  sub-agents,  7764-776/.— Has 
heard  of  such  people  as  Stringer  and  Flllmer  living  in 
CaotertNiry,  bU  no  knowledge  of  them,  7768, 7769. 


Wilding,  William.  (Anafysis  qfMs  JMfoicff.)— Voted 
at  last  dection  in  flavour  of  the  Red.  Had  nothing 
for  vote.  Is  a  householder,  but  not  a  freeman,  1 1 ,969- 
11,972.— Voted  m  1847  in  favour  of  the  Blues,  and 
had  3/.  for  vote  from  Edward  Southee,  11,973-11,977. 

Wilkinson,  GsoRGB.  (Analysis^  Ms  Evidence.) — Is  a 
freeman;  voted  in  1847  for  the  Blue  party,  had  3/.  for 
his  vote  from  Mr.  Smith,  12,852-12,861.— Did  not 
vote  at  last  election,  or  at  last  three  or  four;  does  not 
think  he  did  in  1841 ;  and  did  Aot  receive  money  on 
any  other  occasions  for  voting,  12,863-12,865. 

Wilkinson,  Thomas.  (Analysis  of  Ms  Evidencef^ 
A  householder,  and  voted  last  year  for  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  and  received  71  from  Kelson,  10,792-10,798. 

WiLCOCKS,  Mr.  Edward.  (Anah/sis  of  Ms  Evidence). 
•^Is  a  n^wright,  a  publican,  and  keeps  the  Weavers^ 
Arms,  $96-8698.— Has  been  a  Liberal  all  his  life,  is 
on  the  register  both  as  a  freeman'  and  a  householder, 
and  has  held  the  franchise  since  1828  or  1829,  8699- 
8703. — Has  not  taken  any  particular  part  in  any  elec* 
iion,  8704, 8705.— The  only  part  he  took  at  last  election 
was  to  speak  to  a  niece  of  the  name  of  Wood  about 
her  two  brothers,  and  afkerwards  to  a  sister-in-law, 
Mrs,  Watkins,  on  the  same  aubject,  when  he  promised, 
if  there  were  any  colourmen's  tickets  given  on  their 
side,  to  get  them  for  them,  but  no  sum  of  money 
was  mentioned,  8706-8722* — Never  canvassed  James 
Busher,  a  freeman,  8723. — ^Thinks  he  voted  for  Conyng- 
ham and  Smythe  in  1847»  but  never  asked  him  to  vote 
for  RomiUy  and  Somerville  at  last  Section,  and  turned 
him  out  somewhere  in  Julv,  about  a  fortnight  or  three 
weeks  before  the  election,  8725-8729. — Saw  him  ridinff 
in  Mr.  Johnson's  waggon  about  that  time,  though 
witness  did  not  know  whether  he  was  in  Johnson's 
employment,  or  was  living  with  him,  8730-8739.— 
Does  not  believe  Busher  voted,  but  cannot  tell  why 
not,  8740,  8741. 

WiLLBT,  James.  (Analysis. of  hifi  Evidence.y^A  fre»> 
man,  and  voted  last  year  foe  Johnslione  and  Gippt> 
receiving  5/.  from  Thomas  Friend,  10,962-10,967. 

Wilson,  Stephen.  (Analysis  of  Ms  Evidence) — Is  a 
householder ;  had  no  money  for  the  vote  at  last  election, 
but  was  a  colourman  on  the  side  of  Johnstone  and 
Gipps,  12,326-12,333.— Took  three  of  the  Whites  up 
to  vote  at  the  last  election,  12,334-12,335.— Not  Sayer 
and  Bean,  12,336.— Does  not  know  John  Keel,  12,337. 

Wilkb,  Abraham.  (Analysis  of  Ms  Evidence,)-^X  free- 
man, 13,916. — ^Voted  at  the  last  election  for  Gipps  and 
Johnstone,  13,917. — ^They  came  round  canvassu^,  but 
witness  did  not  promise,  13,918. — Did  not  know  Mr. 
Blinks,  and  had  no  oonversatidn  with  him,  13,919, 
13,920. — Nothing  for  vote ;  no  colour  tickets,  and  was 
not  a  messenger.  Got  no  money  at  all,  13,912-13,924. 
—Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  13,925, 
13,926. — Door-keeper  at  the  committee  four  days,  and 
booth  messenger  one  day  at  4s.,  for  five  days  l/.> 
13,929,  13,930. 

Witnesses,  List  of. 


Names  of  Witnesses. 
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of  Evidence. 
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Abrahams,  Abraham  - 

280 

401 

Admans,  Henry     -        -    - 

248,  355 

452 

Admans,  Thomas      •         • 

877,  878 

■w 

Alhrright,  John         -       - 

419 

454 

Andj«w8,  William  - 

400- 

}9 

Andrews,  Wm.,  (oowkeeper) 

426 

ft 

Anderson,  William     - 

399 

♦f 

Andenon,  Wm.,  (fishmonger) 

426 

tt 

Aris,  John  •           -           - 

2.  39,  70,  111, 

n 

129,  294,  295, 

455 

Ashenden,  Thomas     -     *  • 

259,  293 

n 

Atwood,  William  -         •    . 

~    268 

ft " 

Austen,  Minter 

330 

456 

Austen,  George  -           -    - 

382 

t> 

Austen,  William 

868 

n 

Austen,  Edward  Jefifery      - 

869- 

If 

Bart©n,  Robert  - 

'    404 

>• 

Barker,  Robert      -        -    - 

818 

Bean,  James      ... 

372 

>» 

Beck,  Stephen       -        -    - 

-425 

tt 

Beckford,  Mrs.  Ann   - 

429 

n 

Badcock,  James    -       -    -r 

424 

n 
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BaUey,  Edirard 

864 

456 

BaUey,  Edward     - 

379 

M 

Bailey,  John      ... 

864 

n 

Bailey,  James        •        -    - 

427 

n 

Baines,  Thomas 

419 

n 

Barber,  George      -        •    - 

873 

n 

Bamett,  James  -        -        - 

339 

m 

Bahies,  Thomas     -        •    - 

358 

n 

Bemiett,  Edward 

894,  895,  396, 

457 

397,  398,  399, 

tf 

400,  401,  402,] 

If 

408,  404,  420 

t» 

Best,  Thomas        •       •    - 

831 

tt 

Best,  Joseph 

403 

tf 

Bligh,  James    •       •         • 

255,  262,  290, 

ft 

291,  292,  294, 

tf 

802,  805 

ff 

iBligh^Mrs.         *          -    • 

293 

ft 

Blinks,  Samuel       •     .     - 

226,  895 

458 

Blogg,  William  Waters 

896 

ft 

Blogg,  George  Bobert 

422 

ft 

Blogg,  John       -       •      * 

423 

tf 

Blogg,  Charles 

427 

tf 

Blogg,  James    -        -       • 

427 

tf 

Boorman,  ThomaSy  sen. 

880,  899 

459 

Boree,  Charles     -         -    • 

837 

ft 

Boree,  James,  sen.      • 

417 

ft 

Bourne,  Edward      •     -    • 

406 

•f 

Bradley,  William  *       -     - 

418 

ff 

Bradford,  Edwin 

824 

tf 

Bradford,  Henry    •        -    - 

825 

ff 

Bradford,  William  Bowers  - 

826 

ff 

Bradford,  Anthony    - 
Brent,  Alderman  John 

832 

ff 

25,  89,  41,  68, 

n 

70,72,154,176, 

460 

359,  385,  434, 

461 

438 

462 

Brent,  John,  Jul       » 

105,  255 

ft 

Brock,  Charles    • 

113 

472 

Brock,  William 

112 

ff 

Brown,  Charles  Henry 

422 

tf 

893 

ft 

Brown,  Thomas 

406 

ff 

Bart,  William    •           •     • 

403,  404 

457 

Burt,  James,  sen.    • 

386 

473 

Bnrt,  James,  jnn.        » 

834 

tf 

Burt,  John  Twynam 

336,  887 

ft 

Basher,  James       •       -    • 

881,  883 

ft 

Callow,  James    •       .      • 

897 

473 

Carter,  William       -     •    - 

424 

ff 

Carpenter,  John     • 

418 

It 

Casey,  Thomas 

417 

tf 

Cherrison,  John  -        -     • 

878 

ff 

Cherrison,  William  • 

417 

474 

Cherrison,  Mrs.  Charkytte   - 

418 

ff 

Clmton,  Lord  Thomas 

152 

ff 

Cobb,  Frederick  Trecmaa  - 

207 

ff 

Cockett,  William  -       -     . 

863 

ff 

Cole,  Thomas    •       •        • 

867 
424 

tf 
ff 

Collar,  John    -           *       - 

885 

476 

Collard,  Thomas  White 

288,  285,  292, 

ft 

845 

477 

Copinns,  James 

429 

478 

Coombs,  John    •           •     • 

407 

ff 

Cook,Bichard 

860 

tf 

Cooper,  George    •       -     • 

17,59 

tf 

Cooper,  Alderman  Henry    - 

49 

479 

Cooper,  Wm.  James,  may  or  . 

14 

ff 

CoTell,  John         -       -    • 

890,  891 

480 

Cox,Bichard     -       .       . 

416 

ft 

Coxens,  Henry       •       -  - 

872 

ft 

Crippen,  John 

428 

tf 

Croiush,  Thomas    -       -    - 

411 

ft 

Cronch,  James           *        • 

416 

tf 

Cortis,  George  Henry 

165 

ft 

Daniels,  John      •       •      • 

896 

480 

D»?ey,  George 

118  191,877, 

tf 

878,  879 

tf 

De  Lasanz,  Thomas  Thorpe - 

854 

ff 

Belmar,  James    •       •       - 

282,  817 

481 

Dehnar,  William       -       • 

817 

ft 

Delo,  John  .       -        .     - 

116 

ft 

Digl^,  William 

852,  858 

ft 

Dormer,  William  -       -    • 

85 

ff 

Dray.Pierson    ... 

866 

ft 

Edenden,  Ethdbert       •     • 

854 

481 
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Eldridge,  John  ... 

859 

481 

Elliott,  Hon.  George 

812 

482 

EUs,  George       .        •      . 

836 

ft 

Ells,  Richard    •        * 

896 

«t 

Ells,  Stephen       •         -    • 

402 

tf 

Ellis,  Walter 

426 

ff 

Ellis,  George    -           •      • 

428 

ff 

Evans,  Charles  Thomas 

857 

484 

Erans,  William      •       •    - 

896 

ft 

Fagg,  James       ... 

849 

486 

Fedarb,  Thomas 

427 

ff 

Fedarb,  John       •        •    • 

427 

ff 

Field,  James    -           -      . 

188,  191 

n 

Field,  James,  (botcher)       • 

886 

tf 

Fihner,  Bobert         .    .     . 

299 

ff 

Finn,  David    .            .       - 

408 

»f 

French,  Henry  Bichaid 

400 

487 

French,  Daniel    •       -      • 

400 

ft 

Frend,  William 

118 

«t 

859,440 

tf 

Friend,  Thomas    •       .     • 

234,  242.  838 

ft 

Friend,  Robert 

858 

ff 

Friend,  Richard           • 

858 

488 

Farley,  George    •         •    • 

165,  171 

ff 

Gipps,  Henry  Flamptree     • 
Goldsmith,  Thomas    • 

98,  142 

401 

489 
ff 

Gold,  William    • 

862 

ff 

Goodwin,  Charles    • 

72, 192,  209, 

490 

298,  865,  891, 

ft 

441 

ft 

Goodwin,  John 

835 

ft 

Gosby,  William  Richard     . 

422 

491 

Gridley,  Henry  Gillef 

812,  314 

492 

Grnby,  James    .           -    • 

881 

» 

408 

ff 

Hadley,  William    .       -    - 

327 

492 

Harrey,  Stephen 

408 

ft 

Harris,  Thomas 

897 

•f 

Hayward,  Edwin    -        •    . 

827 

ft 

Hayward,  Edward    - 

866 

ft 

Hawkes,Mrs.    -           .     • 

866 

ft 

Heamden,  Edward     * 

860 

ft 

Hills,  Samael    •           -      - 

890 

ft 

Hilton,  James     •        •        • 

425 

ff 

Holland,  James 

121,  214,  215, 

ft 

288,  885,  888 

493 

Hooper,  Hartley    •       •   • 

429 

ft 

Homsby,  Charles 

190 

ff 

Horton,  Edward           •      - 

410 

ft 

Irons,  MaiT    -       • 
Irons,  William  Cnllen,  jnn.  - 

898 
408 

493 
tf 

Irons,  William  CuUen,  sen.  • 

278 

tf 

Jacobs,  Jacob     ... 

169, 175,  176, 

494 

351,  852,  858, 

ff 

854 

ft 

Jarman,  Thomas 

401 

tf 

Jeanes,£dward    .        -      - 

829 

n 

Jeanes,  Dennis        ... 

828 

n 

Jeanes,  James    •         •      • 

828 

ff 

Jennings,  John 

860 

49& 

Jennings,  Henry,  Jun.     •    * 

827 

ff 

Jennmgs,  Edward    ... 

827 

ff 

Jennings,  George    - 

862 

ff 

Johnson,  Bex^amin     • 

263,  883 

ff 

Johnson,  George    .      -     • 

423 

ff 

Johnstone,  Hon.  Hen.  Batler- 

86 

ff 

Josslyn,  Joseph,  jun. 

832 

496 

Josslyn,  Joseph,  sen.  • 

832 

ff 

Josslyn,  John    ... 

833 

ff 

Josslyn,  Thomas  -        -      - 

833 

ff 

Josslyn,  William    •    • 

416 

ff 

Kelson,  Charles  -        -        . 

887 

496 

Kelson,  James        ... 

13,  200,  215 

f> 

King,  Thomas    ... 

171 

497 

Kingsford,  Henry  Core  •    - 

176,  245,  246, 

ft 

252,  819,  841 

498 

Kingsford,  Henry 
Knell,  Edward        •    - 

244,  245,  246 

407 

499 

Knell,  John       -         •      - 

417 

ff 

Laming,  John        •        *     • 
Lancefield,  Stephen    • 

412 

499 

426 

ff 

La8lett,John    ... 

833 

ff 

Lee,  Charles      .... 

838 

ff 
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Lemar,  William 
Lemar,  John  .  •  - 
Lemon,  Edwaid 
Lennard,  Henry  • 
Linton,  Thomas 
liinton,  John  •  •  « 
Lochee,  Alfred,  M.D. 
Londetborongh,  Lwd  • 
Longley,  Thomas 
Lnshinffton,  Bt  Hon.  Stephen 
Bombold  -  -  •  - 
Ljons,  Francis 

Marsh,  Edward 
Harsh,  Thomas    -     - 
Masters,  Alderman  William- 
Masters,  Ebeneser 
Mathews,  Dayid    •    - 
Mills,  Solomon 
Mills,  William    •     •    • 
Moore,  Richard 
Moreland,  Silvestsr 
Mount,  Thomas 
Manns,  Thomas  -    •     • 
Mutton,  Benjamin    • 


Nathan,  Moses  •  •  . 
Neame,  Alderman  George  - 
Nicholson,  Edwaid  -  -  - 
Noriey,  James  ... 
Nutt,  John,  (town  derk)  - 
Nye,  Richard    •    -       -   - 

Paget,  Hon.  John 
Page,  Henry  James    - 
Page,  Thomas    .... 
Piumer,  William  Staines     - 
Palmer,  Thomas  Henry 
Palmer,  James 
Pahner,  Greorge  Francis 
Pamell,  William      •    •     - 
Parren  Henry     •       •      . 
P&rren,  Samuel 
Parsons,  John 
Pai)Kms,  John    •       • 
Parsons,  Winiam      • 
Parsons,  George     •     •     - 
Pentecost,  Joseph 
PhilpoC^  James 
Pieroe^  Edward       •     •    - 
PIttock,  Henry     •       -     - 
PQoher.  Bichard 
Pickering,  William    •    •    - 
Plummer,  Alderman  William 
Ponton,  George       •    •     • 
Pound,  Samutt  James 
Pout,  John    -       -     -      - 


Prett,  Albert     •       • 
Price,  Frands  Hone 

BatcHii;  John  Hart    • 
BatcUH;  Edward 
Bead,  Isaac     • 
JUMdfJotok 
Boberts,  John  Henry 
Roberts,  George 
Bomilly,  Colonel    • 
Boyce,  Henry      • 
Butter,  Jonatiiany  F.I. 

Sabine,  Alfred,  sen.    • 
Sranders,  Maorice 


Scoones,  llkomat 

Seatfa,  James 

Sell,  Bichard    ... 

Shealher,  Thomas 

Sims,  Joseph 

Smith,  George  Frederick 

Smith,  William 
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Smythe,  Hon.  Cieo.  Perey  & 
Sadler,  John 
Somerrille,  Sir  William 
Somerrord,  Thomas    • 
Southee,  Edward  Spear 


423 

834 

350 

418 
364,  365 

365 

183,  314,  405 

432,  434 

419,  420 

162 

408 

326 
867,404 
118 
868 
240 
402 
410 
897 
424 
851 
252 

128,  271,  272, 
349 

350 

119,  241 

397 

428 

1 
413 

840 
329 
409 
887 
411 
409 
424 
425 
870 
871 
828 
828 
412 
414 
838 
880 
834,  397 

335 
97,295 
418 
69,70»  71,242 
428 
829 

129,  144,  805, 
818,  814,  818, 

874 
834 
398 

826 
863 
850 
859 
881 
406 
60 
839 
52,  190,  873, 

106 
109,  111,  206, 
828,  889,  480, 

439 

14 

870 

851 

850 

850 
217,  285 

866 

488 
80,438 

225 

811 

409 
77,  209,  225 
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501 
502 


502 
503 


504 

504 
n 

w 
w 

M 

505 
505 


506 


508 


509,  510, 

511,  512, 

513 


513 


514 


515 


516 
»t 

517 
518 


519 


520 
521 
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Southee,  John 

Southee,   Jennings    Under- 
down       •        .        ■ 
Stone,  William  Edwin 
Stredwick,  Henry 
Street,  Edward 
Styles,  Thomas,  sen. 
Styles,  George  Henry    - 

Taylor,  Henry 
Taylor,  Thomas,  (turnkey) 
Taylor,  Thomas,  (ostler) 
Taylor,  Thomas,  (shoemaker) 
Terry,  John,  jun. 
Thatcher,  George     •     • 
Thompson,  John 

Vance,  John.  M.P.     - 
Vincent,  John 

Wamd,  William 
Walker.  Bobert      •     • 
Ward,  Henry     - 


Warner,  William    -     - 
Watts,  Stephen 
Watson,  William 
Watson,  Edward     -     - 
Wetheriy,  Matthew 
Weed,  Thomas 
White,  Charles    •    -     - 
White,  John,  (riioemaleer) 
White,  John,  (labourer) 
White,  Thomas,  (baker) 
White,  Thomas,  of  Northgate 
Wightwick,  T.  N.      -     - 
Wilding,  William 
Wilkinson,  George     - 
Wilkinson,  Thomas 
Wilcocks.  Edward     • 
Willey,  James 
Wilson,  Stephen 
Wilks,  Abraham     • 
Wood,  William    -    •    - 
Wood,  John        - 
Wood,  Charles  • 
Wood,  Henry 
Wood,  James,  (carpenter) 
Wood,  James,  (hdwurer) 
WooUett,  James 
Wrai^t,  Henry 


of  Evidence. 


420 

301 
899 
362 
413 
360,  362 
361 

120 
267,  336 
830 
383 
412 
349 
400 

342 
215 

333 

275,  305 

257,  265»  271, 

291,  293,  321, 

389,  392 

423 

115 

357 

426 

402 

422 

380 

281 
878,  879 

378 

421 

247 

362 

383 

331 

272 

335 

370 

411 

829 
892,  401     • 

827 

832 

380 

422 

407 

419 
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Wood,  William.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — ^At  last 
election  voted,  as  a  freeman,  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
and  had  5/.  from  James  Kelson  for  vote,  10,677-10,682. 
— ^Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  and  had  6/. 
from  Heniy  Allwright  for  that,  10,683-10-^7. 

Wood,  John.  (Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Voted  ih 
1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  and  had  5/.  from  Kel- 
son for  vote,  10,594-10,598.— Voted  in  1847  for  C:iin- 
ton  and  Vance,  and  had  6/.  for  vote  frt)m  Henr^  All- 
wright, a  man  who  is  now  in  Australia,  10,599-10,604. 

Wood,  John.  (Examinatum  restmed.^ — ^Has  been  ex- 
amined before,  13,507. — Denies  havmff  received  any- 
thing from  Mr.  Bennett  for  vote  in  1847,  13,508.-* 
Voted  for  (Clinton  and  Vance,  13,510.— Had  6/.  from 
Aldridge,  who  is  gone  to  New  Zealand,  13,512. — ^Voted 
in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps,  13,516.— Had  5/. 
from  Mr.  Kelson  for  vote,  13,519.  FEdward  Bennett. 
Gave  John  Wood  ten  sovereigns  for  his  vote  after  the 
election  in  1847, 13,520-13,523.] 

Wood,  John.  (^EttammaHon  resumed.) — Did  not  see 
Mr.  Edwards  in  1847 ;  was  away  from  Canterbury, 
13,524. — ^Nevcr  received  mon^  from  him,  13,525. 

Wood,  John.  (Ewamination  reiumeti.)  —  Forwarded  a 
document  to  Mr.  Money,  explanatory  of  the  drcum- 
stanoes  under  which  that  15/.  appeared  in  Mr.  Kings- 
ford's  account.  Thinks  it  will  in  a  great  degree  explain 
how  that  appears,  as  it  operates  on  witness's  character 
and  credit.  Should  like,  if  justified  in  asking  it,  that 
it  may  be  introduced  as  evidence.  Witness  has  thought 
the  matter  over,  and  written  that  document,  which  he 
thinks  will  explain  and  exonerate  him,  13,182. 
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Wood,  Charles.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.) — Voted- 
in  1852  for  Johnstone  and  Uipps>  and  had  51,  firom 
Kdson  for  vote*  lO.GOS-lO.eO^.-^Did  not  vote  in 
1847, 10,610. 

Wood,  Hbnrt.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidence.)-^  free- 
man, and  voted  last  vear  for  Johnstone  and  Ghms, 
bat  had  no  money,  10,810-10,813.— Voted  in  184/  for 
Clinton  and  Vanoe,  and  had  5L  from  Kelson,  10,814- 
10,820. 

Wood,  Jamss.  {Analysis  tf  his  Bvidence.y^A  freeman, 
was  in  Maidstone  in  18479  when  Edward  Bailey  brought 
him  over  and  gave  him  a  pound  before  leaving  to 
pay  his  ezpienses,  12,726-12,742. — ^After  getting  this 
moaer,  received  3/.  for  voting  on  Blue  side,  1^743- 
12,74/. — ^At  Faversham  paid  Ss,  far  bnmdy  to  treat 
Bailey  and  Fsrker,  12,748-12,755.— After  spending 
this  money,  did  not  tell  Mr.  Bailey  he  considend  him« 
•df  at  liberty  to  vote  for  Blue  sick,  12,756.— Received 
the  31.  from  Blue  side  for  his  expenses,  but  would  not 
have  voted  on  that  side  if  he  had  not  had  it^  12^758- 
12,761.— Did  not  vote  in  1852,  12,762. 


Wood,  Jambs.  {Analysis  <f  his  E9idenee.y^kfiteemtn 
and  voted  at  last  election  for  Gipps  and  Johnstone, 
14,449-14,451.-— Nothing  for  vote;  no  colour  tickets, 
but  gave  two  reoommenniitions,  one  to  Fredendc  T^>s- 
well  and  the  other  to  George  Lee,  14,45^14,454.— 
They  received  the  money  themselves,  witness  had  none 
of  it,  14,455-14,458.— Voted  in  1847  for  Vance  and 
Clinton,  14,459, 14,460.— Received  Bl  then  from  Tho- 
mas Cousins,  jun.,  14,461, 14,462. 

WooLLSTT,  Jambs.  {Analysis  (f  his  Eeiien§e,y^Atree' 
man,  and  voted  last  year  for  Johnstone  and  Gipps, 
13,701-13,703.— Had  5/.  from  John  Vmoent,  13,706. 
—Voted  in  1847  for  Clinton  and  Vance,  13,708. 

Wraight,  Hbnrt.  {Analysis  of  his  Evidenee.y^UsA 
no  vote  last  electicm,  14,295, 14,296.— Voted  for  Smythe 
and  Conyngham  in  1847;  was  then  a  messenger;  did 
no  work,  and  received  1/.,  14,297*14,303.— Received 
money  at  the  previous  election,  14,304. 


LONDON: 
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Fnnters  to  the  Qiieen*g  most  BzoeUent  Mijetty. 
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